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We reference the regulations outlining 
the terms and conditions of an award in 
the Applicable Regulations section of 
this notice and include these and other 
specific conditions in the GAN. The 
GAN also incorporates your approved 
application as part of your binding 
commitments under the grant. 

3. Grant Administration: Projects 
funded under this competition are 
encouraged to budget for a two-day 
meeting for project directors to be held 
annually in Washington, DC. 

4. Reporting: At the end of your 
project period, you must submit a final 
performance report, including financial 
information, as directed by the 
Secretary. If you receive a multi-year 
award, you must submit an annual 
performance report that provides the 
most current performance and financial 
expenditure information as directed by 
the Secretary under 34 CFR 75.118. The 
Secretary may also require more 
frequent performance reports under 34 
CFR 75.720(c). For specific 
requirements on reporting, please go to 
http://www.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/ 
appforms/appforms.html. 

5. Performance Measures: The 
Department has established the 
following Government Performance and 
Results Act of 1993 (GPRA) performance 
measures for this program: 

(1) For each high school served by the 
project, the school’s graduation rate, as 
defined in the State’s approved 
accountability plan for Part A of Title I 
of the ESEA, as well as the graduation 
rates for the following subgroups: 

(A) Major racial and ethnic groups; 
(B) Students with disabilities; 
(C) Students with limited English 

proficiency; and 
(D) Economically disadvantaged 

students. 
Note: The Department will identify each 

school’s graduation rate, as well as the 
graduation rates for the subgroups identified 
in this section, using the data that are now 
reported to the Department by SEAs using 
the EDEN Submission System (ESS). 
Grantees will not be required to provide 
these data. 

(2) The number and percentage of 
students enrolled in grades 9 through 12 
in schools or programs served by the 
project who, during the most recent 
school year, earned one quarter of the 
credits necessary to graduate from high 
school with a regular diploma. 

(3)(A) The number and percentage of 
students served by the project who had 
not attended school for 60 or more 
instructional days immediately prior to 
their participation in the project; and 

(B) The average daily attendance of 
such students while participating in the 
project. 

(4)(A) The number and percentage of 
students served by the project during 
the most recent school year who were 
two or more years behind their expected 
age and credit accumulation in high 
school; and 

(B) The number and percentage of 
such students who earned one half or 
more of the credits they need to 
graduate with a regular diploma. 

(5) For each school served by the 
project that includes an eighth grade— 

(A) The average daily attendance of 
such school; and 

(B) The number and percentage of 
students enrolled in the eighth grade 
who enrolled in ninth grade at the start 
of the next school year. 

These measures constitute the 
Department’s indicators of success for 
this program. Consequently, we advise 
an applicant for a grant under this 
program to give careful consideration to 
these measures in conceptualizing the 
approach and evaluation for its 
proposed project. Each grantee will be 
required to provide, in its annual 
performance and final reports, data 
about its progress in meeting these 
measures. 

VII. Agency Contacts 

For Further Information Contact: 
Theda Zawaiza, U.S. Department of 
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
room 3E122, Washington, DC 20202. 
Telephone: (202) 205–3783 or by e-mail: 
hsgi@ed.gov. 

If you use a TDD, call the FRS, toll 
free, at 1–800–877–8339. 

VIII. Other Information 

Accessible Format: Individuals with 
disabilities can obtain this document 
and a copy of the application package in 
an accessible format (e.g., braille, large 
print, audiotape, or computer diskette) 
on request to either program contact 
person listed under FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT in section VII of 
this notice. 

Electronic Access to This Document: 
You can view this document, as well as 
all other documents of this Department 
published in the Federal Register, in 
text or Adobe Portable Document 
Format (PDF) on the Internet at the 
following site: http://www.ed.gov/news/ 
fedregister. To use PDF you must have 
Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is 
available free at this site. 

Note: The official version of this document 
is the document published in the Federal 
Register. Free Internet access to the official 
edition of the Federal Register and the Code 
of Federal Regulations is available on GPO 
Access at: http://www.gpoaccess.gov/nara/ 
index.html. 

Dated: June 15, 2010. 
Thelma Meléndez de Santa Ana, 
Assistant Secretary for Elementary and 
Secondary Education. 
[FR Doc. 2010–14732 Filed 6–17–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4000–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

[OE Docket No. PP–362] 

Notice of Intent To Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement and 
To Conduct Public Scoping Meetings, 
and Notice of Floodplains and 
Wetlands Involvement; Champlain 
Hudson Power Express, Inc. 

AGENCY: Department of Energy (DOE). 
ACTION: Notice of Intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
and to conduct Public Scoping 
Meetings; Notice of Floodplains and 
Wetlands Involvement. 

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy 
(DOE) announces its intention to 
prepare an EIS pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 
1969, as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et 
seq.), the Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) NEPA regulations (40 
CFR parts 1500–1508), and the DOE 
NEPA implementing procedures (10 
CFR part 1021) to assess the potential 
environmental impacts from its 
proposed Federal action of granting a 
Presidential permit to Champlain 
Hudson Power Express, Inc. (Champlain 
Hudson) to construct, operate, maintain, 
and connect a new electric transmission 
line across the U.S.-Canada border in 
northeastern New York State. The EIS, 
Champlain Hudson Power Express 
Transmission Line Project 
Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/ 
EIS–0447), will address potential 
environmental impacts from the 
proposed action and the range of 
reasonable alternatives. 

The purpose of this Notice of Intent 
(NOI) is to inform the public about the 
proposed action, announce plans to 
conduct seven public scoping meetings 
in the vicinity of the proposed 
transmission line, invite public 
participation in the scoping process, 
and solicit public comments for 
consideration in establishing the scope 
of the EIS. Because the proposed project 
may involve actions in floodplains and 
wetlands, in accordance with 10 CFR 
part 1022, Compliance with Floodplain 
and Wetland Environmental Review 
Requirements, the draft EIS will include 
a floodplain and wetland assessment as 
appropriate, and the final EIS or record 
of decision will include a floodplain 
statement of findings. 
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DATES: DOE invites interested agencies, 
organizations, Native American tribes, 
and members of the public to submit 
comments to assist in identifying 
significant environmental issues and in 
determining the appropriate scope of 
the EIS. The public scoping period starts 
with the publication of this Notice in 
the Federal Register and will continue 
until August 2, 2010. Written and oral 
comments will be given equal weight, 
and DOE will consider all comments 
received or postmarked by August 2, 
2010 in defining the scope of this EIS. 
Comments received or postmarked after 
that date will be considered to the 
extent practicable. 

Locations, dates, and start and end 
times for the public scoping meetings 
are listed in the SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION section of this NOI. 

Requests to speak at any one or more 
public scoping meeting(s) should be 
received by Dr. Jerry Pell at the address 
indicated below on or before July 6, 
2010; requests received by that date will 
be given priority in the speaking order. 
However, requests to speak also may be 
made at the scoping meetings. 
ADDRESSES: Comments on the scope of 
the EIS and requests to be added to the 
document mailing list should be 
addressed to: Dr. Jerry Pell, Office of 
Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability (OE–20), U.S. Department of 
Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, DC 20585; by 
electronic mail to Jerry.Pell@hq.doe.gov; 
or by facsimile to 202–318–7761. For 
general information on the DOE NEPA 
process contact: Ms. Carol M. 
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA 
Policy and Compliance (GC–54), U.S. 
Department of Energy, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20585; by electronic 
mail at askNEPA@hq.doe.gov; or by 
facsimile at 202–586–7031. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr. 
Jerry Pell at the addresses above, or at 
202–586–3362. For general information 
on the DOE NEPA process, contact Ms. 
Carol M. Borgstrom at 202–586–4600, 
leave a message at 800–472–2756, or at 
the addresses above. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Executive 
Order (E.O.) 10485, as amended by E.O. 
12038, requires that a Presidential 
permit be issued by DOE before electric 
transmission facilities may be 
constructed, operated, maintained, or 
connected at the U.S. international 
border. The E.O. provides that a 
Presidential permit may be issued after 
a finding that the proposed project is 
consistent with the public interest and 
after favorable recommendations from 
the U.S. Departments of State and 

Defense. In determining consistency 
with the public interest, DOE considers 
the potential environmental impacts of 
the proposed project under NEPA, 
determines the project’s impact on 
electric reliability (including whether 
the proposed project would adversely 
affect the operation of the U.S. electric 
power supply system under normal and 
contingency conditions), and considers 
any other factors that DOE may find 
relevant to the public interest. The 
regulations implementing the E.O. have 
been codified at 10 CFR parts 205.320– 
205.329. DOE’s issuance of a 
Presidential permit indicates that there 
is no Federal objection to the project, 
but does not mandate that the project be 
undertaken. 

Champlain Hudson applied on 
January 27, 2010, to DOE’s Office of 
Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability (OE) for a Presidential permit 
to construct, operate, maintain, and 
connect a 2,000-megawatt (MW) high- 
voltage direct current (HVDC) Voltage 
Source Converter (VSC) controllable 
transmission system from the Canadian 
Province of Quebec to the New York 
City and Southwestern Connecticut 
regions. After due consideration of the 
nature and extent of the proposed 
project, including evaluation of the 
‘‘Information Regarding Potential 
Environmental Impacts’’ section of the 
Presidential permit application, DOE 
has determined that the appropriate 
level of NEPA review for this project is 
an EIS. 

The proposed Federal action is the 
granting of the Presidential permit and 
it is anticipated that the project could 
significantly affect the quality of the 
human environment. Because the 
proposed project may involve actions in 
floodplains and wetlands, in accordance 
with 10 CFR part 1022, Compliance 
with Floodplain and Wetland 
Environmental Review Requirements, 
the draft EIS will include a floodplain 
and wetland assessment as appropriate, 
and the final EIS or record of decision 
will include a floodplain statement of 
findings. 

DOE invites Tribal governments and 
Federal, state, and local agencies with 
jurisdiction by law or special expertise 
with respect to environmental issues to 
be cooperating agencies with respect to 
the EIS, as defined at 40 CFR 1501.6. 
Cooperating agencies have certain 
responsibilities to support the NEPA 
process, as specified at 40 CFR 
1501.6(b). The U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (anticipated), the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 2, and the New York State 
Departments of Environmental 
Conservation and Public Service are 

cooperating agencies with respect to this 
EIS. 

In addition, Champlain Hudson 
applied to DOE on September 12, 2009, 
for a Federal loan guarantee for the 
proposed project in response to a DOE 
competitive solicitation, ‘‘Federal Loan 
Guarantees for Electric Power 
Transmission Infrastructure Investment 
Projects,’’ issued under section 1705, 
Title XVII, of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (EPAct). Section 406 of the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009 (the ‘‘Recovery Act’’) 
amended EPAct by adding section 1705. 
This section is designed to address the 
current economic conditions of the 
Nation, in part by facilitating the 
development of eligible renewable and 
transmission projects that commence 
construction no later than September 
30, 2011. DOE is carrying out an 
evaluation of the application submitted 
by Champlain Hudson. Should DOE 
decide to enter into the negotiation of a 
possible loan guarantee with Champlain 
Hudson, DOE would use this EIS to 
meet its NEPA requirements in making 
a determination of funding. 

Applicant’s Proposal 
The applicant’s proposed VSC 

controllable transmission system 
consists of two 1,000–MW HVDC 
bipoles. A bipole consists of two 
connected submarine or underground 
cables, one of which is positively 
charged, and the other negatively 
charged. In total, four cables would be 
laid between Quebec, Canada, and a 
proposed converter station in Yonkers, 
NY, where one bipole (two cables) 
would be terminated. The converter 
station would change the electrical 
power from direct current to alternating 
current. The remaining bipole (two 
cables) would continue to a proposed 
converter station in Bridgeport, CT. 
Champlain Hudson’s proposed 
transmission line would connect 
renewable sources of power generation 
in Canada with load centers in and 
around the New York City and 
southwestern Connecticut regions. 

The project would originate at an 
HVDC converter station near Hydro- 
Québec TransÉnergie’s 765/315-kilovolt 
(kV) Hertel substation, located southeast 
of Montreal, and extend approximately 
35 miles to the international border 
between the United States and Canada, 
crossing in Lake Champlain to the east 
of the Town of Champlain, NY. Four 
cables (two bipoles) would extend south 
under Lake Champlain for 
approximately 111 miles entirely within 
the jurisdictional waters of New York 
State. At the southern end of Lake 
Champlain, the cables would exit the 
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water just north of Lock C12 of the 
Champlain Canal (Canal) in the town of 
Whitehall, NY, and would be buried 
within an existing railroad right-of-way 
owned by Canadian Pacific Railway 
(CP) for 1.7 miles. The cables would 
enter the Canal just south of Lock C12 
and continue under the Canal for 5.6 
miles to Comstock, NY, and then utilize 
another CP railroad right-of-way for 0.4 
miles to circumvent Lock C11. The 
cables would re-enter the canal just 
south of Lock C11 and continue under 
the Canal for 8.9 miles toward Lock C9 
in Kingsbury, NY (there is no Lock C10). 
North of Lock C9, the cables would exit 
the Canal and would be buried for 0.5 
miles within land owned by the New 
York State Canal Corporation on the 
eastern shore of Lock C9. The HVDC 
cables would re-enter the Canal just 
south of Lock C9 and continue under 
the Canal for 2.7 miles toward Lock C8 
in Fort Edward, NY. 

The Upper Hudson River portion of 
the Hudson River polychlorinated 
biphenyl (PCB) site (USEPA 
Identification Number NYD980763841) 
stretches from Hudson Falls, NY, to the 
Federal Dam at Troy, NY. To avoid 
installing and burying HVDC cables 
within this area, the proposed Project 
route would exit the Canal north of Lock 
C8 near Durham Basin, where an 
existing CP railroad right-of-way is 
located immediately adjacent to the 
west of the Canal. Upon exiting the 
canal, the four cables would be buried 
for approximately 46.1 miles within the 
CP railroad bypass route to the west of 
the Hudson River, traversing the 
municipalities of Moreau, 
Northumberland, Wilton, Greenfield, 
Saratoga Springs, Milton, Ballston, 
Clifton Park, Glenville, and 
Schenectady, NY. In the town of 
Rotterdam, NY, the buried route would 
transfer to the CSX Railroad (CSX) right- 
of-way and proceed south for 
approximately 23.7 miles through the 
municipalities of Guilderland, New 
Scotland, Voorheesville, and 
Bethlehem. The proposed Project route 
would then exit the railroad right-of- 
way and enter the Hudson River at the 
town of Coeymans, NY (about 14 miles 
south of Albany). In general, when a 
railroad right-of-way intersects with a 
waterway, the applicant’s preference 
would be to attach the cables to the 
bridge structure, particularly for longer 
crossings such as the bridge over the 
Mohawk River in Schenectady, NY. If 
the cables could not be attached to the 
bridge due to engineering concerns or 
owner preference, an option would be 
for the applicant to employ horizontal 
directional drilling to install high- 

density polyethylene (HDPE) casings for 
the cables to use under the waterway. 

Upon entering the Hudson River, the 
four cables would be buried for 118 
miles until they reach the City of 
Yonkers, NY. Two of the four HVDC 
cables (one bipole) would terminate at 
the proposed converter station located 
in Yonkers for a total length of 
approximately 319 miles from the U.S. 
border with Canada to Yonkers, NY. The 
remaining two cables would continue 
for approximately 66 miles under the 
Hudson River, Spuyten Duyvil Creek, 
the Harlem River, and the East River 
into Long Island Sound before 
terminating at a converter station near 1 
W Avenue in Bridgeport, CT, for at total 
length of approximately 384.4 miles 
from the U.S. border with Canada to 
Bridgeport. This route is discussed 
below as being Route A, the applicant’s 
preferred alternative. 

The Champlain Hudson Presidential 
permit application, including associated 
maps and drawings, can be viewed or 
downloaded in its entirety from the 
DOE program Web site at http:// 
www.oe.energy.gov/ 
permits_pending.htm (see PP–362), or 
on the project EIS Web site at http:// 
CHPExpressEIS.org. Also available at 
these same locations is the March 5, 
2010, Federal Register Notice of Receipt 
of Application (75 FR 10229). 

Agency Purpose and Need, Proposed 
Action, and Alternatives 

The DOE proposed Federal action is 
the granting of a Presidential permit to 
Champlain Hudson to construct, 
operate, maintain, and connect a new 
electric transmission line across the 
U.S.-Canada border in northeastern New 
York State. The EIS, Champlain Hudson 
Power Express Transmission Line 
Project Environmental Impact 
Statement (DOE/EIS–0447), will address 
potential environmental impacts from 
the proposed action and the range of 
reasonable alternatives. The purpose 
and need for DOE’s action is to decide 
whether to grant Champlain Hudson 
said Presidential permit. It should be 
noted, however, that although the 
potential environmental impacts are 
important, they are not the only criteria 
that form the basis for the final 
permitting decision. If granted, the 
Presidential permit would authorize 
only that portion of the line that would 
be constructed, operated, and 
maintained wholly within the United 
States. 

Three action alternatives (routes) for 
constructing the proposed transmission 
line inside the United States have been 
identified by the applicant, and they 
differ little in total length: 384.5 miles 

for Route A, 384.2 miles for Route B, 
and 385.7 miles for Route C. The lines 
differ, however, in the amount of the 
line that is submerged or buried 
underground. Route A, the Champlain 
Hudson preferred alternative, has 
approximately 72.4 miles buried 
underground. Route B has 
approximately 89.4 miles buried 
underground, and Route C has about 
68.0 miles buried underground. The 
remaining distances of all routes are 
submerged. Maps showing all three 
alternative routes may be found at 
http://CHPExpressEIS.org/maps. 

All three routes cross the U.S.-Canada 
border in Lake Champlain at Rouses 
Point, NY (which is about five miles 
east of the Town of Champlain, NY), 35 
miles from where they would begin 
southeast of Montreal, Canada. Route A, 
the applicant’s preferred alternative, is 
described in detail above. 

The Route B alternative is the same as 
Route A, except that after exiting the 
water just north of Lock C12 of the 
Champlain Canal (Canal) in the town of 
Whitehall, NY, Route B would continue 
within an existing railroad right-of-way 
owned by Canadian Pacific Railway 
(CP) for 19.5 miles through the 
municipalities of Comstock, Fort Ann, 
and Kingsbury. Route B would overlap 
with Route A where Route A exits the 
Champlain Canal north of Lock C8 near 
Durham Basin. 

Route C is the same as Route A except 
for a 6.3 mile segment from north of 
Lock C8 near Durham Basin, where 
Route A exits the Champlain Canal 
(Canal) to travel south about 4.8 miles 
within the CP railroad right-of-way. At 
the point where Route A would exit the 
canal, Route C instead would continue 
under the Canal for 2.9 miles toward 
Lock C8 in Fort Edward, NY. North of 
Lock C8, the cables would exit the Canal 
and would be buried for 0.4 miles 
within land owned by the New York 
State Canal Corporation on the eastern 
shore of Lock C8. The HVDC cables 
would re-enter the Canal just south of 
Lock C8 and continue under the Canal 
for 2.1 miles towards Lock C7, also 
located in Fort Edward, NY. North of 
Lock C7, the cables would exit the 
eastern side of the canal and be buried 
for 0.2 miles within land owned by the 
New York State Canal Corporation 
before entering the Hudson River to the 
south of Rogers Island, where the 
Hudson River flows parallel to the 
Champlain Canal. The four cables 
would be buried under the Hudson 
River, and Route C would travel in a 
northern direction under the river to the 
west of Rogers Island for 0.7 miles 
before reaching the CP railroad bridge 
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that extends roughly southwest over the 
Hudson River from Fort Edward, NY 
toward Moreau, NY. The cables would 
exit the water on the west side of the 
Hudson River and Route C would 
overlap with Route A at the same point 
where Route A would transition from 
being attached to the bridge structure to 
being buried within the railroad right- 
of-way in the town of Moreau. This 
alternative assumes that PCB dredging 
activities associated with the Hudson 
River Dredging Project planned for the 
area around Rogers Island are completed 
by 2013. (The northern tip of Rogers 
Island is about one-quarter of a mile 
west of Fort Edward. Overall, the Island 
is just less than one mile in length.) 

Champlain Hudson is also 
considering two alternative substations 
identified as feasible points of 
interconnection in New York, regardless 
of the alternative route: The Gowanus 
345-kV substation, located in New York 
County, and the Astoria (Polleti) 345-kV 
substation, located in Queens County. 
An alternative site under consideration 
for the DC–AC converter station in 
Queens County is land adjacent to the 
Astoria substation. In Connecticut, 60 
Main Street in Bridgeport has been 
identified as a possible alternative site 
for the converter station. 

Under the No Action alternative, DOE 
would deny Champlain Hudson’s 
application for a Presidential permit for 
the proposed international electric 
transmission line. 

Identification of Environmental Issues 
The EIS will examine public health 

and safety effects and environmental 
impacts in the U.S. from the proposed 
HVDC transmission facilities. This 
notice is intended to inform agencies 
and the public of the proposed project, 
and to solicit comments and suggestions 
for consideration in the preparation of 
the EIS. To help the public frame its 
comments, the following is a 
preliminary list of several potential 
environmental issues in the U.S. that 
DOE and Champlain Hudson have 
tentatively identified for analysis, 
including: 

1. Impacts on protected, threatened, 
endangered, or sensitive species of 
animals or plants, or their critical 
habitats: The EIS will consider the 
effects of the construction and operation 
of the project on essential fish habitats 
and species, including the shortnose 
sturgeon (Federally listed endangered 
species), leatherback sea turtle 
(Federally listed endangered species), 
loggerhead sea turtle (Federal listed 
threatened species), green sea turtle 
(Federal listed threatened species), and 
Atlantic sturgeon (Federally listed 

candidate species as of October 17, 
2006). 

2. Impacts on aquatic biological 
resources: The EIS will consider the 
effects of the construction and operation 
of the project on shellfish, benthic 
communities, finfish, and commercial 
and recreational fisheries, and the 
potential for introduction of invasive 
species. 

3. Impacts on floodplains and 
wetlands: The EIS will consider the 
effects of the construction and operation 
of the project on wetlands and on 
freshwater, tidal, and estuarine 
floodplains. The portions of all three 
alternative routes that utilize the CP 
railroad right-of-way would cross 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency-mapped floodplains associated 
with the Champlain Canal and the 
Hudson River. The routes cross the 
Mohawk River within the City of 
Schenectady, but an option under 
consideration is the possible suspension 
of the cables from the railroad bridge, 
such that they would not be buried 
within the floodplain. The underground 
connection to the Yonkers and 
Bridgeport converter stations utilized by 
all three route alternatives would cross 
bordering floodplain at the landfall 
locations. Portions of the Sherman 
Creek East substation site and the 
underground connection to the 
substation are located in floodplain 
associated with the Harlem River in 
New York City. Limited wetland 
delineations and available New York 
State mapping resources indicate that 
less than 15 acres of wetlands would be 
temporarily impacted within the 
construction corridor along the 
underground portions of Routes A, B, 
and C. 

4. Impacts on cultural or historic 
resources: The EIS will consider the 
effects of the construction and operation 
of the project on shipwrecks and 
National Historic Landmarks; e.g., the 
proposed transmission cable route 
travels through the boundary of the 
Crown Point and Fort Ticonderoga 
National Historic Landmarks. The 
project facilities would also be located 
within National Heritage Areas and New 
York State Heritage Areas, including the 
Mohawk Valley Heritage Corridor and 
the RiverSpark (Hudson-Mohawk) 
Heritage Area. 

5. Impacts on human health and 
safety: The EIS will consider the nature 
and effects of electric and magnetic 
fields that may be generated by the 
construction and operation of the 
project. 

6. Impacts on air quality: The EIS will 
consider the effects of the construction 
and operation of the project on air 

quality, including the emission and 
effects of greenhouse gases such as 
carbon dioxide. 

7. Impacts on soil: The EIS will 
consider the effects of the construction 
and operation of the project on the loss 
or disturbance of soils. 

8. Impacts on water quality: The EIS 
will consider the effects of the 
installation and operation of the 
transmission cables on water quality 
due to potential re-suspension of 
sediments and contaminants, including 
PCBs in the Hudson River. 

9. Impacts to land use: The EIS will 
consider the effects of the installation 
and operation of the project on land 
uses, including agricultural lands, 
parks, and public lands. 

10. Visual impacts: The EIS will 
consider the effects of the installation 
and operation of the project on visual 
resources of any above-ground 
components of the project, including 
near the locations of the two converter 
stations. 

11. Noise impacts: The EIS will 
consider the effects of the installation 
and operation of the project on noise 
levels near the locations of the two DC- 
to-AC converter stations. 

12. Socioeconomic impacts: This EIS 
will consider impacts on community 
services. 

13. Environmental justice: The EIS 
will include consideration of any 
disproportionately high and adverse 
impacts on minority and low-income 
populations. 

This list is not intended to be all 
inclusive or to imply any 
predetermination of impacts. DOE 
invites interested parties to suggest 
specific issues within these general 
categories, or other issues not included 
above, to be considered in the EIS. 

Scoping Process 
Interested parties are invited to 

participate in the scoping process, both 
to help define the environmental issues 
to be analyzed and to identify the range 
of reasonable alternatives. Both oral and 
written comments will be considered 
and given equal weight by DOE, 
regardless of how submitted. Public 
scoping meetings will be held at the 
locations, dates, and times as indicated 
below: 

1. Bridgeport, CT: Bridgeport City 
Hall, 45 Lyon Terrace, Bridgeport, CT 
06604; 7–9 p.m., Thursday, July 8, 2010. 

2. New York City, NY: U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 290 
Broadway, Room 27A (27th floor, 
conference room A), New York, NY 
10007; 2–4 p.m., Friday, July 9, 2010. It 
is important to note that this is a secure 
building: all carried items, e.g., 
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handbags and backpacks, will be X- 
rayed and visitors will pass through a 
metal detector. 

3. Yonkers, NY: Royal Regency Hotel, 
165 Tuckahoe Road, Yonkers, NY 
10710; 7–9 p.m., Monday, July 12, 2010. 

4. Kingston, NY: Holiday Inn Kingston 
NY, 503 Washington Avenue, Kingston, 
NY 12401; 7–9 p.m., Tuesday, July 13, 
2010. 

5. Albany, NY: The Holiday Inn 
Albany at Wolf Road, 205 Wolf Road, 
Albany, NY 12205; 7–9 p.m., 
Wednesday, July 14, 2010. 

6. Glens Falls, NY: Ramada Glens 
Falls/Lake George Area, 1 Abby Lane 
(exit 19 off I–87), Queensbury, NY 
12804; 7–9 p.m., Thursday, July 15, 
2010. 

7. Plattsburgh, NY: Plattsburgh North 
Country Chamber of Commerce, 7061 
State Route 9, Plattsburgh, NY 12901; 
7–9 p.m., Friday, July 16, 2010. 

The scoping meetings will be 
structured in two parts: First, an 
informal discussion ‘‘workshop’’ period 
that will not be recorded; and, second, 
the formal taking of comments with 
transcription by a court stenographer. 
The meetings will provide interested 
parties the opportunity to view 
proposed project exhibits, ask questions, 
and make comments. Applicant, DOE, 
and any cooperating agency 
representatives will be available to 
answer questions and provide 
additional information to attendees to 
the extent that additional information is 
available at this early stage of the 
proceedings. 

Persons submitting comments during 
the scoping process, whether orally or 
in writing, will receive either paper or 
electronic copies of the Draft EIS, 
according to their preference. Persons 
who do not wish to submit comments or 
suggestions at this time but who would 
like to receive a copy of the document 
for review and comment when it is 
issued should notify Dr. Jerry Pell as 
provided above, with their paper-or- 
electronic preference. 

EIS Preparation and Schedule 
In preparing the Draft EIS, DOE will 

consider comments received during the 
scoping period. As noted above, 
comments can be submitted by various 
means, and will be given the same 
consideration. They can be submitted to 
Dr. Jerry Pell either electronically or by 
paper copy; if the latter, consider using 
a delivery service because materials 
submitted by regular mail are subject to 
security screening, which both causes 
extended delay and potential damage to 
the contents. (Warped and unusable CD 
or DVD discs are common.) 
Additionally, comments can be 

submitted through the project Web site 
established for preparation of the EIS, at 
http://CHPExpressEIS.org. This site will 
also serve as a repository for all public 
documents and the central location for 
announcements. Individuals may 
subscribe to the ‘‘mail list’’ feature on the 
project Web site in order to receive 
future announcements and news 
releases. 

DOE will summarize all comments 
received in a ‘‘Scoping Report’’ that will 
be available on the project Web site and 
distributed either electronically to all 
parties of record for whom we have an 
e-mail address, or by mailing paper 
copies upon request. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 14, 
2010. 
Patricia A. Hoffman, 
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Office 
of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability. 
[FR Doc. 2010–14760 Filed 6–17–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6450–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

International Energy Agency Meetings 

AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Notice of Meetings. 

SUMMARY: The Industry Advisory Board 
(IAB) to the International Energy 
Agency (IEA) will meet on June 29, 
2010, at the headquarters of the IEA in 
Paris, France, in connection with a joint 
meeting of the IEA’s Standing Group on 
Emergency Questions (SEQ) and the 
IEA’s Standing Group on the Oil Market 
(SOM) on June 29; and on June 30 in 
connection with a joint SEQ/SOM 
Workshop on the Release of Industry 
Stocks on June 30 and a meeting of the 
SEQ on June 30 and continuing on July 
1. 
DATES: June 29–July 1, 2010. 
ADDRESSES: 9, rue de la Fédération, 
Paris, France. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Diana D. Clark, Assistant General for 
International and National Security 
Programs, Department of Energy, 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20585, 202–586–3417. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with section 252(c)(1)(A)(i) 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act (42 U.S.C. 6272(c)(1)(A)(i)) (EPCA), 
the following notice of meeting is 
provided: 

Meetings of the Industry Advisory 
Board (IAB) to the International Energy 
Agency (IEA) will be held at the 
headquarters of the IEA, 9, rue de la 
Fédération, Paris, France, on June 29, 
2010, beginning at 9:30 a.m. and 

continuing on June 30 at 8:30 a.m.; and 
on June 30, commencing at 2:30 p.m. 
and continuing on July 1, 2010, at 9:30 
a.m. The purpose of this notice is to 
permit attendance by representatives of 
U.S. company members of the IAB at a 
joint meeting of the IEA’s Standing 
Group on Emergency Questions (SEQ) 
and the IEA’s Standing Group on the Oil 
Market (SOM) on June 29, which is 
scheduled to be held at the headquarters 
of the IEA commencing at 9:30 a.m., and 
a joint SEQ/SOM Workshop on the 
Release of Industry Stocks, which is 
scheduled to be held at the same 
location beginning at 9 a.m. on June 30. 
The IAB will also hold a preparatory 
meeting among company 
representatives at the same location at 
8:30 a.m. on June 30. The agenda for 
this preparatory meeting is to discuss 
the SEQ/SOM meeting and to review the 
agendas of the SEQ/SOM workshop and 
the 130th SEQ meeting, to be held on 
June 30–July 1. 

The agenda of the joint SEQ/SOM 
meeting on June 29 is under the control 
of the SEQ and the SOM. It is expected 
that the SEQ and the SOM will adopt 
the following agenda: 
1. Adoption of the Agenda. 
2. Approval of the Summary Record of 

the March 2010 Joint Meeting. 
3. The 2011–2012 Program of Work for 

the SOM and SEQ. 
—Priority Setting Exercise. 
—Governing Board Brainstorming. 

4. The Medium-Term Oil Market Report. 
5. Report on the International Energy 

Forum. 
6. Update on the Medium-Term Gas 

Market Report. 
7. Other Business. 

The agenda of the SEQ/SOM 
workshop on June 30 is under the 
control of the SEQ and the SOM. It is 
expected that the SEQ and the SOM will 
adopt the following agenda: 
1. Introduction by the IEA Secretariat. 
2. Introduction by the Chairman. 
3. Session 1—Industry Stockholding 

Obligation. 
—How do we assure the availability 

of such stocks in a crisis? How are 
industry emergency stocks related 
to minimum operating 
requirements? 

4. Session 2—The Government 
Measures to Make Industry 
Obligatory Stockholding Available 
to the Market. 

—What other measures are available 
besides lowering the obligation for 
industry to hold stocks? Does the 
lowering of the obligation need to 
be more focused than just a uniform 
reduction across all companies, for 
all fuels? What is the minimum 
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APPENDIX B 

NEWSPAPER ADVERTISEMENTS AND AFFIDAVITS 
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Appendix B 

DOE placed advertisements in 32 local and regional newspapers along the proposed project corridor 
to invite the public to local scoping meetings, and to announce their times and locations (Table B-1). 
This appendix includes copies of newspaper tear sheets and affidavits. 

Table B-1. Newspapers and Publication Dates for Advertisements 

Newspaper  Publication Date 

New Haven Register  June 28, 2010 

Connecticut Post  June 28, 2010 

AM New York  June 29, 2010 

Daily News – Bronx/Westchester Edition, Brooklyn/Staten 
Island Edition, Manhattan/New Jersey Edition, and 
Queens/Long Island Edition 

June 29, 2010 

New York Post  June 29, 2010 

La Voz Hispana de Connecticut  July 1, 2010 

Kingston Times, New Paltz Times, Saugerties Times, and 
Woodstock Times 

July 1, 2010 

The Journal News  July 2, 2010 

Times Herald‐Record  July 2, 2010 

Yonkers Rising, Eastchester Rising, Harrison Rising, Mount 
Vernon  Rising, North Castle Rising, Pelham Rising, Rye Rising, 
Soundview Rising, and Westchester Rising 

July 2, 2010 

July 9, 2010 (Yonkers Rising only) 

The Daily Freeman  July 2, 2010 

Albany Times Union  July 2, 2010 

The Daily Gazette  July 2, 2010 

The Post‐Star  July 6, 2010 

The Saratogian  July 6, 2010 

The Press Republican  July 6, 2010 

Lake Champlain Weekly  July 7, 2010 

The Chronicle  July 8, 2010 

 

   



B‐2 
 

The notice below was published on page B3 of the New Haven Register on June 28, 2010. 

 



B‐3 
 

 

  



B‐4 
 

The notice below was published on page A4 of the Connecticut Post on June 28, 2010. 

 



B‐5 
 

 



B‐6 
 

The notice below was published on page 13 of the AM New York on June 29, 2010. 

 

 



B‐7 
 

The notice below was published in the Daily News - Bronx/Westchester Edition, Daily News – 
Brooklyn/Staten Island Edition, Daily News – Manhattan/New Jersey Edition, and Daily News – 

Queens/Long Island Edition on June 29, 2010. 

 

  



B‐8 
 

The notice below was published on page 14 of the New York Post on June 29, 2010. 

 



B‐9 
 

 
  



B‐10 
 

The notice below was published on page 30 of the La Voz Hispana de Connecticut on July 1, 2010. 

 



B‐11 
 

 
  



B‐12 
 

The notice below was published in the Kingston Times, New Paltz Times, Saugerties Times, and 

Woodstock Times on July 1, 2010. 

 



B‐13 
 

 
  



B‐14 
 

The notice below was published on page 2A of The Journal News on July 2, 2010. 

 



B‐15 
 

 
 
  



B‐16 
 

The notice below was published on page 23 and page 22 D of the Times Herald‐Record on July 2, 2010. 

 



B‐17 
 

 
 
  



B‐18 
 

The notice below was published in the Yonkers Rising, Eastchester Rising, Harrison Rising, Mount 
Vernon Rising, North Castle Rising, Pelham Rising, Rye Rising, Soundview Rising, and Westchester 
Rising on July 2, 2010.  The notice ran again in the Yonkers Rising on July 9, 2010. 

 
 
  



B‐19 
 

The notice below was published on page B5 of the The Daily Freeman on July 2, 2010. 

 



B‐20 
 

 
  



B‐21 
 

The notice below was published on page A4 of the Albany Times Union on July 2, 2010. 

 



B‐22 
 

 
  



B‐23 
 

The notice below was published on page B3 of The Daily Gazette on July 2, 2010. 
 

 



B‐24 
 

 
  



B‐25 
 

The notice below was published on page A5 of The Post‐Star on July 6, 2010. 

 



B‐26 
 

 
 
  



B‐27 
 

The notice below was published on in The Saratogian on July 6, 2010. 

 
  



B‐28 
 

The notice below was published on page B5 of The Press Republican on July 6, 2010. 

 



B‐29 
 

 
  



B‐30 
 

The notice below was published on page 21 of Lake Champlain Weekly on July 7, 2010. 
 

 



B‐31 
 

 
  



B‐32 
 

The notice below was published on page 6 of The Chronicle on July 8, 2010. 

 



B‐33 
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��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������FOR�IMMEDIATE�RELEASE�
��������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������������Wednesday,�June�30,�2010�
�

DOE�Environmental�Impact�Statement�Public�Scoping�Meeting��
on�Champlain�Hudson�Power�Express�Transmission�Line�Project�

�
Washington,�D.C.���The�Department�of�Energy�(DOE)�is�hosting�seven�meetings�for�public�participation�as�part�
of�its�Environmental�Impact�Statement�(EIS)�preparation�process�pursuant�to�the�National�Environmental�
Policy�Act�(NEPA)�to�assess�the�potential�environmental�impacts�from�its�proposed�action�of�granting�a�
Presidential�permit�to�Champlain�Hudson�Power�Express,�Inc.,�to�construct,�operate,�maintain,�and�connect�a�
new�electric�transmission�line�across�the�U.S.�Canada�border�in�northeastern�New�York.��
�
The�meetings�will�enable�the�public�to�provide�comments�for�consideration�in�establishing�the�scope�of�the�EIS�
including�consideration�of�potential�alternatives�and�impacts.��DOE�invites�interested�agencies,�organizations,�
Native�American�tribes,�and�members�of�the�public�to�submit�comments�to�assist�in�identifying�significant�
environmental�issues.���
�
Champlain�Hudson�is�proposing�to�install�and�operate�two�1,000�megawatt�(MW)�High�Voltage�Direct�Current�
(HVDC)�bipole�submarine�transmission�cables�extending�from�Quebec,�Canada,�to�New�York�City�and�
southwestern�Connecticut,�for�an�overall�length�of�about�385�miles.��The�transmission�cables�will�be�installed�
in�waterways�including�Lake�Champlain,�the�Champlain�Canal�system,�the�Hudson�River,�and�Long�Island�
Sound.��Short�sections�of�the�cables�may�be�buried�within�portions�of�existing�railroad�rights�of�way.��Also,�two�
substations�are�proposed�for�construction�in�Yonkers,�NY,�and�Bridgeport,�CT.�
�
The�two�part�meetings�include�an�informal�discussion�“workshop”�period,�followed�by�formal�comment�
session�with�transcription�by�a�court�stenographer.��Although�the�proceedings�are�at�an�early�stage,�DOE,�
Champlain�Hudson,�and�any�cooperating�agency�representatives�will�be�available�to�answer�questions�and�
provide�additional�current�information.�
�
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Further information on this project and the Presidential permit process is on the project EIS website at 
http://CHPExpressEIS.org , including the Federal Register Notice describing the project and all of the scoping 
meetings, or by contacting Dr. Jerry Pell at (202) 586‐3362 or by e‐mail at jerry.pell@hq.doe.gov.  
 
The following is a list of meetings and locations. 
 

Champlain Hudson Scoping Meeting Locations 
Location Street Address Date and Time 

Bridgeport, 
Connecticut 

Bridgeport City Hall 
45 Lyon Terrace 
Bridgeport, CT 06604 

Thursday, July 8, 2010 
7:00 – 9:00 pm, 

New York,  
New York 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency* 
290 Broadway, Room 27A  
(27th floor, conference room A) 
New York, NY 10007 
 
Note: * This is a secure building: all carried 
items, e.g., handbags and backpacks, will be 
X-rayed and visitors will pass through a metal 
detector. 

Friday, July 9, 2010 
2:00 – 4:00 pm 

Yonkers,  
New York 

Royal Regency Hotel 
165 Tuckahoe Road 
Yonkers, NY 10710 

Monday, July 12, 2010 
7:00– 9:00 pm 

Kingston,  
New York 

Holiday Inn Kingston, NY  
503 Washington Avenue 
Kingston, NY 12401 

Tuesday, July 13, 2010 
7:00 – 9:00 pm 

Albany,  
New York: 

The Holiday Inn Albany at Wolf Road 
205 Wolf Road 
Albany, NY12205 

Wednesday, July 14, 2010 
7:00 – 9:00 pm 

Glens Falls,  
New York 

Ramada Glens Falls/Lake George Area 
1 Abby Lane (exit 19 off I- 87) 
Queensbury, NY 12804 

Thursday, July 15, 2010 
7:00 – 9:00 pm 

Plattsburgh, 
New York 

Plattsburgh North Country Chamber of 
Commerce 
7061 State Route 9 
Plattsburgh, NY 12901 

Friday, July 16, 2010 
7:00 – 9:00 pm 

 

‐DOE‐ 
 

For further information please contact: 
Dr. Jerry Pell at (202) 586‐3362  
jerry.pell@hq.doe.gov.  
 
 



TDI ‐ TV

New York, Albany, New Jersey, Vermont

Date Sent Organization Organization Type County City State

1‐Jul WEDW‐TV Television Station Bridgeport New Haven CT

1‐Jul WTNH‐TV Television Station New Haven New Haven CT

1‐Jul WVIT‐TV Television Station New Britain West Hartford CT

1‐Jul WICC‐AM AM Radio Station Bridgeport Bridgeport CT

1‐Jul WPKN‐FM FM Radio Station Bridgeport Bridgeport CT

1‐Jul CT Post Newspaper Bridgeport Bridgeport  CT

1‐Jul NH Register Newspaper New Haven New Haven CT

2‐Jul WABC‐TV Television Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WABC‐TV Television Station Westchester White Plains NY

2‐Jul WCBS‐TV Television Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WNBC‐TV Television Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WNYW‐TV Television Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WCBS‐AM AM Radio Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WCBS‐FM FM Radio Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WABC‐AM AM Radio Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WINS‐AM AM Radio Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WLTW‐FM FM Radio Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul WRKS‐FM FM Radio Station New York New York NY

2‐Jul am New York Daily Newspaper New York New York NY

2‐Jul

The Brooklyn Daily Eagle 

& Daily Bulletin Daily Newspaper Kings Brooklyn NY

2‐Jul Daily Challenge Daily Newspaper Kings Brooklyn NY

2‐Jul Daily News Daily Newspaper New York New York NY

2‐Jul Financial Times Daily Newspaper New York New York NY

2‐Jul Financial Times Daily Newspaper Harris Bellaire TX

2‐Jul Gannett Newspapers Daily Newspaper Publisher Westchester White Plains NY

2‐Jul Gannett Newspapers Daily Newspaper Publisher Putnam Carmel NY

2‐Jul

The Journal News ‐ 

Rockland Edition Daily Newspaper Rockland West Nyack NY

2‐Jul Metro New York Daily Newspaper New York New York NY

2‐Jul Metro New York Daily Newspaper Philadelphia Philadelphia PA

2‐Jul National Herald Daily Newspaper Queens Long Island City NY

2‐Jul New York Post Daily Newspaper New York New York NY

2‐Jul The New York Times Daily Newspaper New York New York NY

2‐Jul The New York Times Daily Newspaper Kings Brooklyn NY

2‐Jul The Wall Street Journal Daily Newspaper New York New York NY

6‐Jul WBNR‐AM AM Radio Station Dutchess Beacon NY

6‐Jul WAMC FM Radio Station Albany Albany  NY

6‐Jul Daily Freeman Daily Newspaper Ulster Kingston NY

6‐Jul The Daily Mail Daily Newspaper Greene Catskill NY

6‐Jul Poughkeepsie Journal Daily Newspaper Dutchess Poughkeepsie NY

6‐Jul Times Herald‐Record Daily Newspaper Orange Middletown NY

Bridgeport, CT

New York & Yonkers, NY

Kingston, NY
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TDI ‐ TV

New York, Albany, New Jersey, Vermont

Date Sent Organization Organization Type County City State

7‐Jul Capital News 9 Regional Cable Network Albany Albany NY

7‐Jul WNYT‐TV Television Station Albany Albany NY

7‐Jul WRGB‐TV Television Station Schenectady Schenectady NY

7‐Jul WXXA‐TV Television Station Albany Albany NY

7‐Jul WTEN‐TV Television Station Albany Albany NY

7‐Jul WGY‐AM AM Radio Station Albany Latham NY

7‐Jul Talk 1300 am AM Radio Station Albany Albany  NY

7‐Jul The Saratogian Daily Newspaper Saratoga Saratoga Springs NY

7‐Jul Times Union Daily Newspaper Albany Albany NY

7‐Jul The Record Daily Newspaper Rensselaer Troy NY

7‐Jul The Daily Gazette Daily Newspaper Schenectady Schenectady NY

8‐Jul Register Star Daily Newspaper Columbia Hudson NY

8‐Jul The Post‐Star Daily Newspaper Warren Glens Falls NY

9‐Jul WCAX‐TV Television Station Chittenden South Burlington VT

9‐Jul WFFF‐TV Television Station Chittenden Colchester VT

9‐Jul WPTZ‐TV Television Station Clinton Plattsburgh NY

9‐Jul WVNY‐TV Television Station Chittenden Colchester VT

9‐Jul Press‐Republican Daily Newspaper Clinton Plattsburgh NY

Albany & Glens Falls, NY

Plattsburg, NY
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1                 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

2               CHAMPLAIN HUDSON POWER EXPRESS 

3               ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

4  

5  

6  

7                  PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

8  

9  

10               DATE:  JULY 8, 2010 

11               TIME:  7:00 P.M. 

12               HELD:  BRIDGEPORT CITY HALL 

13               45 LYON TERRACE 

14               BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT 

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  
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1 APPEARANCES: 

2 Jerry Pell, Ph.D., CCM 

3 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

4 Office of Electricity Delivery 

5 and Energy Reliability 

6 1000 Independence Avenue, SW 

7 Washington, DC  20585 

8  

9 Donald Jessome, President 

10 TRANSMISSION DEVELOPERS INC. 

11 200 Bay Street, Suite 3230 

12 Toronto, Ontario 

13 Canada M5J2J4 

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22
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1               DR. PELL:  Good evening. 

2               Those of you that are here, I want you to 

3 know that we appreciate your taking the trouble to come 

4 out this evening, on a warm evening like this; I'm 

5 afraid it's not much cooler in here.  I want to thank 

6 you for joining us this evening. 

7               Just to get the proceedings going, I'm 

8 Jerry Pell with the Department of Energy in Washington. 

9 I'm an environmental scientist.  I've been with DOE for 

10 34 years.  I’m originally from Montreal, and I know the 

11 northeastern Adirondack north corridor extremely well, 

12 having driven it a great many times. 

13               We're here, of course, to discuss the 

14 Champlain Hudson project.  And the reason the 

15 Department of Energy is involved is because the project 

16 proposes to cross the border from Canada into the 

17 United States, and that results in the requirement for 

18 a Department of Energy {residential permit for the 

19 border crossing into the United States. 

20               The theory is that if we do not issue the 

21 permit and do not allow the connection to energy 

22 sources in Canada, that the line would not be built so
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1 as a result the issuance of a permit is considered a 

2 major Federal action under the National Environmental 

3 Policy Act, or NEPA, as it's well known.  So we are 

4 doing an Environmental Impact Statement on the 

5 potential environmental impacts from the entire project. 

6               This is not the only, but a major portion 

7 of, the process that goes into the decision making as to 

8 whether to issue a permit.  The other things that we 

9 look at outside of the environmental area are things 

10 like the reliability of the electric power grid. 

11          We also needed concurrences from the State 

12 Department and the Department of Defense; they get a 

13 chance to review the project as well.  So it's a fairly 

14 complex process of which the environment analysis is 

15 important but not the only element. 

16               It's a pleasure to introduce Don Jessome 

17 on my right.  Don is Mr. Champlain Hudson, he's the 

18 head of the Transmission Developers Inc., company, 

19 comes here today from Toronto, and Don will tell you a 

20 little bit about the project and we will then get into the 

21 DOE aspect. 

22               MR. JESSOME:  Thank you, Dr. Pell.
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1               Again, I'd just like to thank everyone for 

2 coming out this evening.  It's a pleasure to be here 

3 tonight.  I want to talk a little bit about 

4 Transmission Developers Inc., and the Champlain Hudson 

5 Power Express project. 

6               First off, the Champlain Hudson Power 

7 Express project made an announcement on July 6, 

8 Tuesday, that we will no longer be developing the 

9 Connecticut portion of the project, which is one of the 

10 1,000-megawatt projects, comes down to New York, comes 

11 down into Connecticut. 

12               On Tuesday we announced that we are no 

13 longer developing the Connecticut portion of the 

14 project, so the description tonight will be just for the 

15 New York component of the project. 

16               So Transmission Developers Inc. is a 

17 company based out of Toronto with a mandate to develop 

18 each piece of the transmission projects to highly tested 

19 markets and using best available HVDC technology.  And 

20 the reason we chose the HVDC technology is because of 

21 the fact we can bury the cables, which is incredibly 

22 important as part of our development strategy.
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1               So the Champlain Hudson Power Express 

2 project is the 1,000-megawatt project that starts at 

3 the Canada/U.S. border, our component of it.  It's 

4 buried in the Richelieu River into Lake Champlain, so 

5 it's two cables, five inches in diameter, that come 

6 down the Richelieu River into Lake Champlain into the 

7 Hudson River.  They come out at Glens Falls, just north 

8 of the capital district in New York.  They go along 

9 railway tracks, all buried, and then back into the 

10 Hudson River, where they terminate at a converter 

11 station in Yonkers, and then into New York City. 

12               Transmission Developers Inc. is 

13 pleased to be here tonight to talk about the project. 

14 And, with that, I will pass it back to Dr. Pell, and 

15 I'll be at the back the room to answer questions that 

16 people may have. 

17               DR. PELL:  Thank you very much, Don. 

18               The environmental impact assessment process 

19 is in a very early phase where we try to determine what’s 

20 the appropriate scope, which is the technical term we 

21 use to describe the range of impacts we should be 

22 looking at.
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1               We're pretty experienced with transmission 

2 lines, so we know roughly what we should be looking at, 

3 but you never know when we might miss something. 

4               I remember a project in Alaska, which I 

5 was once familiar with, and we did a meeting like this, 

6 and one of the impacts that we had not anticipated and 

7 would never have known about if it weren't for the 

8 audience, that this was going to be a coal powered 

9 project, going to be discharging warm water into a 

10 river. 

11               And the neighbors were concerned that the 

12 river, when it freezes in the winter, it's a major 

13 transportation corridor because they can go right 

14 across the river, and that hot water could really 

15 change that transportation route.  And we in Washington 

16 would not have thought of that. 

17               So that's why the meeting is here, because 

18 people that live along the route, people that 

19 potentially could be affected, are in the best possible 

20 position to tell us what they think we should look at. 

21               Now, of course it doesn't end tonight 

22 because when we do determine the environmental effects
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1 we look at the issues, draft a report, which will be 

2 widely available.  And then we will have what are 

3 called public hearings, probably in the same locations, 

4 where actually we'll have a document to review, so that 

5 you'll be able to talk specifically about what's good 

6 and bad in the actual draft document, and the final is 

7 supposed to capture everything we miss in the draft. 

8 So there's plenty of public input. 

9               We do have a project website, we have two 

10 actually, the company has one, but DOE has it's own, 

11 that's CHPExpressEIS.org, which I encourage you to look 

12 at because everything we do in the impact assessment 

13 process is public. 

14               We will be posting all the documents on 

15 that website, and transcripts of this and all the other 

16 meetings will be on the website.  Anyone who makes a 

17 comment, their statement will be on the website. 

18 Anybody who submits any written material for our 

19 consideration, that will be on the website.  So it's a 

20 totally transparent open public awareness process, and we 

21 encourage you to look at the website when you get a 

22 chance.
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1                 And you can subscribe to the website, you 

2   can e-mail your address so that as something new comes 

3   up, you'll get a message saying, hey, guess what, we 

4   just posted such and such. 

5                 There are seven of these meetings, of 

6   which this is the first; we'll be snaking our way up to 

7   Plattsburgh, New York.  And then there will be the 

8   scoping report, which will describe what we heard at 

9   these seven meetings, and that will be on the website 

10   as well. 

11            By the way, while we're at it, I want to thank 

12   our contractor, HDR, Incorporated, for handling all of 

13   the logistics and the registration desks and what have 

14   you and reservations and all the other aspects that go 

15   into making meetings like this possible.  I don't want 

16   that to go unacknowledged. 

17            Is there anybody in the audience that's an 

18   elected official? 

19            Anybody from a government agency that would 

20   like to speak? 

21            How about from an organization such as an 

22   environmental organization or a trade association,
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1   trade group? 

2            Nobody has indicated on the sign-in sheet that 

3   they would like to speak, but you still are 

4   certainly welcome to do so.  If any of you would like 

5   to make a statement for the record, please just show 

6   your hand and come on up front and we'll be glad to 

7   listen to you. 

8                 Okay.  Well, what we're going to do, we're 

9   going to stop the formal transcription of the meeting 

10   now, and I asked our stenographer, Lori Miller, to stay 

11   and the company  to stay. 

12                 We're going to be here at least until a 

13   little bit later in the evening, so if you decide you 

14   want to make a statement on the record, we can open up 

15   the record again, and we will all be here if you want 

16   to talk to us personally off the record. 

17                 And, again, thank you very much for coming 

18   out tonight.  Really appreciate it. 

19                 It's good to get out of Washington, DC, and 

20   to meet the public that we affect when we do our work. 

21                 (Off the record at 7:46 p.m.) 

22   
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1                     C E R T I F I C A T E 

2    

3    

4    

5    

6                 I, LORI MILLER, a Licensed State Reporter, 

7   duly commissioned and qualified in and for the State of 

8   Connecticut, do hereby certify that the foregoing pages 

9   are a complete and accurate computer-aided 

10   transcription of my stenographic notes in this 

11   proceeding taken July 8, 2010, at Bridgeport City Hall, 

12   Bridgeport, Connecticut. 

13    

14    

15    

16    

17    

18                              ________________________ 

19                                    LORI MILLER 

20                                    LSR No. 409 

21    

22    
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1                  P R O C E E D I N G S 

2        DR. PELL:  Good afternoon.  If I may, I'm going 

3 to transition now to the more formal part of the 

4 meeting this afternoon. I'm Jerry Pell, and I'm with 

5 the Department of Energy in Washington.  By way of 

6 introduction, I'm an environmental scientist, and I've 

7 been with the Department of Energy for 34 years. 

8        I joined the federal government in 1975 just 

9 after the original Arab oil embargo when energy was 

10 very important.  And over the years it's become even 

11 more so every day that passes.  It's been an exciting 

12 tour of duty, and I haven't retired because of having 

13 meetings just like this one. 

14        It's great to be back in the Big Apple.  I used 

15 to live in New Jersey, Exit 9 off the turnpike, as 

16 they say.  I was teaching at Rutgers and was spending 

17 a lot of time here.  And now the real question I'm 

18 asking is, "How do you get to Carnegie Hall"? 

19        AUDIENCE:   Practice, practice, practice.  

20 (laughing) 

21        DR. PELL:  In any event, a little bit of why 

22 we're here.  Transmission Developers, regarding the 
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1 Champlain Hudson Power Express, has applied to the 

2 Department of Energy for a Presidential permit, which 

3 is required because they want to build a transmission 

4 line that crosses the Canada - U.S. border. And they 

5 want to transmit power over the border or build a 

6 transmission line over the border. 

7        There's a governmental requirement for this 

8 permit process.  And because it's a federal permit, it 

9 becomes what's known in environmental circles as a 

10 major federal action, which triggers the National 

11 Environmental Policy Act, or NEPA, spelled N-E-P-A. 

12        And under NEPA you look at the nature of the 

13 project.  And in this particular case, you determine 

14 that the project warrants a full-fledged environment 

15 impact statement, which is the highest level of 

16 analysis available. 

17        And part of the EIS, environmental impact 

18 statement, process is meeting with the public in 

19 meetings just like this one.  At the very beginning of 

20 the process these meetings are held, and what we're 

21 doing is what's referred to as scoping.  Scoping is 

22 jargon that simply means we're just trying to define 
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1 the nature of the problem, and to make sure, as we 

2 conduct our analyses, that we don't miss anything that 

3 we should be looking at. 

4        And the best way to find out is to meet with 

5 the public that's along the potentially-affected 

6 route.  We're holding seven of these meetings on this 

7 proposed project, which is the first time ever that 

8 we've had one in Manhattan actually.  So I'm very glad 

9 to see you here. 

10        I was questioning whether or not we should have 

11 one in Manhattan because I wasn't sure there would be 

12 interest.  I'm glad we did and to see that you've made 

13 it today especially in a very hot week on a Friday 

14 afternoon, when I'm sure a swimming pool would be more 

15 attractive than sitting in here.  So thank you for 

16 coming. 

17        I want to start by first acknowledging my 

18 colleague on my left, John Stamos.  John is with the 

19 Loan Guarantee Program Office of the Department of 

20 Energy.  He is here because of his interest in the 

21 project with regard to the project having submitted a 

22 loan guarantee application. 
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1        That side of the house is completely separate 

2 and independent from my office.  The only overlap at 

3 all is a mutual interest in the environmental impact 

4 study.  So John decided to come down here today and 

5 meet with you also. There are four different kinds of 

6 agencies involved in this EIS, and it's not just the 

7 Department of Energy.  We have four other partners, 

8 one of which is the EPA, which is why we're here.  

9 They are our host today, and I want to thank them for 

10 that. Ms. Knutson is my contact here at EPA Region 2 

11 and has been instrumental in arranging for this 

12 meeting room today.  Thank you. 

13        We also have the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

14 as a cooperating agency.  And we have two offices of 

15 the New York State Government: one is the Department 

16 of Public Conservation, and the other is the Public 

17 Service Commission.  There is a PSC representative 

18 here with us today also; however, the other group was 

19 not able to make this meeting. 

20        We have five agencies involved in reviewing the 

21 impacts from the project, so I can assure you there 

22 will be a very thorough review.  The process that we 
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1 follow once these seven meetings are over is that 

2 we'll put out a scoping report.  That scoping report 

3 is actually optional and we're not required to do it, 

4 but I believe we should do it. 

5        The scoping report describes all the comments 

6 that we've received, and it will be published on the 

7 Website.  And we engage in the actual hard work of 

8 preparing the environmental impact statement itself, 

9 and we are using a contractor for that job. 

10        That contractor is a company by the name of 

11 HDR, which has been my support, and it's been 

12 instrumental in helping with all of the logistics for 

13 these meetings and the people that you met at the 

14 registration desk.  So I want to thank them for all 

15 their hard work in making this possible. 

16        And then we will do the draft EIS and, when it 

17 becomes available, it will be widely publicized.  And 

18 then we will have another series of meetings just like 

19 this one, and at that time you’ll actually be able to 

20 comment on the analysis itself. 

21        After the EIS is final there will be a record 

22 of decision, which is the formal document which 
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1 decides whether or not a Presidential permit should be 

2 issued.  If we decide in favor, then there would also 

3 be the issuance of the Presidential permit. 

4        So it's a fairly lengthy and sometimes complex 

5 process; the criteria for whether or not to grant the 

6 Presidential permit go beyond simply the environmental 

7 impacts.  One of them is power grid reliability, and 

8 we do an analysis outside of the legal process with 

9 regard to how the project would potentially affect the 

10 reliability of the existing electrical grid. 

11        We also include concurrences from the U.S. 

12 State Department and the U.S. Department of Defense.  

13 And we also need to determine in general whether the 

14 project is in the public interest.  So the EIS is 

15 simply part of the input but not the only one in 

16 determining whether or not the project receives a 

17 Presidential permit. 

18        On my right is Don Jessome, who is Mr. TDI.  

19 Don is the head of the company, and this Champlain 

20 Hudson project is his baby.  I asked him to join us 

21 this afternoon to give us a brief description of what 

22 the project is all about.  I know that some of you 



CHPE July 9, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 10

1 have spoken with him and his team already. 

2        That will conclude the formal portion of the 

3 meeting.  I've asked him to linger afterwards so that, 

4 if you want to talk to him again, after the meeting 

5 that can also be done. 

6        So, Don, welcome. 

7        MR. JESSOME:  Thank you, Dr. Pell, for speaking 

8 a little bit about our project.  My name is Don 

9 Jessome, as Dr. Pell mentioned, and I'm the President 

10 and CEO of Transmission Developers, Inc. 

11        Transmission Developers, Inc., is developing 

12 the Champlain Hudson Power Express Project that we've 

13 been talking about here today.  The original concept 

14 for the project was a 2,000-megawatt project of HVDC 

15 cables interconnecting New York City and into 

16 Connecticut with the generation coming from the 

17 Canadian system interconnecting with Quebec. 

18        Transmission Developers, Inc., made a public 

19 announcement on July 6th, Tuesday of this week, that 

20 we are no longer developing the Connecticut portion. 

21        So we're only developing the New York portion 

22 of this project, and so it is now a 1,000-megawatt 
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1 project.  Originally that involved four cables that we 

2 were looking at putting into the system.  Now it's 

3 down to two cables. 

4        I wanted to be clear today that that’s what 

5 we're talking about as far as the Champlain Hudson 

6 Power Express project is concerned. 

7        The concept for the project really was around 

8 the development of the strategy of Transmission 

9 Developers.  The Transmission Developers strategy was 

10 really looking to develop unique transmission projects 

11 in highly congested markets in what we feel would be a 

12 very environmentally-friendly manner. 

13        And so very early on we chose a technology that 

14 we felt met with that strategy.  And the technology 

15 that we chose is called High Voltage direct current 

16 transmission, HVDC.  And the reason that we really 

17 like that particular technology is that you can run 

18 very long distances with cable as opposed to overhead 

19 lines.  And what's very nice about that, of course, is 

20 that you can bury them. 

21        That's why we chose that technology, and we 

22 feel it's a great technology for unique circumstances, 
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1 and certainly this project we think fits into that 

2 strategy. 

3        The other area that we look for when we're 

4 looking to develop a project is to look for where 

5 we're interconnecting from a supply side.   And 

6 certainly when we looked at the requirements of New 

7 York State or renewable energy or green energy, we 

8 looked north to some of the developments in Canada and 

9 certainly in some of the higher wind fronts. We felt 

10 that that was a very good fit for this type of a 

11 project. 

12        And then ultimately, you know, at the end of 

13 the day you have to pay for the project.  So we have 

14 to make sure there are customers who are willing to 

15 sign up for this transmission. 

16        And when we looked at the very, very congested 

17 marketplace of New York City, we felt that was a very 

18 strong and compelling reason commercially for a 

19 project like this. So that's why we are here today.  

20 We have been working on this project for about two 

21 years. 

22        We made our submission for the Article 7, which 
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1 is the largest state agency in the Public Service 

2 Commission, and filed that back in March and will be 

3 making a supplement to that in July. 

4        It's a very public process with a tremendous 

5 amount of information about our project available to 

6 the public.  We've developed a Website that we 

7 encourage concerned people to sign up for and to also 

8 periodically look at.  We put a lot of videos up 

9 there, and there's been a lot of work that's been done 

10 from an environmental perspective in terms of bottom 

11 sampling, side scan sonar and other information that's 

12 available on our projects and technology. 

13        So we really believe in providing as much 

14 information as available in real-time to the public as 

15 we can.  These meetings are very important to us.  We, 

16 TDI, already had five other public meetings, and all 

17 next week I think we'll be in the same cities as the 

18 meetings also. 

19        So it's very helpful for us to come to these 

20 types of meetings because it brings up issues we don't 

21 think about.  And that's why we come to public 

22 meetings because we believe in getting all the 
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1 information we can get from the people who live in the 

2 communities and getting the services we can provide.  

3 So I appreciate all the people coming and your 

4 comments. 

5        DR. PELL:  Thank you very much, Don. As I said, 

6 Don will stay here after the formal portion is through 

7 so you can chat with him if you would like. 

8        Are there any elected officials that would like 

9 to be acknowledged or will be making comments who are 

10 with us this afternoon? 

11        Are there any government officials -- federal, 

12 state, or local officials -- who would like to be 

13 acknowledged or will be making comments? 

14        (No response) Okay.  What we'll do then is we 

15 have had three people who signed up to speak, and I'll 

16 take them in the order in which they signed up.  Then 

17 anyone who wants to speak can do so; just put your 

18 hand up, and you're welcome to speak. I should also 

19 mention that you're welcome to submit written comments 

20 through August 2nd.  They can be submitted to me 

21 directly or through our project Website.  It doesn't 

22 matter how they come to us: either in person today or 
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1 in writing or by e-mail or by carrier pigeon. 

2        They are all going to be treated with the same 

3 respect and with the same regard. How they're 

4 communicated with us is not important; what is 

5 important is that you do communicate. 

6        The first person who asked to speak is Rose Van 

7 Guilder. 

8        MS. VAN GUILDER:  May I have a few moments 

9 first before I speak to look this over further? 

10        DR. PELL:  Absolutely.  But I'm afraid, Rose, 

11 that if I do that, you're going to become too 

12 knowledgeable, and we won't have enough time. 

13        (Laughing). 

14        DR. PELL:  We'll move on to Mr. Frank Eadie.  I 

15 hope I pronounced your name correctly. 

16        (Discussion about different microphones).   

17        MR. EADIE:  Okay.  My name is Frank Eadie, and 

18 I've been living in Manhattan for 30-odd years.  I'm 

19 speaking from the basis of a lot of experience with 

20 this kind of issue. 

21        Going back to 1988, I think it was, when New 

22 York State was making a very serious proposal; rather, 



CHPE July 9, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 16

1 it had a very serious proposal made to it to purchase 

2 Canadian power.  Surprisingly, or perhaps not, it was 

3 from hydro dams that would be built in what's called 

4 James Bay. 

5        You may remember James Bay, for those of you 

6 who studied geography, as the heart of Hudson Bay that 

7 sticks down.  It's narrow is how it looks on the map. 

8        Anyway, they were going to flood, Hydro-Québec 

9 was going to flood several hundred thousand acres.  

10 And we need to understand what we're talking about, 

11 folks. We're talking about cables to bring power and 

12 light to New York City. 

13        Now, the place that this is going to come from 

14 is a good thousand miles from Montreal.  It's not a 

15 385-mile cable that we're talking about here.  We are 

16 talking about maybe fifteen hundred miles of cable to 

17 get the power from the source to New York City. 

18        And it's called cheap power, and it will be 

19 cheap because Hydro-Québec is a good source of cheap 

20 power.  They have lots of externalities that are never 

21 priced into Hydro-Québec's power; like, for example, 

22 what it does to the people of Québec when they build 
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1 their projects. 

2        For example, the one that we were looking at 

3 there would have flooded most of the homeland of two 

4 or three Canadian Indian tribes.  Okay.  Just flooded 

5 them, and this is typical.  This is what will happen 

6 one thousand miles from Montreal.  It's a thousand 

7 miles probably in part because the Hydro-Québec cannot 

8 go anywhere closer because those Indians already know 

9 what Hydro-Québec does to the land where they build 

10 their projects and to the people who have moved and 

11 who lose their way of life. 

12        It's also probably because it's harder for the 

13 people one thousand miles from Montreal to protest to 

14 their people in Montreal and here, to describe what it 

15 is that's going to be happening to them. 

16        It's also the land.  Hydro-Québec has dozens of 

17 reservoirs all along the St. Lawrence River along 

18 Québec and the surrounding regions to the north and 

19 east of Montreal.  These are tremendously disruptive. 

20 Now, one of the things that I want to see in the scope 

21 is an analysis of whether or not the projects that are 

22 going to provide the power are in fact green projects.  
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1 Okay. 

2        I know it's not necessarily in the scope as of 

3 now, but if the justification for building this 

4 project is that it's green power delivered cheaply, 

5 then it needs to be green power.  And we expect the 

6 government to take that into account even if it's not 

7 in the law.  Okay. There are a lot of other questions 

8 that need to be asked and answered in a different way.  

9 First off, what is the justification for building this 

10 project at all?  That's the critical question, and 

11 there doesn't seem to be any very good answer to that 

12 question. 

13        This, again, 22 years ago that's the exact same 

14 question that was asked: What was the justification?  

15 Well, cheap power and there's a growing population 

16 that's going to need electricity.  Well, that project 

17 was never built.  Okay.  I don't remember any point in 

18 the last 22 years where New York City ran out of power 

19 except when the grid went down in Ohio, and everything 

20 was cut off. 

21        But that was not a problem with the amount of 

22 electricity in New York City; it was about a grid 
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1 problem, which basically has been the cause of any 

2 problems before and since.  It's never been a problem 

3 with the amount of power that's being delivered; 

4 there's always been enough power in New York City to 

5 do it's business no matter how hot it's gotten. 

6        We just finished the fourth hottest June on 

7 record going back 170 years or so. In June there 

8 wasn't a single blackout, you know.  There's plenty of 

9 power available to us; there's no shortage.  There 

10 hasn't been and there isn't anybody knowledgeable on 

11 the topic that says there is. 

12        The only possible justification is that it's 

13 green power and not polluting. Okay.  But is it not 

14 polluting?  Okay.  We have to -- the EIS has to answer 

15 that question.  Okay. 

16        The other is that it's going to be cheaper.  

17 Well, maybe it will be cheaper or maybe it won't be 

18 cheaper.  Generally, when there's a lot of power 

19 available, that may be the case.  But there is lots of 

20 power available, and in fact there's a lot of power 

21 that's available that isn't used most of the time.  

22 There are power developers whose power is not used, 
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1 and it's simply wasted. 

2        If you have a thousand miles to fifteen hundred 

3 miles of transmission cables producing nothing but 

4 heat, you know, they have to get that current from 

5 fifteen hundred miles away to here, so that means 30 

6 or 40 percent loss.  So that's loss for producing heat 

7 that warms the atmosphere and does nothing else.  So 

8 that needs to be looked at in terms of costs. 

9        Thank you very much. 

10        DR. PELL:  Thank you, Mr. Eadie, and I 

11 appreciate what you have shared with us and for your 

12 being here with us this afternoon. 

13        (Brief off the record discussion as speaker 

14 leaves the podium.) 

15        DR. PELL:  The next person who asked to speak 

16 is Joel Kupferman.  Joel is with an organization 

17 called New York Environmental Law and Justice Project. 

18        MR. KUPFERMAN:  Thank you for letting us speak 

19 today at this hearing in New York. I guess one thing I 

20 want to say is that it's because of a heightened 

21 concern that the New York Environmental Law and 

22 Justice Project is here today.  And also we cannot 
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1 avoid the fact that we have a major problem now with 

2 the BP oil spill in the Gulf. 

3        I would like to submit this into evidence and 

4 read a portion of an article just published in The 

5 Nation all about the BP spill called, 'A Hole in the 

6 World,’ by Naomi Klein.  This has to do with BP's 

7 failure to prepare for what happened down there.       

8 "Imagining and preparing for what would happen if 

9 these experiments went wrong occupied precious little 

10 space in the corporate imagination.  As we have all 

11 discovered, after the Deepwater Horizon rig exploded, 

12 the company had no systems in place to respond 

13 effectively.  Explaining why it did not have even the 

14 ultimately unsuccessful containment dome waiting to be 

15 activated onshore, BP spokesman Steve Rinehart said, 

16 ’I don't think anybody foresaw the circumstances that 

17 we're faced with now.’  Apparently, it 'seemed 

18 inconceivable' that the blowout preventer would every 

19 fail -- so why prepare? 

20        "This refusal to contemplate failure came 

21 straight from the top.  A year ago Hayward told a 

22 group of graduate students at Stanford University that 
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1 he has a plaque on his desk that reads, 'If you knew 

2 you could not fail, what would you try?'  Far from 

3 being a benign inspirational slogan, this is actually 

4 an accurate description of how BP and its competitors 

5 behave in the real world. In recent hearings on 

6 Capitol Hill, Congressman Ed Markey of Massachusetts 

7 grilled representatives from the top oil and gas 

8 companies on the ways they had allocated resources.  

9 Over three years, they had spent '$39 billion to 

10 explore for new oil and gas. Yet the average 

11 investment in research and development for safety, 

12 accident prevention and spill response was a paltry 

13 $20 million a year.'" 

14        So my comments will be further explored in 

15 written comments, but this is one of the main points I 

16 want to bring out, and that's how much is being 

17 allocated in resources in this whole budget to the 

18 health and safety and also to contingency planning and 

19 safety response plans in case they're required. 

20        Also, we are concerned about public input.  I 

21 have been involved in a lot of disasters, from 9/11 to 

22 fighting to get information from the EPA right from 
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1 this building here, to Katrina, and also recently with 

2 the problems we've been working on in Haiti. 

3        If you look out the window right now, you'll 

4 see the Western Union building, the building outside 

5 to the left with all the antennas on top.  We were 

6 contacted by people who work in an international media 

7 company there, and they were fearful of being -- they 

8 were getting sick in that building. 

9        We could not find out what was in the building.  

10 There were diesel storage tanks that were above ground 

11 which is above New York City code.  We filed four 

12 requests and we could not find out how much fuel was 

13 being stored in them. 

14        I was the environmental attorney for the 

15 firefighters' union at the time, and we felt that it 

16 was a safety issue, and the city would not release 

17 that data. 

18        So, we're concerned with any type of 

19 environmental project conducted by a private company 

20 that would have problems getting information.  And so 

21 we want to make sure that requirements are imposed, 

22 and also that the public has a real source of 
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1 information from the inception of putting the pipeline 

2 in.  And also we had problems after 9-11 getting 

3 monitoring reports -- the full monitoring reports. 

4        We want to make sure that if anything does 

5 happen, that the public has access to those records, 

6 and that they're put online to a Website, or something 

7 along those lines. 

8        Also we want to make sure that the construction 

9 workers that are working on this, that their full 

10 health and safety is protected.  We want to make sure 

11 that the full environmental impact studies that are 

12 conducted include health evaluations of these workers 

13 before they're hired.  We have had many problems after 

14 disasters when workers went to try and prove they were 

15 hurt by the disaster, and they were told we don't have 

16 a baseline evaluation of their health, and they're 

17 denied.  So we want to make sure that there's full 

18 accountability and full medical evaluation. 

19        Thank you, Dr. Pell. 

20        DR. PELL:  Thank you, Joel.  And by way of 

21 responding to the openness question, I know that I 

22 informed some of you, and I'm hoping I explained it 



CHPE July 9, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 25

1 adequately in print. 

2        The NEPA process is a very open and transparent 

3 process.  Everything we do, all the documents 

4 received, our analyses, all of your comments will be 

5 on our Website.  The Website address is 

6 chpexpresseis.org.  We post documents as soon as we 

7 physically can once we receive and review them.  

8 There's an opportunity to subscribe on the Website and 

9 get e-mail notices of new developments and new 

10 documentation that you might want to look at. 

11        One of the things that I cherish about this is 

12 that it is such an open process. It's one of those 

13 things that 'what you do in Las Vegas does not stay in 

14 Las Vegas.' 

15        MR. KUPFERMAN:  Thank you, Dr. Pell. We just 

16 want to make sure that none of what's happening with 

17 the BP spill happens, you know, in this process in the 

18 building of the pipeline and also during the life of 

19 the pipeline. 

20        DR. PELL:  Rose, you're up. 

21        MS. VAN GUILDER:  I would like to touch on what 

22 he said. 
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1        DR. PELL:  Your turn, Rose. 

2        MS. VAN GUILDER:  Thank you. 

3        DR. PELL:  Rose Van Guilder represents two 

4 organizations:  Alliance for Independent Long Island, 

5 and the Long Island - Rockaway Ratepayers Alliance.  

6 Rose, if you could keep it to five minutes, we'd 

7 appreciate that. 

8        MS. VAN GUILDER:  Thank you very much, and 

9 thank you for the opportunity of speaking here today.  

10 I read the material and I don't read that fast.  I 

11 didn't absorb everything that was written but I do 

12 have a few questions that I'm hoping that you can 

13 address. 

14        I would like to know what the cost of the 

15 project is projected to be; do you have an idea?  Does 

16 anyone know the projected cost of the project? 

17        AUDIENCE MEMBER: One point nine billion 

18 dollars. 

19        MS. VAN GUILDER:  All right.  I projected two 

20 billion but I was close.  All right.  And who's going 

21 to bear the cost of the project?  Will the federal 

22 government be paying? 
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1        DR. PELL:  Rose, we're trying not to have a Q&A 

2 session.  We want to hear your comments now.  For 

3 questions, there will be people to speak with after 

4 the meeting. 

5        MS. VAN GUILDER:  Okay.  Thank you. That's fine 

6 because I have several questions. 

7        DR. PELL:  You're certainly welcome to say what 

8 your questions are, but I don't want to get into a Q&A 

9 at this point. 

10        MS. VAN GUILDER:  No problem. 

11        DR. PELL:  Thank you, Rose. 

12        MS. VAN GUILDER:  One of my concerns with this 

13 project at this time, I feel, is that there are other 

14 means of obtaining electricity, as some of the other 

15 gentlemen mentioned.  So why are we going to Canada to 

16 obtain additional electricity? 

17        I would like to know why are we not looking at 

18 other avenues of obtaining electricity rather than 

19 going to Canada; options that are a lot less expensive 

20 -- this is why I wanted to know what the cost was -- 

21 and a lot more cost effective.  And I feel that we do 

22 not need to pay this amount of cost to get this 
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1 electricity. 

2        We have a plant in Long Island that's called 

3 Caithness, and it produces 350-megawatts of 

4 electricity. 

5        DR. PELL:  Rose, would you please spell that? 

6        MS. VAN GUILDER:  Caithness, C-a-i-t-h-n-e-s-s. 

7        DR. PELL:  Thank you. 

8        MS. VAN GUILDER:  It's a brand-new plant that 

9 just came online.  It's Caithness Long Island Energy 

10 Center, and it's an energy efficient and 

11 environmentally-friendly power plant on Long Island 

12 that produces up to 350megawatts of electricity 

13 utilizing its combined cycle design so you may have 

14 this. And it is a brand-new plant that just came 

15 online. 

16        There are so many other ways of obtaining 

17 electricity that I am appalled at the idea of going to 

18 Canada for getting two gigawatts; is that what this 

19 is? 

20        MR. JESSOME:   It's 1,000-megawatts. 

21        MS. VAN GUILDER:  1,000-megawatts? 

22        MR. JESSOME:  1,000-megawatts or one gigawatt. 
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1        MS. VAN GUILDER:  One gigawatt is a lot less 

2 than I thought that this was going to be.  The cost 

3 does not warrant this kind of expenditure.  This is 

4 not worth the dollars that this is projected to cost 

5 to build. 

6        There are manufacturing plants that use a lot 

7 of heat, that if you implement those -- I've seen this 

8 on the science channel -- and with the heat you can 

9 produce electricity.  There are chemical plants right 

10 now that are existing, and with those chemical plants, 

11 as a by-product, you can produce electricity. 

12        I myself am going to implement chemical plants 

13 that are going to produce electricity.  They're going 

14 to produce 1,000megawatts, and that's as a by-product. 

15 And they are only going to cost two hundred million 

16 dollars. 

17        The cost of this plant, this cable, I feel is 

18 phenomenal and is not necessary.  We do not need this 

19 cable.  It is absolutely unnecessary, and I do not 

20 favor this whatsoever. 

21        I feel that this may impact the fish industry.  

22 These are cables that are going to go into the water, 
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1 and it may be environmentally not sound.  And also we 

2 don't know what the outcome of this is going to be in 

3 the future. 

4        What if one of these cables breaks? What is 

5 going to happen with the electricity, and how is it 

6 going to be fixed?  How long is it going to take to 

7 fix? 

8        Why is the federal government getting into the 

9 electricity business?  Is this going to be another 

10 federal takeover?  This is my fear.  We have had the 

11 federal government take over the banking industry, the 

12 car industry, the college business. 

13        How many more other businesses is it going to 

14 get into?  We don't need the federal government 

15 getting into the electricity business.  I do not 

16 approve of this.  This is not what we need the federal 

17 government getting into.  We don't need the federal 

18 government taking over the electricity business.  We 

19 have done well up until this point, and I do not think 

20 that this is necessary.  We have many other businesses 

21 that the federal government is into. 

22        I did not realize that this had an executive 
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1 order until the moment that I read this paper.  And it 

2 just dawned on me that I didn't think of it.  And so I 

3 am going to do further research, and I am going to 

4 give you information on so many power plants that are 

5 currently providing electricity that have so much 

6 power that you can access so that you will not have to 

7 do this. 

8        And regarding the statement that this gentleman 

9 made, I'm not completely finished but I'm in the 

10 process of reading not one drop which has to do with 

11 the Exxon Valdez oil spill.  And I have to tell you 

12 that the Exxon Oil Company, it was documented that the 

13 Valdez tanker did not have a double hull, and 

14 therefore it spilled so much oil as a result of that. 

15        Exxon was extremely not up front with the 

16 people, and it misrepresented the amount of oil that 

17 was spilled, which is going on right now with BP in 

18 that they did not represent the amount oil that was 

19 spilled. The Exxon Oil Company has the politicians in 

20 their pockets, and they have the agencies in their 

21 pockets.  And it's taken ten years for the fisheries -

22 - for the fish to come back and regenerate. 
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1        DR. PELL:  Rose -- 

2        MS. VAN GUILDER:  This is the end. And this is 

3 what's going to happen on the Gulf Coast.  The 

4 vacation areas and the industries are all going to be 

5 devastated as a result of the oil spill.  It's going 

6 to be catastrophic for them, and it's going to take 10 

7 to 15 years for that area to come back. 

8        And, yes, we have a crisis, but we can remedy 

9 it in many different ways.  And I will come up with 

10 solutions; I promise you.  But it's going to be 

11 environmentally safe, and fisheries do not have to 

12 suffer; neither do the birds or people. 

13        I'm going to do the best I can because I want 

14 to find solutions, but good solutions. Thank you very 

15 much. 

16        DR. PELL:  Thank you very much, Rose. 

17        MS. VAN GUILDER:  You're welcome. 

18        DR. PELL:  I appreciate that.  These are the 

19 only three people who originally asked to speak. 

20        MS. VAN GUILDER:  Oh, here is some information 

21 on Caithness. 

22        DR. PELL:  Thank you very much.  Now, if 
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1 anybody else wants to talk, we'd be more than 

2 interested to listen to you.  Just come on up, take 

3 the microphone, and tell us who you are. 

4        MS. WILSON:  Hi, I'm Annie Wilson. I'm with the 

5 Sierra Club, chair of the energy committee, Atlantic 

6 Chapter.  We will be submitting written comments by 

7 the August 2nd deadline. 

8        But I just wanted to share with everyone here 

9 in the room a couple of thoughts on this cable 

10 proposal.  First of all, it's being promoted as 

11 renewable energy. How many people in the room know 

12 what the RPS is for New York State -- the renewable 

13 portfolio standard?  Okay, we have two here today.  

14 How many know what the standard is for electricity for 

15 New York State for renewable energy?  Anyone know?  

16 You don't know. 

17        The New York State RPS, renewable energy 

18 portfolio standard, for renewable energy as it relates 

19 to electricity does not allow for flooding, and no 

20 project over 30-megawatts. 

21        These imports in this proposed cable of 

22 electricity from dams will not come from hydroelectric 
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1 projects that are so-called run of the river.  They 

2 will come from projects that involve a lot of 

3 flooding.  That's the first point that I wanted to 

4 make as for information for everyone to know. 

5        And I think that the promotion of this as 

6 renewable energy is extremely misleading and should be 

7 at least corrected and/or there should be an 

8 explanatory memo explaining that it does not comply 

9 with New York State standards, but that it has been 

10 given this title of renewable energy because they have 

11 chosen to do so. 

12        As regards job creation, which is another 

13 aspect of this proposal that the project has been 

14 promoting itself as, there was recently a bill that 

15 didn't get passed by the state legislature; although, 

16 it will be reintroduced in the fall. 

17        It's a 5,000-megawatt purchase requirement of 

18 solar energy by the utilities in New York State by 

19 2025.  This requirement would create, according to the 

20 studies, approximately two thousand jobs.  However, 

21 this cable proposal has offered somewhere between 

22 fifty permanent jobs or up to two hundred jobs for the 
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1 installation of this so-called cable. 

2        If you look at the type of job creation that we 

3 need, we should prefer solar energy over this cable.  

4 Solar energy also, of all the forms of energy 

5 available to us today, creates for the capacity 

6 created the biggest amount of jobs per megawatt.  It's 

7 very important to know that. 

8        Now, relating to the requirements of this 

9 Presidential permit and the components of 

10 environmental impacts and the impacts of electrical 

11 reliability, it must be considered. 

12        Can we propose alternatives to this cable that 

13 will be much more reliable? Distributed generation 

14 throughout the state will be a much more reliable 

15 option.  Imports from a thousand miles away should not 

16 be an option when we can be generating this potential 

17 of 1,000megawatts within the state. 

18        As stated earlier while there is no need for 

19 this proposal, we will submit our written comments by 

20 the August 2nd date. Thank you very much. 

21        DR. PELL:  Did we get your name and 

22 affiliation? 
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1        MS. WILSON:  Annie Wilson, Sierra Club, Energy 

2 Committee Chair, Atlantic Chapter. 

3        DR. PELL:  Thank you very much. Anybody else? 

4        MR. OLIVIER:  Yes, thank you very much.  My 

5 name is Alain Olivier, and I'm with the Québec 

6 Government's office located here in New York. 

7        DR. PELL:  Can you give us your business card? 

8        MR. OLIVIER:  Yes, certainly. 

9        DR. PELL:  Thank you and sorry for the 

10 interruption. 

11        MR. OLIVIER:  I think the comments this 

12 afternoon are testimony to the quality of the 

13 consultative process in the U.S.  And the fact there 

14 is a free and open debate, and that everyone can 

15 express their views in an open and objective fashion 

16 is testimony to American democracy. I would just like 

17 to make a few points of information on Québec Power 

18 since some of the previous comments have covered the 

19 issue.  It's important to point out, as is the case in 

20 New York State, that power projects in Canada and in 

21 Québec go through both a provincial and federal 

22 environmental process. 



CHPE July 9, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 37

1        And that's the case for such projects; 

2 although, previous projects such as the Great Whale 

3 that was referenced earlier did not take place.  

4 There's been a lot of learning and experience that has 

5 been accumulated since that date. 

6        Since the 90s -- in fact, in 2002 -- the 

7 government of Québec entered into agreement with the 

8 Cree Nation which provided benefits to the Crees of 

9 two billion dollars over a fifty-year period that 

10 would lead to the joint development of hydro projects 

11 with the full partnership with the Cree Nation. And 

12 that got the government to recognize the Crees as a 

13 nation in parallel to the agreement. 

14        The same goes with current projects where 

15 consultations with other native groups such as the 

16 Innus are underway. 

17        DR. PELL:  Is that the Inuit? 

18        MR. OLIVIER:  No, the Innu, I-n-n-u. It's not 

19 the Inuits but another native group. So those 

20 consultations have gone through on the Romaine 

21 project, which is Hydro-Quebec's most recent project. 

22        The Innu bands that were directly affected by 
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1 the project had the opportunity to vote by referendum 

2 in each of the bands on the project, and they got in.  

3 So by popular referendum they said yes to the Romaine 

4 project. 

5        I'd also like to put into perspective what 

6 hydropower means from an environmental perspective.  

7 When you compare it to other sources of energy -- for 

8 example, gas-fired or coal-fired power plants -- 

9 hydropower produces 35 times less GHG emissions than 

10 gas-fired power plants, and 70 times less GHG 

11 emissions that coal-fired power plants. 

12        And it should be noted that Hydro-Québec 

13 observes all FERC rules and regulations and provides 

14 free and open access to its transmission lines for its 

15 users at market rates.  In a nutshell, without 

16 commenting on the project that's before the committee 

17 today, it should be noted that hydro, wind, solar, 

18 geothermal, and other sorts of renewable energy are 

19 part of a portfolio. And in Québec we don't -- there's 

20 no wish to substitute hydro for all other renewables.  

21 I think we all have an interest in that the power 

22 portfolio be as diverse as possible, that local power 
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1 producers in New York State and other states in the 

2 U.S. have the opportunity to benefit from the RPS 

3 program, and that hydro should be seen as one among 

4 many sources of energy that are out there for U.S. 

5 consumers to benefit from. 

6        And finally, a point that should be noted, 

7 hydro, in a context where New York State pays among 

8 the highest rates in the country for its power, I 

9 think a lot of people with good will are looking at 

10 alternatives, whether it's solar, wind, hydro or 

11 others that can provide energy at cheaper rates for 

12 consumers.  And I think that hydro should be 

13 considered among others available for that purpose. 

14        DR. PELL:  Thank you very much.  We do 

15 appreciate hearing from you this afternoon. Can I have 

16 the microphone back?  Thank you for joining us. 

17        All right.  Would anybody else like to come up? 

18        MR. MATSIS:  Thank you.  My name is Dan Matsis. 

19        DR. PELL:  Please spell your name for us. 

20        MR. MATSIS:  Dan Matsis, M-a-t-s-i-s. I live on 

21 the upper west side of Manhattan. I just want to 

22 address some things.  We are on the verge of progress 
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1 in this area where we have appliances that rely on 

2 electric power.  In fact, Chevrolet will be coming out 

3 with an electric automobile, the Chevrolet Volt, this 

4 November.  There are home heating systems that are 

5 available, and stoves that are available. 

6        And there are even now wind turbines available 

7 in a small size that can be used in individual homes.  

8 That may not apply to the congested areas of New York 

9 and Manhattan and so forth, but there are some people 

10 that may have the space for these systems. 

11        These will displace the need for this 

12 particular project.  And it has to be considered that 

13 the Blackstone Group may be wasting their money on 

14 this, and may also be putting the Hudson River at risk 

15 while doing so. 

16        And the second issue I see is this: Are the 

17 Blackstone Group and TDI capable financially of curing 

18 any environmental problem they may cause?  If not, 

19 they should have an insurance bond for that. 

20        And as far as the third issue, I'm wondering 

21 why there even exists a proposal for another pipeline, 

22 for another transmission line down the Hudson River, 
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1 when we have at least two already. 

2        One comes from the Buffalo area along the Erie 

3 Canal down the Hudson River.  And the other, I guess, 

4 is the one that comes from the Canadian border down 

5 the Hudson River. 

6        Why can't Quebec Hydro just sell its power to 

7 the existing lines?  Is there some technological 

8 problem that prevents this?  I think the environmental 

9 impact statement should address that. 

10        Those are the points I think the environmental 

11 impact statement should cover. Thank you. 

12        DR. PELL:  Thank you, Dan.  We still have a 

13 little bit of time.  If there's anybody else who would 

14 like to speak, please come up.  Are you sure?  Last 

15 chance until the draft of this comes out. 

16        Well, thank you again for joining us here.  We 

17 appreciate seeing you here, and hopefully we'll see 

18 you again when we have the public hearings on the 

19 draft.  And we will be here a little bit longer if you 

20 want to talk to us personally or to our consultants 

21 and the TDI people. 

22        So, again, have a great weekend everybody, and 
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1 thank you. 

2  
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1                  P R O C E E D I N G S  

2                                             (7:00 p.m.) 

3           DR. PELL:  Good evening.  Perhaps we could 

4 get the evening started because there are a fair 

5 number of people that are going to be speaking this 

6 evening and so that they all have a chance to talk, 

7 perhaps we should start. 

8           I'm Jerry Pell.  I'm an environmental 

9 scientist with the Department of Energy in Washington.  

10 I've been working on -- just to tell you a little bit 

11 about myself, I've been working on energy and 

12 environmental issues for 40 years now. I've done 

13 everything from anthracite to wind in my 34 years, 

14 which was with the Department of Energy. I used to 

15 teach at Rutgers.  So I lived in the shadow of New 

16 York City, just off Exit 9 of the Turnpike in the New 

17 Brunswick, New Jersey area. Spent a lot of time in the 

18 New York region, but I must confess, this is my first 

19 occasion to visit Yonkers.  And I'm particularly 

20 grateful to have so many of you show up this evening, 

21 on a warm Monday evening.  Thank you very much for 

22 taking the trouble to be with us here today. 
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1           As you know, the whole purpose of the 

2 meeting is the Champlain Hudson project.  The nature 

3 of the analysis we're doing is an Environmental Impact 

4 Statement because the project requires a permit from 

5 the Department of Energy.  The granting of that permit 

6 is considered a major federal action, which invokes 

7 the National Environmental Policy Act or NEPA, N-E-P-

8 A, as many of you are familiar. 

9           Under NEPA there are several levels of 

10 environmental review.  The Environmental Impact 

11 Statement, or EIS, is the most comprehensive and 

12 complete and that's what we're going to be doing for 

13 the Champlain Hudson project. 

14           The process is fairly prolonged.  We start 

15 with scoping, which is what this is, which is the 

16 formal name given to the process where we ask the 

17 public to help us make sure we don't miss anything in 

18 our analysis.  The whole idea being, if you really 

19 want to know what to look at ask the people who live 

20 there, and that's why we're having seven of these 

21 meetings. 

22           After tonight we go on to Kingston and then 
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1 Albany and Glens Falls, and then finally Plattsburgh.  

2 And the whole point being to give people all along the 

3 proposed route to have a chance to meet with us.  I've 

4 never done seven meetings in a row before, so it's 

5 quite an interesting experience, but I'm glad to be 

6 doing it. 

7           I'm going to introduce Don Jessome on my 

8 left, who is the Chairman and President of 

9 Transmission Developers, Incorporated, the man behind 

10 the project.  He'll tell you a little bit about the 

11 project itself and then we'll start with the comments. 

12           MR. JESSOME:  Thank you Dr. Pell, and thanks 

13 so much for having this meeting here this evening.  

14 TDI had a meeting here back on May the 12th to 

15 introduce this project in a public format, and 

16 actually of the five days this week that Dr. Pell and 

17 I are going to be out talking to the public again 

18 under the EIS are all of the locations that we 

19 actually had our public meetings in March, April or 

20 May. 

21           I’ll tell you a little bit about 

22 Transmission Developers; Transmission Developers is a 
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1 company out of Toronto, Canada, that is developing 

2 transmission projects and sort of two key reasons or 

3 two key premises as to how we're developing our 

4 project.  One is technology.  We've chosen HVDC 

5 transmission technology and the reason we've chosen 

6 that technology is because you can put HVDC in buried 

7 cable format.  And we think that's very important to 

8 us to be able to run these projects through 

9 communities in a very safe and out-of-sight way.  And 

10 that's the real beauty of HVDC technology is being 

11 able to bury the cables. 

12           And secondly, is just the way that these 

13 projects are paid for.  The way our projects are paid 

14 for, the users of our line actually pay for the right 

15 to use the transmission on our transmission line.  So 

16 the project we're here to talk about this evening is a 

17 project called, the Champlain Hudson Power Express 

18 Project.  And sort of the first thing I have to 

19 mention is that on July the 6th, Transmission 

20 Developers announced publically that we are no longer 

21 going to be developing the Connecticut portion of this 

22 project. So this is now, it went from a 2,000 megawatt 
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1 project to 1,000 megawatt project.  So instead of 

2 being four cables, we're now down to two cables. And 

3 the two cables come from the Canada/U.S. border, where 

4 they interconnect with Hydro-Québec's Trans-Energie 

5 system, down the Richelieu  River, Lake Champlain, 

6 into the Hudson.  We come out of the Hudson River 

7 around the PCB dredging area in Glens Falls.  Around 

8 the capital district we go along two railway rights-

9 of-way, one is CP, the other is CSX, and all buried 

10 back into the Hudson River, down the Hudson to 

11 Yonkers, where we're proposing to put a converter 

12 station.  And then the AC cables come from the Yonkers 

13 facility to an interconnection point with New York 

14 City. 

15           And that's why we're here this evening, to 

16 talk to the public about this project, to get your 

17 input.  It's incredibly important to us to get public 

18 input.  We've had very good meetings prior to this, 

19 that TDI was having.  And I'm always amazed of the 

20 things that we think that we have thought about 

21 everything and there's always somebody in the room 

22 that comes up with something that we just haven't 
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1 thought about, and it's incredibly important to us to 

2 think about it now and not later on in the process. 

3           Appreciate your comments this evening, and 

4 with that, I'll pass back to Dr. Pell. 

5           DR. PELL:  Thank you, very much. Before I 

6 start taking actual comments, I guess I should say 

7 something about what the process is after this evening 

8 and after these scoping meetings.  We will be 

9 producing a scoping report that will summarize all of 

10 the comments we've received during the entire scoping 

11 period.  And that's not just the people that appear at 

12 the seven public meetings, but everything that comes 

13 in electronically or on paper between now and August 

14 the 2nd, which is the cutoff for the scoping comment 

15 period.  So that report will summarize everything 

16 we've received.  During which time we will also be 

17 working on preparing the draft EIS itself.  When the 

18 draft EIS is ready, we will announce it publicly and 

19 there will be public hearings on the draft EIS, at 

20 which time you'll have the opportunity to actually 

21 comment on a document, not just like now where we're 

22 talking about scoping with no paper in front of you.  
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1 When the EIS comes out, you'll be able to look at how 

2 we've analyzed the project and whether we've done a 

3 good job or not.  And you will then have the 

4 opportunity to comment on the actual analysis.  And we 

5 then do a final EIS that incorporates your comments, 

6 and included in the final EIS we have what's called a 

7 Comment Response Document where we list all the 

8 comments that you've given us and how we responded to 

9 them, so that you will see your name in print. Unlike 

10 in Las Vegas, what happens here will not stay here.  

11 But it's a fascinating process.  I'm glad to be part 

12 of it and I'm glad to have you be part of it tonight, 

13 as well. 

14           There are quite a number of people that have 

15 asked to speak.  What we usually do is we start with 

16 elected officials, of which there are two this 

17 evening, I believe, that have asked to speak. We then 

18 go to governmental officials.  And then we take people 

19 in the order that they signed up, starting with people 

20 who pre-registered in advance of the meeting.  I'm 

21 going to ask each person to try to keep it down to 

22 about three minutes or so, so that everybody has a 



CHPE July 12, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 9

1 fair chance and so that we can leave here at a 

2 reasonable hour since tomorrow is a work day.  And let 

3 me just point out, that it really doesn't matter if 

4 you say everything you want to say on the record, as 

5 long as you submit whatever you like in writing.  It 

6 really doesn't matter how we get your comments, 

7 whether it's oral or in writing or electronically or 

8 by mail.  The impact it's going to have on what we do 

9 is exactly the same.  All comments get equal 

10 consideration, regardless of how it's submitted.  So 

11 use the oral presentation time to basically go over 

12 the highlights of your thoughts and then use the time 

13 remaining to provide your comments in writing, at 

14 which time you can wax as loquacious as you like. 

15           So we'll start with Mr. Chuck Lesnick, who 

16 is an elected official from Yonkers, I believe.  He 

17 did not indicate here his precise position, and I'm 

18 sure he'll be happy to tell us. Mr. Lesnick. 

19           MR. LESNICK:  Thank you very much. My name 

20 is Chuck Lesnick, L-E-S-N-I-C-K.  I'm the Yonkers City 

21 Council President.  I'm glad that you're here.  

22 Although your desire to hear what the neighbors say, 
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1 and I just want to on a procedural note say, that 

2 Yonkers is a community of many neighborhoods.  And it 

3 might have been more appropriate to have these public 

4 hearings down at the Riverfront Library, which is 

5 immediately adjacent to the proposed site that you 

6 want to come. 

7           DR. PELL:  How do you spell the name of that 

8 library? 

9           MR. LESNICK:  The Riverfront Library. 

10           DR. PELL:  Okay.  I appreciate that comment 

11 because we will keep that in mind with regard to the 

12 meeting we have on the draft EIS itself.  I had not 

13 known about that before this, so thank you. 

14           MR. LESNICK:  They have a large room and 

15 they have air conditioning, unlike City Hall, where 

16 you're welcome to meet any time you like, because we 

17 have no air conditioning tonight. Basically, when I 

18 look at stuff that goes down on the waterfront I look 

19 for things that are either water dependent or water 

20 enhanced.  And when I look for things that are going 

21 to be placed in our downtown, I look at how much tax 

22 revenue it's going to bring in, but I also look at how 
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1 it's going to improve the infrastructure, how it's 

2 going to improve downtown.  Is it going to bring 

3 people, either residents or workers in, that will 

4 shop, use the stores or try to improve the downtown? 

5           Now, your project is a lot of hardware 

6 that's going very close to an area that we're trying 

7 to redevelop with our Sawmill. And also, we have 

8 tremendous parking needs downtown. So I'm concerned 

9 that you're taking up space in the Ipark that could 

10 better be used for office residential or parking.  

11 There are other places in Yonkers that might be more 

12 appropriate.  I understand that you need to be as 

13 close to the water’s edge as possible to minimize the 

14 expense of going from the water to your site and then 

15 back. And there are two locations that I thought of.  

16 One of them is the Glenwood Power Plant, and I 

17 believe, the owner is here.  But it's a beautiful 

18 iconic structure, an old Tudor building, that the New 

19 York Preservation League has said a couple years ago 

20 is one of the seven most important buildings to 

21 preserve in New York State.  We have been unable to 

22 find a good economic use there, in part because it's 
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1 sort of landlocked between the train tracks and the 

2 Kennedy Marina Park and water, but there is enough to 

3 put a roadbed there for a limited use such as this.  

4 And it almost has four acres flat, but if you 

5 certainly went up and did it on a two-story structure, 

6 it's a huge building, it goes up, I don't know, a 

7 hundred feet, it's pretty high, you could actually 

8 deck this thing.  And in the economics of building 

9 inside a building might be enough to do the cosmetic 

10 repairs you need to the wall, it's structurally very 

11 sound and it would preserve an important piece of 

12 history for Yonkers.  And who could complain about 

13 your putting a power plant on a power plant, it's 

14 already there on the water. 

15           The second location is down in the southern 

16 part of Yonkers in the Ludlow area, in between the 

17 sewage treatment plant and the refined sugar plant.  

18 And I don't know if there's more than four acres in 

19 between at which side of that track you'd want to be 

20 on.  But again, nobody is going to really complain 

21 about a piece of industrial hardware next to a sewage 

22 treatment plant.  And if you were next to the sugar 
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1 plant, there might be some advantages with the heat 

2 that you produce that you would normally need to cool 

3 down, and that's one of the reasons why you might be 

4 near the river, you might be able to engage in some 

5 creative cogeneration with the power plant that needs 

6 to produce steam and other energy for the sugar plant 

7 itself.  So there might be some great economies of 

8 scale in locating right next to the sugar plant.  I 

9 don't know if they're interested, but those are two 

10 other locations that you might want to look at. 

11           I guess the third location to look at would 

12 be any location outside of Yonkers.  And I understand 

13 that you're looking in Queens and other locations, and 

14 while we do recognize the benefits in getting some tax 

15 revenue, I don't know how many jobs you're going to be 

16 providing.  Again, our land is very scarce.  It's 

17 becoming more and more valuable as our downtown and 

18 our waterfront is renovated and to put an industrial 

19 use like that in the middle of new plans might be 

20 contrapuntal to our desires.  So thank you for letting 

21 me speak.  I will be submitting written comments 

22 before the 2nd. 
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1           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Mr. Lesnick.  I 

2 appreciate that.  We do look at alternatives. That's 

3 part of the EIS process.  So these locations that 

4 you've mentioned will be considered and will be 

5 reviewed.  And we also look at socioeconomic impacts, 

6 which include potential employment from the project 

7 itself.  Typically there are two kinds of employment, 

8 as you know.  There's the construction employment, 

9 which is fairly brief, just lasts for the period of 

10 the construction itself.  And there is long-term 

11 employment from the people that actually operate the 

12 facility.  And those are the kinds of analyses that 

13 are included in the EIS.  So thank you for that. 

14           I will mention that this is not -- by way of 

15 clarification, let me make it absolutely clear.  This 

16 is not a Department of Energy project. It is a TDI, 

17 Transmission Developers, Incorporated, project.  DOE's 

18 role is to consider whether it is in the public 

19 interest to issue a permit.  In that consideration, we 

20 look at the environmental impacts, which is the EIS 

21 itself.  But beyond that, we also look at the impact 

22 of the proposed project on the general electrical 
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1 reliability of the grid.  We also require the 

2 concurrences of the State Department and of the 

3 Department of Defense.  And we also look at the rather 

4 vague, but nevertheless important, concept of public 

5 interest.  But DOE has no vested interest in the 

6 outcome of the project in terms of either whether or 

7 not it's constructed or how it's constructed, except 

8 that it be constructed with due and proper regard for 

9 environmental impact.  It's what we call a merchant 

10 project.  It's a third-party project, that is the 

11 proposal of a private sector entity, in this case TDI.  

12 And our job is to review it from the permitting 

13 aspects of it. 

14           I should also say that, as you probably 

15 know, the project is also subject to the requirements 

16 of state and local authorities.  And we have four 

17 cooperating agencies that are working with us on this 

18 EIS process that are going to be using the 

19 environmental analysis for their own purposes. They 

20 include the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  They 

21 include the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the 

22 Region 2 office in New York City.  They include two 
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1 offices of the State of New York, the Public Service 

2 Commission and the Department of Environmental 

3 Conservation.  And one of the PSC people is in the 

4 audience tonight, and was also with us in Manhattan.  

5 So the document will also serve the needs of five 

6 separate and different governmental entities, two of 

7 which are state, and three of which are federal.  So 

8 you can rest assured that the document will certainly 

9 touch on all of the important issues that each of 

10 these five agencies require for their own permitting 

11 and approval processes.  But I want to make it clear 

12 because Mr. Lesnick was referring to it as, “your 

13 project,” quote unquote.  And I, just for the record, 

14 wanted to clarify that it is a TDI project, not a DOE 

15 project. 

16           Having said that, let's proceed to the next 

17 speaker, Mr. Frank Stilo, who is also from Yonkers.  

18 And again, Frank, you did not indicate what your 

19 precise position is. 

20           MR. STILO:  Yes.  Good evening.  My name is 

21 Frank Stilo.  I'm the President of Grassy Springs 

22 Civic Association, which encompasses this area.  As 
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1 you know, we have had Con Edison in our city.  It's 

2 disrupted our city streets.  It's disrupted our 

3 traffic.  It's done nothing but destruction in our 

4 city to get power to New York City with no benefit to 

5 this city.  I see no reason why we should add another 

6 energy corporation to do the same.  Thank you very 

7 much. 

8           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Mr. Stilo. 

9           Mr. Lee Ellman is a governmental official 

10 with the Yonkers, New York, government, City of 

11 Yonkers Planning Department -- is it Planning and 

12 Development? 

13           MR. ELLMAN:  Planning and Development, yes.  

14 Thank you, Dr. Pell. 

15           DR. PELL:  Thank you for joining us, Mr. 

16 Ellman. 

17           MR. ELLMAN:  Thank you.  It's nice to be on 

18 the other side of the table during the EIS. I'm 

19 usually sitting in your seat.  As you said, I'm 

20 speaking on behalf of the City of Yonkers Department 

21 of Planning and Development to express the City's 

22 position on the proposed Champlain Hudson Power 
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1 Express project.  This is our preliminary statement 

2 and we will follow it with amplified written comments. 

3           Yonkers has worked hard over the last 20 

4 years and has achieved enviable success in the last 10 

5 years in its efforts to remake the downtown area to 

6 move Yonkers to what we think of as our proper place 

7 in the region of successful cities. And it feels to us 

8 as if this project will be putting a kink in much of 

9 the work that we've done. 

10           DR. PELL:  Sorry, did you say a kink? 

11           MR. ELLMAN:  A kink, a problem. Recent 

12 significant planning activities have taken place along 

13 the Yonkers riverfront, specifically, the Alexander 

14 Street area, which encompasses the Ipark Otis Elevator 

15 complex.  Proposed, as Council President Lesnick had 

16 mentioned, is redevelopment in that area, both on the 

17 Alexander Street core for mixed use, commercial and 

18 residential projects…and then within the Ipark area as 

19 primarily a metro center and a transportation center 

20 and further commercial development.  All of these 

21 plans, it's interesting to note, were made with the 

22 concurrence of the developer of that property.  So I 
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1 think Yonkers was probably as surprised -- Yonkers in 

2 its official capacity, was probably as surprised as 

3 anyone that picked the paper up to see that the 

4 proposed converter station was being placed in a 

5 location that perhaps just months before we still had 

6 conversations with the developer as another land use. 

7           One of the things I think that we need to 

8 look at in this area is a consideration of what is 

9 really happening in the Ipark Otis Elevator area 

10 versus perhaps what the local zoning is saying. 

11 Yonkers has a heavy industry industrial past.  The 

12 elevator brake, I suppose, the elevator was in 

13 existence before Elisha Graves Otis figured out if you 

14 put a brake on it, people will actually use it more 

15 than two or three stories.  So Yonkers history is one 

16 that has embraced heavy industry.  The zoning in this 

17 area continues to look as if it's heavy industrial 

18 zoning.  However, what I think we need to look past is 

19 the simple letter on the map, and understand what is 

20 happening in Ipark, what is happening in the Otis 

21 Elevator complex. 

22           What we have there now is very clean 



CHPE July 12, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 20

1 increasingly high tech industrial uses.  One of our 

2 successes is a biotech firm doing cancer research, 

3 Aureon Labs.  And even if you look at the Kawasaki 

4 facility.  The Kawasaki facility, although it 

5 assembles rail cars, is really no more of a heavy 

6 industrial use than assembling Dell computers or air 

7 conditioners, because they're essentially taking large 

8 parts, putting them together and then shipping them 

9 out.  So we have a very clean industry there yet we 

10 seem to be returning to a heavy industrial use with 

11 the proposed converter station. 

12           With that  as just a bit of preamble, the 

13 city asks that the following impacts be reviewed in 

14 the EIS; these are preliminary thoughts: the Otis 

15 Elevator complex, the site of the converter, is 

16 potentially eligible for the National Register of 

17 Historic Places.  That is something that we believe 

18 needs to be looked at.  One of the comment areas in 

19 the notice spoke about land use impacts.  As I've 

20 said, existing land use plans and the city's momentum 

21 needs to be looked at in light of the proposed 

22 converter station. 
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1           We would ask that visual impacts from the 

2 Yonkers main train station, from the Philipse Manor 

3 Historic Site, visual impacts from the Palisades 

4 Interstate Park in New York and New Jersey, and visual 

5 impacts for users of the Hudson River be looked at.  

6 These are common issues that we bring up, as I was 

7 saying, when I'm sitting on your side of the table, we 

8 certainly ask that these be part of the review of any 

9 project. 

10           We do ask that there be consideration given 

11 to environmental justice issues because Yonkers, as 

12 Mr. Milo just before me said, we have an overwhelming 

13 presence of infrastructure, regional serving 

14 infrastructure, that travels through the City of 

15 Yonkers with little or no discernible benefit to the 

16 City or its residents.  And certainly, at the very 

17 least, if we did not want to argue long term regional 

18 issues, certainly the construction issues, as you can 

19 see still ongoing just outside of the hotel's 

20 entrance, have been murder actually, have been a real 

21 problem with the City. 

22           The other thing that we ask that the EIS 
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1 consider is the City's ability to develop its harbor.  

2 Something that has been a part of our development 

3 plans, all of our waterfront development plans have 

4 considered the additional use of the Yonkers 

5 waterfront for marinas, for all sorts of water 

6 dependent uses. 

7           Thank you for the opportunity to speak today 

8 and we will be submitting formal comments. 

9           DR. PELL:  That's great, Mr. Ellman. I 

10 appreciate that.  Let me just clarify for the record 

11 to make sure that our stenographer has it. Is that H-

12 Y-D-E Park, the park that you were referring to, I 

13 wasn't sure what the actual name of it was.         

14           Mr. Ellman:  Ipark, I'm sorry.  It's I small 

15      p-a-r-k. It's the real estate company's brand 

16      name.  When I know you said Hyde Park, that's a 

17      town north of us. 

18           DR. PELL:  Just trying to make sense of the 

19 pronunciation.  Thank you, Mr. Ellman.  We'll look 

20 forward to your written remarks.  And I should mention 

21 for the benefit of the audience, environmental justice 

22 is an important element of the Federal NEPA EIS 
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1 process, and we do look at that routinely in 

2 Environmental Impact Assessments.  We also look at 

3 global climate change in case you were wondering, in 

4 terms of potential impacts on emissions. 

5           The next speaker is an individual who 

6 preregistered in advance, so he gets the benefit of 

7 being next up, Phillip Musegaas.  Forgive me if I 

8 didn't pronounce that correctly. 

9           MR. MUSEGAAS:  Musegaas.  That's fine, it's 

10 a hard name. 

11           DR. PELL:  Sorry about that. Phillip 

12 Musegaas is with Riverkeeper. 

13           MR. MUSEGAAS:  Just to start, Riverkeeper, 

14 for context, is an environmental organization.  We're 

15 a membership supported nonprofit environmental group 

16 in the Hudson valley. We've been working for over 40 

17 years.  And our mission is to protect the ecological 

18 integrity of the Hudson River and the Hudson River 

19 watershed. 

20           What I'd like to do is give an overview of 

21 the four or five main topics that we'll be commenting 

22 on.  We will be filing more detailed written comments 
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1 by the August 2nd deadline.  So to begin with, just to 

2 go back to something you said about the alternatives 

3 analysis, we would urge the DOE to take a very hard 

4 look at the alternatives that are available, and 

5 particularly, the alternative routes that are 

6 available for the cable to take.  We know that the 

7 cable project as it's proposed is actually going to be 

8 using about 60 or 70 miles of railroad right-of-way in 

9 the upper part of the Hudson to avoid the General 

10 Electric dredging site, and we're very happy about 

11 that, of course. So we would like to see a real 

12 careful in-depth analysis of the environmental impacts 

13 and the costs of running the entire cable project 

14 underground, whether it's in the railroad right-of-way 

15 or some other land portion of the west of Hudson area.  

16 And so that's a key piece to us.  Can these impacts to 

17 the river be offset?  And also, a good comparison of 

18 the impacts in the Hudson from the proposed route as 

19 opposed to the impacts to a land route. 

20           Second, just in very general terms, if the 

21 cable is going to be run through the Hudson, the 

22 Hudson River in the estuary portion, which goes from 
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1 the Yonkers area, certainly, all the way up to the 

2 Troy Dam near Albany, is a tidal estuary and it has a 

3 number of special habitats for fish and for wildlife, 

4 both federal essential fish habitat, as well as state 

5 designated significant coastal essential wildlife 

6 habitats.  Those are official designations by state 

7 and federal agencies.  So in terms of assessing the 

8 impacts to those particular areas of the river like 

9 Haverstraw Bay, like some areas on the upper Hudson, 

10 it's very important that the impacts have the 

11 construction and laying of the cable, as well as the 

12 operation of the cable, be carefully assessed. 

13           In addition, another aspect that -- of the 

14 cable construction that needs to be looked at very 

15 carefully is the -- in the dredging process, whatever 

16 type dredging they use, and there's a variety of 

17 techniques, I think, some that result in some sediment 

18 resuspension and some that result in less, it's very 

19 important to minimize the amounts of sediment 

20 resuspension and the resuspension of contaminants that 

21 are actually in the sediment.  And as many people 

22 know, the Hudson River has high levels of PCBs in the 
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1 sediment in different areas of the river.  So that has 

2 to be looked at, the impact of the resuspension of 

3 sediments. 

4           Finally, the electromagnetic field that it 

5 generated by -- to a lesser degree, I believe, by the 

6 high voltage DC cable, but in particular by the AC 

7 cable, which there is a portion of the project that is 

8 AC cable going through the Harlem River, and I 

9 believe, the East River.  And so that the impacts of 

10 that AC cable and whether or not there are impacts 

11 from the electromagnetic field generated by the cable 

12 on fish and other wildlife and bentic life in the 

13 river, need to be assessed. 

14           And also, just a couple of quick points.  I 

15 would urge the DOE to really make every effort to make 

16 the public participation process as open as possible 

17 and as informed as possible.  And if it is possible to 

18 give a little more information about the project 

19 itself at the beginning of the meeting, I think that 

20 might be useful for people.  I think that's it.  Thank 

21 you very much. 

22           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much Mr. Musegaas.  
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1 Let me just tell you, especially that point about the 

2 public, that's near and dear to my heart, the Federal 

3 Register notice, which we have copies of at the back 

4 of the room at the registration desk, includes a 

5 website that was designed and is being operated 

6 specifically for the purpose of this Environmental 

7 Impact Statement and review process.  It's 

8 CHPExpressEIS.org.  You will find an incredible volume 

9 of material that's on that site, some of which is not 

10 actually on the site itself, but available through 

11 links to other sites as well.  The applicant, the 

12 Transmission Developers people, have filed a very 

13 large quantity of documentation with the State of New 

14 York Public Service Commission, and the link to that 

15 is available on the website.  So if you're interested 

16 in more details with regard to the project, I assure 

17 you, the one thing that is not lacking is a great deal 

18 of information. 

19           Also, the website has an opportunity for you 

20 to submit your e-mail address on that and we will be 

21 maintaining a list of people that have registered on 

22 the site and we will be issuing notices as new 
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1 documents are posted, so that if there's anything new 

2 there, you'll be advised of it. For example, when we 

3 issue the scoping report, you'll get an e-mail saying 

4 the scoping report is now available on the website. 

5           And last, but not least, you're always 

6 welcome to call me, and if I don't know the answer 

7 we'll certainly try to track it down with the 

8 applicant.  So I think you'll find, if there's one 

9 thing that there's an adequate quantity of, even in 

10 advance of the EIS, is a great deal of detailed 

11 information on the project.  The EIS website is 

12 CHPExpressEIS.org.  So that's C-H-P-E-X-P-R-E-S-S-E-I-

13 S dot org.  And if you pick up a copy of the Federal 

14 Fegister notice in the back of the room, it's in that 

15 Federal Register notice. I made sure to advertise it 

16 as broadly as we could, and I think I also made sure 

17 that we included it in all our newspaper ads.  So we 

18 are striving very hard to keep this process open.  And 

19 that's, of course, why I said earlier, we're having as 

20 many as seven public meetings and also providing the 

21 45-day open comment period.  In the past we've been 

22 more inclined to hold the scoping period down to only 
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1 30 days.  So we're making great efforts toward 

2 openness. 

3           The next speaker I have on the list is 

4 Hayley Mauskapf? 

5           MS. MAUSKAPF:  As I said, my name is Hayley 

6 Mauskapf.  I'm an environmental advocacy associate 

7 with Scenic Hudson, a 47-year-old nonprofit 

8 environmental organization and separately incorporated 

9 land trust, dedicated to protecting and enhancing the 

10 scenic, natural, historic, agricultural and 

11 recreational treasurers of the Hudson River and the 

12 Hudson Valley.  We understand and appreciate that our 

13 future depends on a shift towards clean renewable 

14 energy.  And for that reason we believe that the 

15 proposed transmission line project could have some 

16 potential positive environmental impacts.  It could 

17 have the potential to help make the transition to a 

18 greener future, powered by clean renewable energy, 

19 would improve our air and water quality and help avert 

20 the consequences of global climate change and of sea 

21 level rise.  However, a project of this magnitude, 

22 which is unprecedented in the Hudson Valley, must be 
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1 designed and implemented in a manner that not harm the 

2 sensitive Hudson River estuary or the communities 

3 through which the power transmission lines will pass. 

4           We urge the Department of Energy to 

5 carefully assess the potential negative environmental 

6 effects of the proposed project and the EIS.  I just 

7 have a quick overview of some of our main concerns.  

8 We will also be submitting formal written comments 

9 later on.  One would be the issue of potential 

10 resuspension of PCBs in the sediments in the mid and 

11 lower Hudson River.  The proposed route specifically 

12 does avoid burying the cable on the upper Hudson where 

13 the concentration of PCBs is highest, however, there 

14 is contamination in the sediment in the mid and lower 

15 Hudson River where the power line is proposed to be 

16 laid.  Some areas of cable will be buried using 

17 methods that might be less likely to disturb the 

18 sediment, but there are areas that are going to need 

19 to be either mechanically plowed or dredged which 

20 would greatly increase the likelihood that some of 

21 that sediment is going to be disturbed. 

22           The recent suspension of PCBs would not only 
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1 impact wildlife and aquatic species but also would 

2 impact human health.  In addition to recreational uses 

3 of the Hudson, such as swimming boating and fishing, 

4 there are several communities that have drinking water 

5 on the river in areas where the cable is supposed to 

6 be installed. 

7           Also, the Hudson River and its surrounding 

8 tidal wetlands are habitat to a number of sensitive 

9 species, including some that are protected by federal 

10 and state law, including Shortnose sturgeon, Atlantic 

11 sturgeon and bald eagle.  We believe that the 

12 potential detrimental effects of the construction, 

13 installation and maintenance of the cable on aquatic 

14 resources and wildlife must be thoroughly evaluated, 

15 and especially the potential cumulative impact of the 

16 construction, installation and operation. 

17           The impact of the siting and installation on 

18 subaquatic vegetation near shore marine habitat and 

19 riverfront riparian habitat as well as potential 

20 shoreline erosion and destruction of wetlands should 

21 be evaluated.  The potential of the installation 

22 process to possibly spread invasive species in the 
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1 river should be investigated, as well. 

2           In addition, the EIS must address the 

3 effects of each permanent alteration affecting habitat 

4 in those areas where riprap or concrete mats are going 

5 to be placed over the cable.  We also believe the EIS 

6 must evaluate how the electromagnetic field and 

7 thermal effects of the cable could affect sensitive 

8 aquatic species, including the segment of the 

9 transmission line downstream from the converter 

10 station, along which the AC current will flow which 

11 increases potential impacts of the EMF. 

12           Finally, while we understand the potential 

13 economic benefits that the proposed converter station 

14 here in Yonkers could potentially bring to the city, 

15 we believe every effort to be made to ensure that the 

16 converter station is designed in a manner and sited in 

17 a manner that contributes to, rather than stifles, the 

18 successes building from the recent revitalization on 

19 the downtown waterfront.  The developer proposed this 

20 site near Wells Avenue and Alexander Street, which is 

21 within the area covered by the Alexander Street master 

22 plan.  This area is also near Yonkers Station and ripe 
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1 for development with transit-oriented uses. The master 

2 plan includes a vibrant new waterfront of residences, 

3 businesses and open spaces, to promote a pedestrian 

4 cyclist friendly streetscape, and to increase public 

5 access by foot and by vehicle into this area. 

6           The construction of the proposed converter 

7 station, which is an industrial facility taking up 

8 approximately three acres of land which will then be 

9 devoid of these public uses, could reflect on the 

10 redevelopment effort. 

11           So Scenic Hudson urges that the EIS evaluate 

12 the effects the proposed converter station will have 

13 on the land use goals of the city, and consider viable 

14 alternatives for the design and the siting of the 

15 converter station.  One potential alternative site 

16 that we had identified, I believe, was also brought up 

17 by Mr. Lesnick before, the old Glenwood Power Station.  

18 And if no other viable alternative can be identified, 

19 another possibility would be to construct retail 

20 and/or office space that would wrap around parts of 

21 the converter station facing south and west in order 

22 to activate the street and generate pedestrian uses in 
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1 conformance with the master plan.  This way the 

2 converter station could further the goals of the plan 

3 and avoid the creation of areas devoid of retail and 

4 commercial activity. 

5           Scenic Hudson seeks to find creative 

6 solutions to the impact associated with large 

7 utilities on prime real estate and downtown on 

8 waterfront that could otherwise be used for transit-

9 oriented development.  In addition, the visual impact 

10 of the converter station should be assessed and the 

11 visual impact mitigated.  A thorough visual analysis 

12 determining places from which the converter station 

13 could be seen should be prepared.  This should include 

14 a computer-generated visual simulation in order to 

15 understand how the converter station would look from 

16 various important vantage points.  We hope that these 

17 comments will inform the Department of Energy's EIS 

18 and that the EIS will allow Scenic Hudson and the 

19 other intervening parties to better understand the 

20 scale of any potential environmental impacts it could 

21 have.  Thanks for the opportunity to present comments 

22 and we'll be submitting formal written comments at a 
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1 later date. 

2           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much. Visual 

3 impacts are an integral part of the EIS analysis, and 

4 we'll certainly be looking at exactly the issues that 

5 you've raised, so thank you for that. 

6           Next name I have is it Susan, L-E-I-F-E-R. 

7           MS. LEIFER:  That's correct. 

8           DR. PELL:  Thank you.  Susan Leifer. 

9           MS. LEIFER:  Thank you, Dr. Pell.  I know 

10 one of the possibilities of an EIS is a no-build 

11 possibility, and I've just been reading that oil and 

12 gas get 36 billion in subsidies and incentives and 

13 perks.  And my question is, when is our stimulus money 

14 going to end up in New York State for the benefit of 

15 New York State.  This is a proposal to export our 

16 energy from a dam that has not been built yet, a 

17 thousand miles away, that does not meet sustainable 

18 criteria because it floods, that's a detriment to its 

19 community, in terms of environmental justice.  And I 

20 would like us to spend the money in New York State 

21 with a sustainable wind solar retrofit conservation 

22 smart grids.  And this would give us many thousands of 
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1 jobs instead of the 200 or so that are projected from 

2 this.  And what I'd like to know is, when is our tax 

3 money going to benefit us?  The oil and gas companies 

4 get our tax money.  The banks get our tax money.  This 

5 is stimulus money that's supposed to go to benefit New 

6 York State.  And so my proposal is a no-build.  We can 

7 use solar and wind locally.  It does not have to go a 

8 thousand miles up to Canada and come back to us. 

9           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Ms. Leifer. And as a 

10 matter of fact, you are correct.  We do look at the 

11 no-action alternative, as we call it, which is 

12 essentially the no-build alternative.  But again, let 

13 me clarify.  There are no federal funds supporting 

14 this project.  There is an application to a separate 

15 office of the Department of Energy for a loan 

16 guarantee, which does involve stimulus funds, that's 

17 totally independent of the Presidential permit process 

18 that I'm personally involved in. That's an entirely 

19 different process that overlaps my process only to the 

20 extent that they would both use the Environmental 

21 Impact Statement.  But there are no tax dollars being 

22 used to build this project. As a matter of fact, in 
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1 terms of detail, the cost of the Environmental Impact 

2 Statement is borne by the applicant.  Your tax dollars 

3 are not paying for this analysis either.  So you may 

4 want to know that. 

5           Next speaker is George Klein with Sierra 

6 Club Lower Hudson Group. 

7           MR. KLEIN:  Thank you, Dr. Pell.  The Lower 

8 Hudson Group of the Sierra Club covers Westchester 

9 County, Putnam and Rockland County.  And we have 

10 thousands of members distributed over these counties.  

11 The Sierra Club itself is America's oldest 

12 environmental organization, and we have many issues 

13 that we pursue at once, at any given time.  We ask you 

14 to consider in this scope -- in the scoping, that this 

15 project perpetuates reliance on a traditional type of 

16 energy, and thereby helps us fail to encourage 

17 domestic renewable energy sources which is what we 

18 urgently need to combat climate change. This is a 

19 negative impact because it does not help us in 

20 stimulating renewable energy, in creating markets for 

21 renewable energy, technologies or bringing costs down 

22 by building scale, as soon as possible.  So it's not 
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1 in the public interest. 

2           The project will encourage dam-powered 

3 hydro, which is not defined as a renewable energy 

4 source for purposes of New York State's renewable 

5 portfolio standard.  Other types of hydro, free-

6 flowing hydro, are considered renewable sources for 

7 the RPS.  Enabling the purchase of energy from outside 

8 the state is bad for the state's balance of payments, 

9 long term, and bad for the U.S. balance of payments.  

10 The socioeconomic impact of this is fewer jobs in New 

11 York State than would result from domestic energy 

12 production, especially renewables.  So the project 

13 from that perspective is not in the public interest.  

14 So please consider these potential impacts as you 

15 define the project's scope.  Thank you. 

16           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Mr. Klein.  Are we 

17 looking forward to receiving anything from you in 

18 writing? 

19           MR. KLEIN:  Yes. 

20           DR. PELL:  Next speaker is Tarantelli; is 

21 that correct? 

22           MR. TARANTELLI:  Yes. 
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1           DR. PELL:  I'm sorry, I can't make out your 

2 first name. 

3           MR. TARANTELLI:  Richard. 

4           DR. PELL:  Richard, okay. 

5           MR. TARANTELLI:  Thank you, Dr. Pell. 

6           DR. PELL:  Thank you. 

7           MR. TARANTELLI:  My main concern is bringing 

8 another energy company through the City of Yonkers.  

9 We're living in like a nightmare with Con Edison.  I 

10 live up on Kingston Avenue, and for the past 11 years 

11 that I've lived there they've been digging, making 

12 noise, we've had two explosions recently, it's been a 

13 total disaster for the community.  And that is like my 

14 concern of the safety factor of this project.  I'd 

15 like to know more about it.  When it gets to its final 

16 destination in the Hudson, at Yonkers, where does it 

17 go from there, how does it go from there.  I hope to 

18 God it doesn't go by land up to any other Con Edison 

19 power station around my neighborhood, because we're 

20 really frustrated with the power authority for the 

21 last 11 years, like I say, it's been hell, you know. 

22 That's my concern.  And I hope you choose to put this 
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1 in another place, other than Yonkers.  Yonkers for 

2 some reason, is always getting dumped on.  And it's 

3 unfair for the people here who are paying fairly high 

4 taxes and they're going to go up.  We're paying more 

5 money and getting less.  So I would appreciate, you 

6 know, if you could think of putting this project in 

7 another location, other than Yonkers.  And thank you, 

8 Dr. Pell. 

9           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much.  As noted 

10 earlier, we do look at alternatives, so we'll 

11 certainly take a look at your comments. 

12           That completes the people whose names I had 

13 as speakers.  And now it's open to anybody that would 

14 like to speak, all you have to do is raise your hand 

15 and come on up. 

16           Sir, if you would be kind enough to take the 

17 mike and tell us who you are. 

18           MR. SCHNEIDER:  I'm Cliff Schneider, and I'm 

19 the executive director of Beczak Environmental 

20 Educational Center. 

21           DR. PELL:  Can I trouble you to spell both 

22 your last name and the name of the center. 
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1           MR. SCHNEIDER:  Schneider, S-C-H-N-E-I-D-E-

2 R.  I filled out a yellow sheet there, but not to 

3 speak. 

4           DR. PELL:  That's why I don't have it. 

5           MR. SCHNEIDER:  And it's B-E-C-Z-A-K. I'm 

6 sorry, I don't have any prepared notes, but I just 

7 found out about this later today -- earlier today.  We 

8 have an environmental center and I've worked with 

9 almost all the groups in the room at one point or 

10 another, Scenic Hudson helped develop us. We work with 

11 the City Council.  We work with the planning 

12 department.  And right where this is projected to come 

13 in the options are kind of limited.  And we have a 2.2 

14 acre park right at the point where this is projected 

15 to enter into Yonkers. And there's been a lot of 

16 planning, as mentioned earlier, with the Alexander 

17 Street development and it doesn't seem like this fits 

18 into anybody's plan, anybody's zoning, anybody's 

19 discussions, about the future of what's supposed to be 

20 happening down there.  I would like to know -- I guess 

21 if I go to the website that you mentioned, they'll 

22 have more specific details, but is it in enough detail 
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1 that shows exactly where this is planned to come into 

2 Yonkers?  We've heard where it's planned on being 

3 located, but you're sort of limited as to -- unless 

4 you want to go through brand new high-rise apartment 

5 buildings or my 2.2 acres of park or one street that 

6 has a straight shot into that.  So I'm concerned about 

7 that for my own self interest and my motives. But I'm 

8 also concerned about, there's a lot of recreational 

9 activity that takes place in this exact spot.  And 

10 it's not the kind of thing that’s going to show up in 

11 any studies or any evaluations or anything, but it's 

12 one of the oldest paddle rowing clubs in the country, 

13 and it's exactly at this location where it's projected 

14 to be entering.  And my last sort of question is, as 

15 much as I can agree with the previous speaker about 

16 the disruption of Con Ed on our streets and the havoc 

17 that it's raised in this town for years and years and 

18 years.  Seems like they dig up one street and they 

19 bury it and it's just a series of potholes and then it 

20 gets paved up and then they decide another project and 

21 rip it all up again.  So I'm worried about, what's 

22 this going to do for the commercial trade on the 
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1 Hudson River?  I don't know how a project this large -

2 - that there's now a lot of really interesting barge 

3 traffic and recreational traffic and everything.  So 

4 does this disrupt barge traffic and commercial 

5 shipping that is going up and down the Hudson River?  

6 What's it do to recreational people while it's being 

7 done?  And if it's all approved, how long does it 

8 take?  I guess, I'll read all that in the guidelines.  

9 But it's really important to say that there's a lot of 

10 little people that depend on the Hudson River, and I 

11 hope they'll look at them, because you're not going to 

12 have many people that are speaking for them.  So thank 

13 you. 

14           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Mr. Schneider. We do 

15 look at recreational impacts, as a matter of fact.  So 

16 we will be considering your comments in that regard.  

17 If you have any details that you would like to provide 

18 subsequent to today in writing we would sure 

19 appreciate that. 

20           Anybody else?  Come on, don't be shy, we're 

21 all friends here.  Nobody?  I'll tell you what, if 

22 you're really sure nobody else wants to talk, we'll go 
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1 off the record.  I'll ask Debbie, our stenographer to 

2 stay with us a little bit longer in case somebody 

3 suddenly changes their mind. 

4           It's about 8:30 now.  We'll hang around just 

5 a little bit in case you want to talk to any of us in 

6 person.  That includes me, the Transmission 

7 Developer's people and our contractors that are 

8 preparing the EIS.  Those are the gentlemen that have 

9 been manning the registration desk.  And I just want 

10 you to know, this has been a very productive and 

11 useful meeting.  And the sum total of which has been 

12 bringing to our attention a number of substantive 

13 issues that we will look at.  So your being here 

14 tonight has been very worthwhile and we appreciate 

15 that.  Thank you very much and good night. 

16           (Wherein the proceedings concluded at 8:45 

17 p.m.)  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  





CHPE July 13, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 1

1   DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

2                 PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

3                             

4 ------------------------------------------------------ 

5          CHAMPLAIN HUDSON POWER EXPRESS, INC. 

6               TRANSMISSION LINE PROPOSAL 

7 ------------------------------------------------------ 

8  

9         Taken at Holiday Inn, 503 Washington Avenue, 

10 Kingston, New York, on July 13, 2010, commencing at 

11 7:35 p.m. 

12  

13 BEFORE:  JERRY PELL, PhD, CCM, U.S. Department of 

14 Energy 1000 Independence Avenue, SW Washington, DC  

15 20585 

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  



CHPE July 13, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 2

1                  P R O C E E D I N G S 

2                                             (7:35 p.m.) 

3 BY DR. PELL: 

4       Good evening.  If we're all ready, I'd like to 

5 start. 

6       I'll tell you a little bit about who I am first, 

7 tell you a little bit about myself so you know who the 

8 guy is behind the mic.  I'm Jerry Pell, an 

9 Environmental Scientist, and I'm the Project Manager 

10 for this particular project. I've been with the 

11 Department of Energy for 34 years, and the reason I 

12 haven't retired is because I still enjoy meetings just 

13 like this one, and as long as I keep having fun, I'm 

14 not going to retire.  I've been doing environment and 

15 energy work of one kind or another for 40 years, 

16 everything from anthracite to wind, including global 

17 warming, and now transmission line projects just like 

18 this one. 

19       The proposed project is not a Department of 

20 Energy project.  I want that clear from the outset.  

21 The project is proposed to us by Transmission 

22 Developers, Incorporated, of which Don Jessome here is 
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1 the President, and he will be telling you a little bit 

2 about the project shortly. 

3       It requires what we call a Presidential permit, 

4 which is actually a requirement that was initiated 

5 about 50 years ago by a White House Executive Order.  

6 And the permit is required whenever a transmission 

7 line wishes to cross the international border either 

8 from Canada into the United States or from Mexico into 

9 the United States -- and of course in this case, it's 

10 from Canada. 

11       When the Federal Government has to issue a 

12 permit or consider issuing a permit, that triggers the 

13 National Environmental Policy Act -- NEPA, as many of 

14 you know, is the abbreviation -- and under NEPA, there 

15 are several levels of environmental review depending 

16 on the project. The Environmental Impact Statement or 

17 EIS, which is the type of review we're doing for 

18 Champlain Hudson, is the most comprehensive, 

19 exhaustive environmental assessment there is, and it 

20 literally embraces the entire spectrum of potential 

21 impacts, good and bad, including issues like 

22 environmental justice, socioeconomic impacts, purpose 
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1 and need, et cetera -- and alternatives, cumulative 

2 impacts. 

3       And that brings me to the reason we're here 

4 tonight.  We're having seven of these meetings, of 

5 which this is the third one now.  We had one in 

6 Bridgeport, Connecticut, then in Manhattan -- sorry, 

7 this is the fourth one.  You lose track after a while.  

8 Yonkers last night, now here in Kingston.  Tomorrow we 

9 go on to Albany, then Glens Falls, then finally 

10 Plattsburgh.  So what we're trying to do is give 

11 people along the entire route an opportunity to meet 

12 with us and to help us define the scope of the EIS, 

13 and make sure if there are issues that you are 

14 concerned about, that we know about them and include 

15 them in our analysis.  So the reason we're here 

16 tonight is to obtain your input as to what we should 

17 be looking at in the  content of the EIS. 

18       This will culminate in a scoping report -- which 

19 is not actually required by NEPA, but which we do 

20 because I think it's a valuable document -- that will 

21 summarize the comments that we've received during the 

22 seven meetings and during the open comment period 
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1 which closes on August 2nd. And of course, I'm 

2 expecting that we will be obtaining comments in 

3 writing either electronically or by mail between now 

4 and the August 2nd deadline.  It doesn't matter how 

5 your comments come in, whether you speak here tonight 

6 or mail them to me or e-mail them to me, your comments 

7 receive equal weight no matter how they're received.  

8 But that scoping report will summarize the comments 

9 that did come in over the seven meetings.  That will 

10 be a public document, it will be on our website, and 

11 if you subscribe to our website mailing list, you will 

12 get a notice advising you that the report is on the 

13 web and is now available. 

14       That's essentially the calm before the storm.  

15 The really large product is the draft Environmental 

16 Impact Statement itself, which will come out sometime 

17 thereafter, and that will be the document that now you 

18 can comment on in terms of actually reviewing our look 

19 at the impacts. And there will be a series of meetings 

20 just like this one, but at that time you'll actually 

21 have an opportunity to review our analysis.  And those 

22 comments that you provide to us at that point will 
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1 shape the final Environmental Impact Statement.  And 

2 in the process, we also produce a comment and response 

3 document which identifies your comments and how we 

4 dealt with things. 

5       So it's an extremely transparent, open public 

6 process.  Everything we say and do is available to 

7 everyone else and it's on the Internet and freely 

8 available. 

9       So that's basically the essence of why we're 

10 here.  I have a list of several people that have asked 

11 to speak, I will take them in order. Then after that, 

12 I will open the floor to anybody who has any thoughts 

13 they wish to add, and we will not adjourn until 

14 everyone has had a chance to say their piece. 

15       But first, Don Jessome has some information to 

16 share about the project itself.  

17 BY MR. JESSOME: 

18       Thank you Dr. Pell.  As Dr. Pell mentioned, my 

19 name is Don Jessome.  I'm President and CEO of 

20 Transmission Developers, Inc., who is a proponent 

21 looking to develop this project. 

22       The project's name is the Champlain Hudson Power 
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1 Express project.  And when we first started to develop 

2 this project, it was a 2,000-megawatt project, 1,000 

3 into New York City and 1,000 into southwest 

4 Connecticut. 

5       The first statement I'd like to make is on July 

6 6, we made a public announcement that we were no 

7 longer developing the Connecticut portion of this 

8 line.  So the impacts at this point in time are only 

9 with respect to the New York component of the project, 

10 as we're no longer developing the 1,000 megawatts over 

11 southwest Connecticut. 

12       So the project is an HVDC or high voltage direct 

13 current transmission project that's interconnecting 

14 Canada to its New York City marketplace, 1,000 

15 megawatts.  And just in general terms, 1,000 megawatts 

16 represents approximately a million residential homes 

17 in terms of the energy usage.  So it's a fairly 

18 significant project in terms of size.  However, to 

19 also put it in perspective, the New York State 

20 marketplace is about 35,000 megawatts in terms of 

21 total capacity, so although it's a large project, it's 

22 one of very many projects that are already in the 
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1 State of New York. 

2       The project is what we call bipole, 1,000 

3 megawatt bipole.  There are two cables.  Each cable 

4 carries 500 megawatts.  The cables are approximately 

5 five inches in diameter.  And all the information I'm 

6 providing to you here is available on our website, and 

7 certainly there are information packages over there, 

8 and we have to go through a very rigorous 

9 environmental permitting process through the Article 7 

10 process and Public Service Commission.  So all of this 

11 is available and we encourage people to sign up for 

12 our website to get all this information. 

13       The cables themselves will interconnect with a 

14 Hydro-Québec's transmission system at the border, it 

15 will come down to the Richelieu River, and the cables 

16 are physically buried in the waterways I'm talking 

17 about.  They're buried approximately 3 feet below the 

18 sediment level. They're buried for one reason:  To 

19 protect the cables against anchors, and that's the 

20 most important reason we bury them.  The two cables 

21 will come down the Richelieu River into Lake Champlain 

22 into the Hudson River.  They come down as far as Glens 
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1 Falls, then we come out of the waterway, still buried, 

2 go onto the CP railway line, and go around the Capital 

3 District and onto the CSX railway line.  The reason we 

4 do that is we're avoiding the PCB dredging area that 

5 is in the Hudson River.  It's something we're 

6 obviously concerned about from an environmental 

7 perspective, and we found an alternative route and 

8 felt that that was appropriate for that area. We come 

9 back into the Hudson River at Coeymans, down into the 

10 Hudson to Yonkers, where we'll build a converter 

11 station.  A converter station just takes AC -- or in 

12 this case, DC power, and converts it back into AC 

13 power.  All of the lights and other equipment that we 

14 use today are AC power.  And two cables will go out 

15 back down into either a ConEd or a NYPA 

16 interconnection point in New York City.  We're 

17 currently studying four different locations where we 

18 can interconnect, but it's narrowing very quickly. 

19       That transmission project is a $1.9 billion 

20 project, and we're actually going to be going out for 

21 bids very shortly in early August to firm up the cost 

22 of the project. 
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1       You know, a lot of people ask how do we pay for 

2 this project.  The easy answer is it's the shippers on 

3 the line, so this is a little different model than 

4 other transmission projects. We actually go out and 

5 find customers who are interested in shipping their 

6 power on our line. So as transmission line developers, 

7 we never actually own the electricity, we simply 

8 transport it.  We're like the truck that takes it from 

9 the manufacturing facility down to the retail 

10 customer.  We never actually own the electricity in 

11 between.  So our job is to have a transmission line 

12 that connects generation to load in a safe, secure, 

13 and environmentally respectful manner. 

14       I appreciate the opportunity to hear your 

15 comments this evening, and as Dr. Pell said, I will be 

16 here all evening and happy to take questions once the 

17 formal proceeding is over.  

18 BY DR. PELL: 

19       Thank you very much, Don.  While Don was 

20 speaking, it gave me a chance to think about what else 

21 I might mention to you.  A couple of things. There is 

22 a DOE website separate from Don's website which is 
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1 specifically for the preparation of the Environmental 

2 Impact Statement.  And it's in the notice which is at 

3 the registration desk, and I'll tell it to you again, 

4 it's chpexpresseis.org.  All of our environmental 

5 documents will be on that site, and the two sites 

6 actually are linked together, so if you go to one site 

7 you can easily get to the other.  That's done 

8 deliberately as a convenience to you so you can see 

9 everything that's out there that's in the public 

10 domain.  And our website actually also gives you a 

11 link to the State of New York Public Service 

12 Commission, because the applicant has filed a major 

13 document with the PSC, and this will take you directly 

14 to that site as well.  So there's a great deal of 

15 material for you to read, and also there's a link to 

16 our Department of Energy Presidential permit site that 

17 provides the original application that was filed by 

18 TDI for a Presidential permit.  So as I said earlier, 

19 it's all there for you to peruse at your convenience. 

20       This is not a DOE Environmental Impact Statement 

21 alone.  We have four cooperating agencies that are 

22 partners with us in the preparation of the document 
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1 and that intend to use this same document for their 

2 own regulatory purposes.  They include the U.S. Army 

3 Corps of Engineers; the United States Environmental 

4 Protection Agency Region 2, which is headquartered in 

5 Manhattan; and two other State of New York agencies: 

6 the Public Service Commission, and the Department of 

7 Environmental Conservation.  So there are five bodies 

8 involved in the preparation of this document.  It's 

9 conceivable before too much time elapses that other 

10 agencies could join as well, because the process does 

11 provide for governmental agencies to request 

12 cooperating agency status if they have special 

13 expertise in the subject. 

14       So I think that pretty much covers most of the 

15 things I could tell you.  Of course, if I think of 

16 anything else, I will do so. 

17       Now I'm going to move to the actual presentation 

18 of comments themselves.  And the first speaker tonight 

19 is a State Senator from the 42nd District of New York, 

20 John Bonacic.  

21 BY SENATOR BONACIC: 

22       Thank you.  I'll be brief.  I want to thank you, 
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1 Dr. Pell, for coming, and I'd like to thank Mr. 

2 Jessome for being here and making the brief 

3 presentation. 

4       I just have a few questions, just so I can 

5 become more educated.  We had a bad experience with 

6 the NYRI line, which had eight counties very upset 

7 with hurting property values, blight on the land, and 

8 increasing the energy rates had that project gone 

9 forward.  I know that this will not affect property 

10 values, I know it's not going to hurt the blight on 

11 the land.  My question specifically was the impact on 

12 utility rates for the people living outside the City 

13 of New York. And I had the opportunity to speak to Mr. 

14 Jessome privately.  His generic answer is that there 

15 would be a tendency to be downward, but that is a 

16 decision within the jurisdiction of the Public Service 

17 Commission.  So far so good?  

18 BY DR. PELL: 

19       So far so good.  

20 BY SENATOR BONACIC: 

21       How did you decide the capacity for this line to 

22 enhance 1 million residents in Manhattan, and what 
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1 percentage of the City's needs would this cable line 

2 take care of, if you know?  

3 BY DR. PELL: 

4       Mr. Bonacic, this is not intended to be a Q and 

5 A, but let me add, they are fair questions and they 

6 should be directed to Don Jessome.  And like I said, 

7 he's going to be here after the formal taking of 

8 comments is completed, so please avail yourself of 

9 him.  I do not have those answers.  

10 BY SENATOR BONACIC: 

11       Last but not least, I like the idea of hydro and 

12 wind coming out of Canada.  Will there always be an 

13 endless supply that this transporting of energy will 

14 always have the capacity to feed the City?  

15 BY DR. PELL: 

16       Again, I am not familiar with the precise 

17 sources of power that Mr. Jessome hopes to deliver.  

18 Since the sources are in Canada, we do not look at 

19 them in any great detail from my vantage point in the 

20 DOE.  Again, that's a fair question and Don's the guy 

21 to answer it.  

22 BY SENATOR BONACIC: 



CHPE July 13, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 15

1       This may be a stupid question...  

2 BY DR. PELL: 

3       There are no stupid questions.  

4 BY SENATOR BONACIC: 

5       When you put a line in the Hudson River, you're 

6 still above the ground, the cable itself, or is it 

7 under the ground under the river?  

8 BY DR. PELL: 

9       It's submerged beneath the surface except where 

10 there are rock outcrops that cannot be dredged, in 

11 which case they'd place a concrete blanket or 

12 something similar over the cable.  The cable is never 

13 exposed, because if it's exposed, then you run the 

14 risk of the cable being snagged by a ship's anchor, 

15 and that would be very serious damage.  

16 BY SENATOR BONACIC: 

17       So it's protected.  Thank you very much.  

18 BY DR. PELL: 

19       Thank you very much for joining us this evening, 

20 Mr. Bonacic.  The next gentleman was also with us 

21 yesterday in Yonkers, Phillip Musegaas.  Tell us who 

22 you're with, please.  
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1 BY MR. MUSEGAAS: 

2       I'm here representing Riverkeeper.  Thank you, 

3 Dr. Pell. 

4       What I'd like to do is give an overview of what 

5 our written comments are going to be focused on.  Just 

6 to start, so everyone knows what Riverkeeper is, we 

7 are a member-supported environmental organization, 

8 non-profit organization that has been working for over 

9 40 years to protect the ecological integrity of the 

10 Hudson River and Hudson River Valley and Hudson River 

11 watershed.  So, as a result, of course, the proposal 

12 to put the cable in the Hudson River is of great 

13 interest to us. 

14       I have four quick comments to make, and these 

15 are basically requests for assessments of these 

16 particular impacts, environmental impacts.  The first 

17 one has to do with the alternatives analysis under 

18 NEPA.  We would request that the Department of Energy 

19 take a hard look at particularly two aspects of the 

20 alternatives, and the first one is the route of the 

21 cable.  We know as Don Jessome described that a 

22 portion of the cable route will be run under the 
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1 railroad right-of-way to avoid the GE PCB dredging 

2 site, and we would like to have a full examination of 

3 an alternative that looks at running the entire cable 

4 under the land, under the railroad right-of-way, 

5 comparing the environmental impacts of that to the 

6 impacts of running the cable in the river. 

7       The second alternative analysis would be dealing 

8 with the converter station location.  I believe the 

9 primary proposal is for the Yonkers site to be the 

10 site of the converter station.  We would ask that the 

11 alternative of, I believe, the Astoria, Queens 

12 converter station be looked at very carefully. 

13       Second, in terms of the disturbance of habitat 

14 in the Hudson River, assuming the primary proposal of 

15 running the cable in the Hudson would go forward, 

16 looking at the disturbance particularly of designated 

17 sensitive habitat for fish species and other wildlife.  

18 The Hudson River has several areas that are very 

19 important ecologically that are designated either by 

20 Federal or State agencies as essential fish habitat or 

21 significant coastal fish and wildlife habitat, and we 

22 know that the cable has to run through some of these.  
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1 We know that there are some efforts to mitigate some 

2 of the impacts, but we really urge the agency to take 

3 a very, very careful look at the methods that are 

4 going to be proposed for mitigating the impact to 

5 these areas.  The Hudson River is a very biologically 

6 diverse and productive area, but fish species are 

7 under great duress.  Many fish species are in decline 

8 in the river from a variety of impacts and sources, 

9 and we don't want to see an additional source of 

10 stress and source of disturbance to these sensitive 

11 habitats. 

12       Third, we would like to see a complete 

13 assessment of the effects of the dredging itself so 

14 any re-suspension of sediment in the Hudson River, 

15 particularly sediments that contain contaminants like 

16 PCBs and pollution that have accumulated over time in 

17 the Hudson River.  You know, there are different types 

18 of dredging techniques that are proposed to be used, 

19 so we'd like to see a kind of a cumulative impact 

20 analysis of all the different dredging techniques, as 

21 well as the laying of concrete matting or other types 

22 of protective covering over the cables in general.  
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1 And then in terms of the sediments, looking at what 

2 kinds of impacts result from re-suspension settlement. 

3       Fourth, we would like to see a full review of 

4 the impacts of once the cable is installed in the 

5 river and operating, the impacts of electromagnetic 

6 fields basically in two areas: one for the HVDC cable.  

7 We know there's not a typical EMF field produced like 

8 there is with an AC cable, but we would still like to 

9 see a full literature review and analysis of if there 

10 are any impacts to fish species, and particularly to 

11 fish migration and fish spawning patterns and habits.  

12 And then, with the section of AC cable that's proposed 

13 for , I believe, the Harlem and East River going from 

14 the converter station to the substation, we would like 

15 to see a full analysis of those impacts as well from 

16 that EMF field. 

17         And we will be submitting more detailed 

18 written comments by the August 2nd deadline. Thank you 

19 very much.  

20 BY DR. PELL: 

21       Thank you very much, Phillip.  It's probably 

22 worth mentioning the difference between AC and DC.  
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1 Your car battery is a DC device, direct current 

2 device.  Your flashlight battery is direct current.  

3 Your wall outlet is an AC current device, alternating 

4 current device.  The difference is, if you were to put 

5 a voltmeter or gauge on the device, on a direct 

6 current device, the meter would go up to the level of 

7 the voltage and then just continue straight across.  

8 With alternating current, if it were a good enough 

9 meter or oscilloscope, you would see that the current 

10 actually goes in a 60-cycle sine wave. In an altering 

11 current situation, when you do have electromagnetic 

12 fields, in other words, the current does generate both 

13 a magnetic and an electric field.  In a direct current 

14 situation, there is no magnetic field generated, but 

15 there does remain an electric field.  So I just 

16 thought I'd mention that by way of clarification. 

17       Also, with regard to fish and wildlife in 

18 general, I suspect we'll be doing consultations with 

19 the Fish and Wildlife Service specifically on that 

20 subject.  We will probably find ourselves doing a 

21 biological assessment, and if that's the case, we will 

22 then request a formal biological opinion from the Fish 
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1 and Wildlife Service.  So this area will be given 

2 appropriate scrutiny. 

3       I'd like to move onto Hayley Mauskapf with the 

4 Scenic Hudson.  

5 BY MS. MAUSKAPF: 

6       Thank you, Dr. Pell. 

7       As you said, my name is Hayley Mauskapf, I'm 

8 with Scenic Hudson, and by way of introduction, we're 

9 a 47-year-old non-profit environmental organization 

10 and a separately incorporated land trust.  We're 

11 dedicated to protecting and enhancing the scenic, 

12 natural, historic, agricultural, ecological, and 

13 recreational treasures of the Hudson River and its 

14 valley. 

15       We understand and appreciate that our future 

16 relies on a shift towards clean, renewable energy, and 

17 for that reason, we believe the proposed project could 

18 possibly have some positive environmental benefits.  

19 It could have the potential to help make the 

20 transition to a greater future powered by a more 

21 clean, renewable energy, which could therefore help 

22 improve our air and water quality and avert the 
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1 consequences of global climate change. 

2       However, any project of this magnitude, which is 

3 unprecedented in the Hudson Valley, needs to be 

4 designed and implemented in a manner that's not going 

5 to harm the sensitive Hudson River estuary or the 

6 communities through which the transmission lines will 

7 pass.  Therefore, we urge the Department of Energy to 

8 carefully assess the potential negative environmental 

9 effects in the EIS. 

10       I'm just going to go over a few of the main 

11 concerns that we have, which we will expand upon later 

12 in written comments.  The Hudson River, from Hudson 

13 Falls to Manhattan, has been designated a superfund 

14 site due to the PCBs that were dumped into the river 

15 by GE, and they remain on the river bottom as far as 

16 we know.  And the proposed route for the transmission 

17 line as Don said, avoids the area in the upper Hudson 

18 where the dredging has begun and where the 

19 concentration of PCBs is greatest.  However, the EIS 

20 needs to address the potential for re-suspension of 

21 PCBs and other contaminants in the mid and lower 

22 Hudson River due to the burying of cable in that 
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1 contaminated sediment and the process for installing 

2 that cable.  While some areas of cable are going to be 

3 buried by methods which might be less likely to 

4 greatly stir up sediment, other areas are going to 

5 need to be mechanically plowed or dredged, which will 

6 significantly increase this risk.  The EIS should also 

7 investigate and analyze the method by which TDI is 

8 going to determine which method of burial to use in 

9 which area. 

10       The re-suspension of PCBs and other contaminants 

11 would not only affect wildlife and aquatic species, 

12 but also human health.  In addition to the 

13 recreational uses of the Hudson such as swimming, 

14 boating, and fishing, there are several communities 

15 that still have drinking water intake along the 

16 Hudson, which includes Rhinebeck, Port Ewen, and 

17 Poughkeepsie. 

18       On to effects on sensitive species and habitat 

19 in the Hudson River.  We know that the Hudson River 

20 and surrounding tidal wetlands are home to a number of 

21 sensitive species, including species protected by 

22 Federal and State law, including short-nosed sturgeon, 
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1 Atlantic sturgeon, and the bald eagle.  We believe the 

2 potential detrimental effects of the project on 

3 aquatic resources and wildlife need to be thoroughly 

4 evaluated, and especially the cumulative impact of the 

5 installation, the operation, and then later on, for 30 

6 or 50 years of maintenance of the cable. 

7       The impact of the siting and installation of the 

8 cable on subaquatic vegetation, the New York marine 

9 habitat, and the riverfront riparian habitat, as well 

10 as a potential for shoreline erosion and the 

11 destruction of wetlands during the installation of the 

12 cable needs to be evaluated.  And also the potential 

13 for the installation process to possibly spread to 

14 some of the invasive species that we've seen over the 

15 past several years.  

16 BY DR. PELL: 

17       Excuse me, Hayley, let me interrupt.  What 

18 water-based species are at stake here?  

19 BY MS. MAUSKAPF: 

20       The zebra mussel is one that I know of off the 

21 top of my head, and I know there are a couple of 

22 aquatic plant species whose names I don't remember, 
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1 but we will be listing them specifically in our formal 

2 written comments.  

3 BY DR. PELL: 

4       Thank you.  Great.  

5 BY MS. MAUSKAPF: 

6       Also one thing we're particularly concerned 

7 about would be would be what would amount to the 

8 permanent alteration of the habitat in those areas as 

9 we mentioned where concrete matting will have to be 

10 placed over the cable rather than having it buried. 

11       We also urge that the EIS evaluate how the 

12 electromagnetic field and thermal effects of the cable 

13 might affect the sensitive aquatic species, especially 

14 including the segment of the alternating current 

15 downstream from the converter station. The 

16 electromagnetic field and thermal impacts specifically 

17 on fish migration and spawning behavior should be 

18 analyzed, as well as the impact on benthic organisms 

19 and shellfish, as their habitat is obviously much 

20 closer to where the cable will be buried. 

21       We also urge that the EIS thoroughly evaluate 

22 the potential of the alternative routes, including the 
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1 alternative land routes, and whether any of these 

2 alternative routes might further mitigate 

3 environmental impacts to an extent more than what has 

4 been the chosen alternative. 

5       It's important that the EIS identify that on any 

6 particular segment of the river.  Depending on the 

7 characteristics of the soil, geology, and aquatic life 

8 in that particular segment of the river, the cable 

9 should be strategically sited at such a depth and in 

10 such an area in that segment where it would have the 

11 minimal environmental impact as opposed to simply 

12 putting it either in the shortest route or the easiest 

13 route. 

14       So we hope these comments will inform the 

15 Department of Energy EIS on this project, and that the 

16 EIS will then allow Scenic Hudson and other 

17 intervening and interested parties to better 

18 understand the potential impacts of the project.  

19 Thanks for the opportunity to provide comments, and we 

20 will be submitting the formal written comments by 

21 August 2nd.  

22 BY DR. PELL: 
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1       Thank you, Hayley.  We'll be looking forward to 

2 your comments.  I appreciate your being with us 

3 tonight. 

4       The next speaker is William Ovenstone.  

5 BY MR. OVENSTONE: 

6       Since the other people already mentioned what I 

7 was going to talk about, it doesn't leave me much to 

8 say.  

9 BY DR. PELL: 

10       I have every confidence in you.  

11 BY MR. OVENSTONE: 

12       There are legal questions involved in a right-

13 of-way for people who own property on the river and 

14 boatyards.  In other words, you got a cable that's 

15 nearby, will they have to pay the company for the 

16 right to drive a boat over the cable that may be near 

17 their property on the water line or boatyard, or do 

18 they have to pay an annual fee to the company or 

19 whatever? 

20       Another thing that strikes me as strange is we 

21 have tons of power transmission lines all over the 

22 place.  Why can't we upgrade a few of them instead of 
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1 playing around with the Hudson River? It's also a 

2 little crazy because the entire length of the Hudson 

3 River is an ancient earthquake fault, so let's work 

4 with the transmission lines that we have and leave the 

5 Hudson River alone. 

6       The Hudson River is our friend.  I live a mile 

7 away from there.  Thank you.  

8 BY DR. PELL: 

9       Thank you, Mr. Ovenstone.  You'll be pleased to 

10 hear we do look at seismic potential impacts and 

11 geology and quakes, and those kinds of things will be 

12 in the EIS to review. 

13       I'd like to move on now to Mr. David Laudenheim. 

14 BY MR. LAUDENHEIM: 

15       I will be sending in written comments.  

16 BY DR. PELL: 

17       Thank you.  Jurgen Wekerle, and he's with the 

18 Sierra Club.  

19 BY MR. WEKERLE: 

20       Good evening, Dr. Pell.  My name is Jurgen 

21 Wekerle, I'm conservation chair of the Ramapo-Catskill 

22 group of the Sierra Club. 
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1       The Champlain Hudson Power Express is a very 

2 impressive project.  It stands alone from traditional 

3 applications since it is a long distance transmission 

4 cable only.  As Senator Bonacic mentioned earlier, it 

5 is very similar to the NYRI project, which was a power 

6 line on towers, but it was the same principal.  It 

7 does not generate or produce electricity, nor does it 

8 serve as a utility which distributes electricity to 

9 retail customers.  This presentation is a classic 

10 example of segmentation, and that is something that 

11 the whole NEPA and the Article 7 process should 

12 acknowledge and should be a little bit more careful in 

13 terms of the source of the electricity and the end 

14 users of that electricity.  The project takes no 

15 responsibility for the supply, for the reliability, 

16 for the need, or for the end use of that electricity. 

17       It is the cumulative environmental, social, 

18 economic, public cost impacts that will both drive 

19 this project and will be driven by this project that 

20 must be examined by the EIS, not just the construction 

21 aspects in isolation of the total picture. 

22       The EIS must establish whether a need actually 



CHPE July 13, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 30

1 exists for the new source of supply to the New York 

2 City/North Jersey metro region. NEPA and Article 7 

3 both require a declaration of public need and the 

4 taking of a hard look at a full range of alternatives 

5 to any added supply. If there is no need, the no 

6 action option should prevail. 

7       As late as April of this year, the New York 

8 State Independent Systems Operators, the outfit 

9 comprised of all merchants in the field that govern 

10 the distribution of electricity throughout New York 

11 State, indicated that there was no existing or 

12 anticipated need for electricity in New York State 

13 during the next ten-year planning cycle. 

14       New York ISO has declared, however, that the 

15 priority goal for New York State is to upgrade the 

16 existing substation and distribution system of each 

17 utility and to modernize the regional grid. 

18       The EIS must evaluate the results of efficiency.  

19 An example is a closing of a plant in Rockland County 

20 further downstream on the Hudson River.  During the 

21 spring of '07, the Mirant-owned Lovett coal fired 

22 power plant located on the Hudson at Stony Point was 
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1 under a consent decree to upgrade the emission system. 

2 Instead, Lovett and Mirant petitioned to be 

3 decommissioned.  Due to the fact that the Orange and 

4 Rockland Utilities reconstructed a major local 

5 substation and power line, efficiencies were created 

6 which made up for the loss of the Lovett power 

7 production in its totality -- just the efficiency 

8 alone.  The request was granted by the Public Service 

9 Commission for decommissioning, and the plant has 

10 since been deconstructed and dismantled. 

11       The EIS must evaluate recent additions to the 

12 supply, such as the cable under Long Island Sound from 

13 Connecticut to Suffolk and Nassau Counties, and the 

14 cable across New York Harbor from New Jersey to Long 

15 Island. 

16       The EIS must evaluate the current projects in 

17 advance planning on the books here in New York right 

18 as we speak, which also probably have no need as I'm 

19 describing this scenario.  But there they are in 

20 competition, so to speak.  The Cross Hudson cable from 

21 north Jersey to mid Manhattan, the 49th Street ConEd 

22 station, has been on the books for a generation now, 
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1 has never been constructed, will get fast-tracked when 

2 the time comes, because there has been no need.  The 

3 time has not been right.  It's ready to go. 

4       The Transco gas pipeline extension through north 

5 Jersey to lower Manhattan, that's in the pipeline so 

6 to speak. 

7       The 1,000-megawatt Cricket Valley Power Plant in 

8 the Town of Dover across the Hudson just east of us 

9 here near the Connecticut border, that gas-generated 

10 power plant will feed into the ConEd transmission line 

11 that leads to the Bronx. 

12       The 630-megawatt competitive power venture power 

13 plant in the Town of Waywayanda outside of Middletown 

14 in Orange County that will feed into the Marcy-South 

15 power line. 

16       The 63-megawatts to be generated from existing 

17 New York City reservoirs in the Catskills. 

18       Cumulatively, there's an awful lot of 

19 electricity that's needed above and beyond the 

20 estimates of no additional need by ISO.  All of the 

21 projects I just mentioned use existing transmission 

22 infrastructure with little or no additional expense to 
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1 create new transmission lines. 

2       The EIS must evaluate the applicant's own New 

3 England project, the Maine Express, I believe it's 

4 called, which will transport the same sources of 

5 Québec-generated electricity by back cable to Boston 

6 and to the New England ISO.  Also, the ability of 

7 sharing that electricity with the New York State ISO 

8 must be evaluated and detailed in the EIS. 

9       The EIS must examine the full range of demand-

10 side initiatives from improved building codes and code 

11 enforcement to smart meters, which include the simple, 

12 really dated time-of-day meters to the fully digitized 

13 systems that are planned. 

14       The current heat wave in New York City is 

15 another example where ConEd has arranged through radio 

16 transmission to cut back on major building central air 

17 conditioning systems to reduce the need for the 

18 overloads, and again, that's where the problem has 

19 been identified.  The overload within the 

20 distribution, within the city limits from substations 

21 to the neighborhood distribution to the consumer. 

22       The EIS must evaluate alternate supply from 
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1 renewable sources such as programs funded by NYSERDA, 

2 the New York agency, including household solar and 

3 wind net metering projects for residences, and now 

4 that's been expanded for commercial property. 

5       The issues of cogeneration, which are coming 

6 online, are getting special subsidies that -- that's 

7 from heat, will produce electricity for many 

8 generators -- also has to be looked at. 

9       Several routes are proposed for this cable. The 

10 EIS must describe the role of eminent domain in 

11 acquiring the properties for those routes. 

12       Sources of electricity.  The applicant states 

13 that electricity to be transported will be renewable, 

14 which is related to its U.S. government-funded 

15 subsidy.  During a prior presentation -- actually, I 

16 think it was right here in this very room earlier this 

17 spring -- the applicant indicated that the sources 

18 would be both hydropower and wind power.  The 

19 hydropower would be from the Hydro-Québec lower 

20 Churchill Falls project yet to be constructed.  The 

21 wind power would originate from wind turbines in New 

22 York State, with power being wheeled north across the 
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1 Canadian border and east to the Hertel substation 

2 outside of Montreal, and then south to the project's 

3 cable connection as described earlier. 

4       The EIS must detail the sources of electricity 

5 and evaluate if they really are a net renewable eco-

6 friendly source.  Dams are yet to be built and forests 

7 are yet to be cleared and flooded.  What effect will 

8 the loss of forest and habitat have on increasing 

9 greenhouse gases and on the wildlife to be displaced?  

10 What is the chance that methane and other climate 

11 changing chemicals will be introduced into the 

12 atmosphere as a result of the flooding?  The 

13 hydropower is to be generated from artificially 

14 created reservoirs, not streams and rivers.  

15 BY DR. PELL: 

16       Excuse me.  Do you have a great deal more? I'm 

17 afraid of being unfair to the other speakers.  

18 BY MR. WEKERLE: 

19       I could stop, and when everyone else is 

20 finished, I could pick up.  

21 BY DR. PELL: 

22       Let me ask you this, were you planning to submit 
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1 written comments?  

2 BY MR. WEKERLE: 

3       I can submit written comments, yes.  

4 BY DR. PELL: 

5       Because I think it's very useful to have a 

6 transcription of your comments.  Let me give you a few 

7 more minutes.  If you could perhaps skim over what 

8 you've got or summarize the rest of what you've got, 

9 that will be appreciated.  Then whatever you submit in 

10 writing, you can make it as long as you want.  

11 BY MR. WEKERLE: 

12       Just to shorten this one here, the factor of 

13 reservoirs and the high evaporation rate, how reliable 

14 can we depend on that form of electricity in the 

15 middle of summer and drought conditions when the water 

16 flow is lowest and the demand is highest?  A cost 

17 benefit analysis must also be included in the EIS. 

18       The applicant stated that a fast-track permit 

19 approach process is requested not just to supply the 

20 required demand, but to obtain U.S. government 

21 economic stimulus subsidies.  All the subsidies have 

22 to be looked at from Federal, State, and local 
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1 government, including county and municipal government 

2 agencies which provide tax abatements, interest free 

3 loans, and property tax exemptions. 

4       Construction issues.  The construction of the 

5 cable under water appears to have been carefully 

6 considered, avoiding the GE PCB dredging in the Fort 

7 Edward to Troy vicinity is a very good example.  

8 However, hot pockets of PCB accumulation from the full 

9 length of the Hudson River exist, as well other buried 

10 pollutants such as cold tar deposits from electric 

11 utilities which produced coal gas from another era.  

12 The EIS must document those deposits and also evaluate 

13 the consequences of riverbed channeling, especially in 

14 the active, dynamic tidal river as is the Hudson.  The 

15 underwater shifting of channels are akin to shoreline 

16 wave action and the shifting beach dunes.  The Army 

17 Corps of Engineers took that into consideration when 

18 they were going through the review process of the PCB 

19 dredging.  

20 BY DR. PELL: 

21       You know that they're a cooperating agency with 

22 us, and I assume that they're going to be looking at  
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1 these things very carefully.  

2 BY MR. WEKERLE: 

3       And it's one of those things that we overlook 

4 because no matter how well this is buried, the channel 

5 moves.  And it can be unburied, it can expose other 

6 pollutants, and the comments earlier about the re-

7 suspension of pollutants is important.  And what was 

8 discovered were these hot pockets right to the 

9 Atlantic ocean of PCBs that accumulated from the Troy 

10 Dam area.  

11 BY DR. PELL: 

12       We'll be sure to look at that.  I do have a 

13 question for you.  I'm not sure I'm familiar with the 

14 NYRI project.  Is that the New York Regional 

15 Interconnect?  

16 BY MR. WEKERLE: 

17       Yes, it is.  It's NYRI.  And the similarity is 

18 post deregulation is a whole new era of evaluating 

19 electricity projects.  Once a separation from 

20 generation to the distribution by utilities took 

21 place, that took a while to digest.  A project like 

22 this is a transmission only, and that creates a unique 
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1 problem in how do we actually handle this and what are 

2 the responsibilities of the applicant.  And it creates 

3 that kind of a segmentation where nobody's really in 

4 charge of the cause and effect, and we're dealing with 

5 the middle part of the project.  Value that it has, it 

6 can't be really and truly evaluated until the entire 

7 cause, transmission, and effect are also taken into 

8 consideration.  

9 BY DR. PELL: 

10       Thank you very much.  I'll look forward to your 

11 written comments. 

12       I should make a couple points in clarification 

13 in response to some of the things that Jurgen raised.  

14 There are no Department of Energy or other Federal 

15 subsidies involved in this project per se.  The 

16 company has applied to another office of the 

17 Department of Energy independent of mine, to the Loan 

18 Guarantee Program Office for a loan guarantee that 

19 employs monies from the ARRA, American Recovery and 

20 Reinvestment Act.  That application of that review 

21 process is totally separate from the Presidential 

22 permit process that I'm representing here tonight. 
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1 There is an overlap in that they will be interested in 

2 our Environmental Impact Statement for their own 

3 purposes if they decide to go forward with considering 

4 the application, but there are no subsidies involved, 

5 so I just wanted to make that clear. 

6       And again, I reiterate what I said earlier. This 

7 is not a Federal government or Department of Energy 

8 project.  It is a private sector investment by a 

9 private sector entity, Transmission Developers, which 

10 is headquartered in Toronto, Canada. 

11       I'd like to now call on Randolph Horner.  

12 BY MR. HORNER: 

13       Thank you.  First of all, Dr. Pell, I would like 

14 to correct a couple of misstatements made by Mr. 

15 Jessome just for the sake of clarity in the record.  

16 This is a one-gigawatt project as it's now been 

17 downsized, and Mr. Jessome said that's about a million 

18 households.  Just as a matter of common sense, that 

19 would be about ten conventional light bulbs or one 

20 small hair dryer per household.  It would be more apt 

21 to say this is about 250,000 households at four 

22 kilowatts per household. 
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1       Additionally, notwithstanding my ardent support 

2 for Scenic Hudson, I believe the comments made were 

3 apt, but I would note that there is no assurance -- 

4 and all of my remarks have to do with scoping, please 

5 interpret them as urgently requesting that these 

6 matters be thoroughly looked into because this is a 

7 scoping hearing. But although this has been 

8 represented to be a renewable energy related project, 

9 actually, merchant transmission projects are 

10 indifferent to the source of electricity as we just 

11 heard from the Sierra Club.  In fact, the proponents 

12 have admitted that these resources do not now exist as 

13 we just heard in the previous presentation.  So to 

14 characterize this with all respect to the fact that we 

15 want more renewable energy, more greenhouse gas 

16 abatement, more global warming abatement -- and I'll 

17 relate this remark to the core of the scoping document 

18 as I see it -- but notwithstanding the fact that we 

19 want these things to happen, because the resources do 

20 not now exist, there is no assurance whatsoever that 

21 whatever the source of the investment, once this 

22 merchant transmission facility is constructed, it will 
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1 be able to transmit the dirtiest of power as well as 

2 the cleanest of power.  There will be an overwhelming 

3 necessity to obtain tariffs or revenues from 

4 transmission in order to repay the financing. 

5       As to the matter of financing, this proponent 

6 has made it quite clear.  I will not say that this 

7 project has been rushed ahead to try to make an 

8 inappropriate access to the 1705 loan guarantee.  

9 However, whatever the circumstances, the 1705 was 

10 designed to stimulate job creation and reinvestment in 

11 the American Reinvestment and Recovery Act.  The 

12 intention is that those funds, even when they are loan 

13 guarantees -- which are, Dr. Pell, with all respect, a 

14 very important subsidy -- those loan guarantees place 

15 the faith and credit of the United States government 

16 behind the borrower, in this case, a foreign borrower, 

17 even though I have the warmest of feelings to our very 

18 fine neighbor to the north, and I have extensive 

19 business involvement with Toronto and other 

20 enterprises in Canada and I'm very fond of those 

21 connections.  Nevertheless, we're talking about 1705 

22 loan guarantees, and it is impossible, since these 
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1 intentions have been made clear by the proponents, 

2 it's impossible to separate those issues. 

3       So driving in the interest of time to the core 

4 issue, the core issue is that, loving the river as I 

5 do, concerned with the benthic environment as I am, 

6 the real issue is, why will this arguably unneeded 

7 facility be constructed with what is tantamount to 

8 American taxpayer subsidy in the form of loan 

9 guarantees, when it is itself uneconomic?  We're 

10 taking the proponent at its word that this will be a 

11 $2 billion project, give or take, to create one 

12 gigawatt of transmission capacity, not one gigawatt of 

13 generation. 

14       We in the beneficiary area -- the goal, the 

15 target, metro New York -- we, for merely three times 

16 this investment per watt, at small scale, we can 

17 create distributed generation on-load on-site, making 

18 tens, maybe even hundreds of thousands of new jobs in 

19 the manufacturing, in the installation sector for New 

20 York.  If there's any appropriate application of a 

21 1705 loan guarantee, that would be it.  Leaving aside 

22 whether the applicant goes forward to attempt to 
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1 obtain these loan guarantees, the project is itself 

2 uneconomic, because when we move to utility scale, 

3 we're already able to create solar energy generation 

4 on-load on-site for in the neighborhood of $4 a watt, 

5 electricity on-site for only twice what this facility 

6 would cost to capitalize before it has to obtain the 

7 energy from off our shores, pay for the energy 

8 charges, and then pay the transmission tariff.  So 

9 this project, besides the excellent comments that were 

10 made by the Sierra Club about the fact that there is 

11 no need, and many other projects including energy 

12 efficiency and demand-side measures are in play at 

13 this moment reducing the load in metro New York.  

14 Finally, a 9-plus gigawatt solar development 

15 opportunity has been identified, not by wild-eyed 

16 visionaries, but has been articulated by ConEd's 

17 Director of Strategic Planning herself at the recent 

18 New York City solar summit. 

19       So the point I'm making is that the scoping 

20 document must rigorously take not only a hard look, 

21 but dig very, very deeply into the way in which this 

22 proposed project would undercut and undermine the 
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1 infant renewable energy industry in the State of New 

2 York, which we intend to grow into a major force. 

3       And finally, this is not timely.  The reservoirs 

4 that would provide additional Hydro-Québec power to be 

5 introduced into this merchant transmission facility do 

6 not now exist, as has been freely admitted by the 

7 proponents and has been reiterated in tonight's 

8 hearing. Between now and 2015, we're dealing with a 

9 stated goal of the State of New York to reach 45 by 

10 '15. That's 30 percent renewable energy when we only 

11 have about 18 at present, and about a 15 percent 

12 efficiency reduction.  So over the same period of 

13 time, when scarce and valuable resources -- including 

14 the regulatory and review efforts of the Public 

15 Service Commission, the United States Department of 

16 Energy, and all the other concerned agencies -- during 

17 the same period when we seek to mobilize our resources 

18 to make many, many thousands of jobs and real economic 

19 development that's sustainable and useful, during that 

20 same period of time, we could first be taken up with a 

21 lengthy proceeding for this questionable project, and 

22 then see it take up a great deal of attention when we 
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1 need to be building renewable energy and energy 

2 efficiency resources on-site in the five boroughs of 

3 New York where the path is clearly ahead of us. 

4       So I would say with all respect to all of our 

5 colleagues here tonight, the most overwhelming 

6 environmental consequence is that actual sustainable 

7 action to ameliorate the global warming problem, to 

8 increase our independence from imported oil -- we're 

9 not going to increase that independence by buying 

10 foreign electricity, that's just a different sort of 

11 overseas expenditure -- real progress along these 

12 lines needs to be made by concerted action.  And in 

13 the case of a 35-gigawatt ISO, even if this project 

14 had any measure of success -- and I believe that this 

15 Environmental Impact Statement must rigorously 

16 investigate all the things that have been cited here 

17 and at other hearings -- even if this project were 

18 successful, it would not generate one single kilowatt 

19 hour of electricity, it will merely transport 

20 electricity, and the amount of electricity it imported 

21 would be less than 3 percent of the New York ISO. 

22       So thank you for the opportunity to address 
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1 these remarks to the issue of a thorough comprehensive 

2 and effective scoping.  

3 BY DR. PELL: 

4       Thank you very much, Randolph. 

5       A couple thoughts that came to my mind while I 

6 was listening to you.  First of all, you might wish to 

7 consider submitting your remarks about the loan 

8 guarantee application to the Loan Guarantee Program 

9 Office, where it would be much more relevant than the 

10 process that I'm involved in. 

11       The other thing too is, you probably know this, 

12 but for the benefit of some of the others here, the 

13 project has to go through a very lengthy series of 

14 permitting requirements, not just the Presidential 

15 permit.  The Presidential permit would actually be the 

16 least of it.  One of the things the project has done, 

17 and Don, correct me if I'm wrong, but I believe you've 

18 been before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 

19 FERC, and received favorable review from FERC and also 

20 state and local Public Service Commissions -- and as I 

21 mentioned earlier, the Public Service Commission is a 

22 cooperating agency. 
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1       There are a lot of hurdles for Don to cross 

2 before the project can be built, so those of you who 

3 have views you wish to see expressed, you have many 

4 outlets for those views within the confines of your 

5 own state and local governmental structure.  

6 BY MR. HORNER: 

7       Dr. Pell, as I mentioned during my remarks, that 

8 takes up a great deal of regulatory and review 

9 capacity.  What we really need to be doing is building 

10 a sustainable energy system for the State of New York, 

11 for the northeastern region, and the United States of 

12 America.  

13 BY DR. PELL: 

14       I'd like to believe that one does not 

15 necessarily displace the other, but thank you. 

16       Let's move on now to Geddy Sveikauskas. You're 

17 with Ulster Publishing Company, are you not?  

18 BY MR. SVEIKAUSKAS: 

19       That's correct.  Mr. Jessome was kind enough to 

20 talk to me a couple months ago when the project was a 

21 little bit different, and I've had some time to 

22 reflect on it.  I very much appreciate what the other 
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1 people have said and your willingness to listen to it 

2 all.  You're a patient man. 

3       I think the question of demand studies is at 

4 least one central core to what we're talking about 

5 here.  I have seen in recent days these full page 

6 advertisements from Indian Point where they talk about 

7 the importance of what they supply to megawatts to the 

8 New York City area, and I notice particularly the 

9 statement, "And no one else has proposed an 

10 alternative that would do the same thing."  Now that 

11 just isn't congruent with what Mr. Jessome is saying 

12 and what the gentleman said about the various projects 

13 that are in different parts of the pipeline.  The 

14 possibility of Canadian power has been kind of a holy 

15 grail in this state for something like 30 or 40 years, 

16 and if it's still a good solution, I think there's 

17 much to be said for finding a way to do it. 

18       In addition, as you know, New York City has been 

19 increasing in population every year more than probably 

20 double the population of Kingston, about 40,000 a 

21 year.  We don't know if this pace is going to 

22 continue, but there are -- people's predictions are 
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1 based on so many factors that the predictability of 

2 demand seems to be very difficult to do.  So some 

3 people focus on the solar power being the solution, 

4 others talk about that it's not the amount of power 

5 but how to get it to the City, et cetera and so on, 

6 and the bottom line is that the scoping document has 

7 to contain some kind of analysis bringing in all those 

8 factors:  The economic, the demographic, the nature of 

9 New York City, what's likely to happen in new energy, 

10 our desires, the State energy plan, and other things.  

11 It's clearly a very complex analysis and requires a 

12 lot of research and work.  The second thing that has 

13 been said about this project that I think is important 

14 is, of course, the environmental impact.  I only 

15 mention this because nobody else has yet.  But 

16 apparently, projects using direct current are quite 

17 numerous in other continents and places, and by now, 

18 there should be quite a record of what the 

19 environmental consequences are of these projects.  And 

20 I would like to see part of what the Energy Department 

21 is going to do, a real search of the literature, both 

22 of the projects all over the world that use direct 



CHPE July 13, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 51

1 current and studies about the environmental 

2 consequences.  I think that's pretty important. 

3       Third and finally, this cable is kind of a -- 

4 it's a complex thing in terms that, as you know, it 

5 seems sort of free in that it uses the bottom of a 

6 body of water which is invisible.  And the 

7 consequences of it, of doing that, kind of always seem 

8 to come up over time.  And the question is who should 

9 be responsible for those consequences. There's 

10 something about looking at when cable was laid after 

11 the Civil War to Europe -- in Europe and the United 

12 States -- and the history of that was fascinating.  

13 And as you know, some of the early cables were rather 

14 primitive and broke, et cetera, et cetera, and there 

15 is a huge -- and there's still environmental 

16 consequences of them finding pieces of cable in 

17 various places.  So I think it's important that part 

18 of the indirect cost of this project would be to 

19 include all the possibilities.  If, for instance, the 

20 cable is disturbed by dredging, what are the 

21 consequences of that, who should pay?  Does that go to 

22 court for ten years, or is that clear from the 
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1 contract at the very beginning who's responsible 

2 financially? 

3       There are things like not only the dredging and 

4 other forms of cable disturbance, but really the 

5 interruption of the power for whatever reason.  We 

6 tend to get dependent and take for granted things that 

7 perhaps we shouldn't, and it seems to me, all things 

8 being equal, that it's better to have more sources of 

9 power and projects that provide power as long as I 

10 don't have to pay for it. 

11         And the Blackstone Group, which is or was 

12 connected, is not lacking in financial capacity and 

13 ability to calculate risk.  And if they want to take a 

14 bet on something, which is a good form of insurance 

15 for our society, economic, et cetera, I think it's 

16 certainly worth looking at as long as the contract 

17 makes sure that it's not a free ride for the 

18 developer. 

19         Thank you very much.  

20 BY DR. PELL: 

21       Geddy, thank you very much.  I appreciate that. 

22       Geddy is the last person who has signed up, so 
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1 now it's open mike.  Anybody who would like to 

2 contribute?  Yes, ma'am.  Please come to the mike and 

3 tell us your name.  

4 BY MS. SANDERSON: 

5       June Sanderson, I live in the Town of Clinton 20 

6 minutes from here.  And I really -- I'm so happy I 

7 came to hear more than I would be reading in the 

8 newspaper. 

9       My initial impression of this is renewable, 

10 hidden, not disturbing the landscape, wonderful. More 

11 issues came up, but I'm going to direct my comments, 

12 which might not on the surface be related, but we care 

13 about it.  And it relates to what Senator Bonacic 

14 mentioned was utility rates, specifically electricity 

15 rates.  Can you imagine how we felt here in the Hudson 

16 Valley when Central Hudson increased their rates 

17 because of conservation?  That gets right down to the 

18 issue that we all care about, and it just isn't fair. 

19 On the other hand, the good part of what we're here 

20 tonight about is that we're not in China, and we do 

21 care about input, and we do care about the 

22 environment, and there are hints from the speakers of 
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1 unintended consequences. 

2       So you've seen both views from me and let's say 

3 almost everyone here is grateful for Central Hudson's 

4 relatively low rates, but if you don't encourage 

5 conservation, we're going in the wrong direction. 

6       Thanks.  

7 BY DR. PELL: 

8       Thank you.  Anybody else like to speak?  Yes, 

9 sir.  And then the lady behind you I believe also 

10 wanted to speak.  You'll be next.  

11 BY MR. SANDERSON: 

12       This is a quickie.  I'm George Sanderson from 

13 the same place, Clinton, across the river. 

14       One thing I would like to find out somewhere 

15 along the line is what's the end gain/loss of power in 

16 the transmission line so that you can essentially 

17 compute from that what the local temperature rise 

18 might be, and also the same number including the two 

19 up and down converter stations at each end so we note 

20 the efficiency?  

21 BY DR. PELL: 

22       Thank you very much.  That's actually an 
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1 interesting question because one of the reasons DC is 

2 popular for long distance transmission is because 

3 there are lower losses than AC.  You're absolutely 

4 correct.  Any time you pass current through a wire, 

5 there is warming, and it is something we will be 

6 looking at, yes.  

7 BY MS. TILLOU: 

8       Hi, I'm Sondra Tillou from Kingston.  I 

9 appreciate everyone's comments and your presentation 

10 here and the concern we have around our energy usage 

11 and our production. 

12       I'm glad I came tonight because I had been 

13 thinking I would pull for anything that supported 

14 getting more alternative energy into anything, and I 

15 appreciate having to go home and think about -- I also 

16 thought there were already things on the bottom of the 

17 river doing this, and I guess not, and obviously, you 

18 guys have to figure out a lot of stuff. 

19       I hope that image of what's going on in the Gulf 

20 is in everyone's mind of how stupid we get around what 

21 we intend to do if something goes wrong.  We have 

22 pulled too many years to get this river cleaned up.  I 
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1 grew up on this river, everybody here I bet grew up on 

2 this river.  We watched it be beautiful, we watched it 

3 become polluted, and it's been hard to get it back. 

4       If as it's been said we don't need this project 

5 or we don't need it from Canada, or why can't we get 

6 it from our own rooftops, I'm all for anything.  

7 Having failed to cash my rebate check during Bush's 

8 administration because I didn't want to participate, I 

9 am going to send it back and ask for a little 

10 converter box.  I always thought, why a check?  Why 

11 not something to help us get going?  It's not the big 

12 projects. That's up to you guys.  But as he was 

13 saying, on-site, right here, I want my car wheels 

14 spinning to make electric that feeds into a line on 

15 the road.  How come that isn't happening?  

16 BY DR. PELL: 

17       Thank you very much.  By the way, Geddy, I meant 

18 to mention, there is a large body of documentation on 

19 high voltage DC transmission, and it's been very 

20 common and popular in the European countries.  And so 

21 yes, you are right, there's a lot of material to 

22 review. 
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1       Was there someone else wanting to speak? Yes, 

2 sir.  

3 BY MR. VOGEL: 

4       Hi.  I'm Kenneth Vogel from Plattekill, New 

5 York. 

6       Taking an assessment of what I've heard so far 

7 tonight and what I've heard pretty much since energy 

8 prices increased in 2007, and having been in the 

9 construction business since the early '80s, that I've 

10 always seen these kind of scoping hearings for the 

11 likes of pro-developer and the environmentalist.  And 

12 what I've seen today is actually a pro/pro, and what 

13 I've and seen since 2007, which is a hard way to put 

14 this, but it was more like environmentalist against 

15 environmentalist rather than environmentalist against 

16 the developer. 

17       There being, as you heard, as many concerns 

18 about the environment, it's still a product utility.  

19 It seems like that's not the issue. What I've seen 

20 tonight also, and I'm guessing at this one, but the 

21 gentleman mentioned about a line that didn't get built 

22 between New Jersey and New York City.  
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1 BY MR. WEKERLE: 

2       It's in the wings.  

3 BY MR. VOGEL: 

4       That sort of goes along the lines of other 

5 things that I've heard, that it seems more of an issue 

6 of crossing borders:  For example, US and Canada, New 

7 York and New Jersey, New York and Connecticut.  That 

8 may be one of the reasons why you got this one line 

9 instead of the offshoot, it's more of an issue than it 

10 is the actual building of it.  

11 BY DR. PELL: 

12       I don't know if you realize just what an 

13 important energy issue you just mentioned, because I'm 

14 talking about not this project now but in terms of 

15 national power grid improvement and modernization.  

16 One of the biggest issues we have in the Department of 

17 Energy is the concept of regional transmission line 

18 planning. Communities in general have a great deal of 

19 concern about transmission lines that pass through 

20 their neighborhoods or pass through their states or 

21 counties and don't deliver power as they pass through, 

22 and yet the lines do have a certain amount of 
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1 environmental concerns for those people even though 

2 they don't get any benefit from it.  This is a very 

3 difficult issue. There are no easy answers to this 

4 issue.  I'm certainly not going to propose an easy 

5 answer.  But it's a major concern because inevitably, 

6 in final analysis, when you look at the continental 

7 United States, the lower 48, you look at it as a 

8 whole. There are vast areas with terrific wind and 

9 solar power capacity not near the people that will use 

10 it, and the only way to get from point A to point B is 

11 a straight line, and that straight line has to pass 

12 through areas where people are concerned. And anyone 

13 that has any suggestions, we sure appreciate hearing 

14 them, because this is an age old policy issue and, as 

15 I said, no simple answers.  I know there have been 

16 several attempts in Congress.  We've made several 

17 attempts.  As you know, my office has issued a 

18 National Interest Energy Transmission Corridors of 

19 concern for designation in the northeast and the 

20 southwest, and they have been very controversial -- 

21 the NIETC, it's been called.  So thank you for 

22 mentioning that because it's worth hearing about, it's 



CHPE July 13, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 60

1 worth speaking about. 

2       Would anybody else like to speak?  Okay. Yes, 

3 sir.  

4 BY MR. McCABE: 

5       Michael McCabe from Kingston, New York. 

6       I don't understand a lot about this.  This is 

7 the first time I've been to something like this, and I 

8 understand all the environmental concerns and they do 

9 concern me, too.  But one thing I haven't heard of, 

10 from what I've been reading on, it looks like this 

11 transmission line will either follow public land or 

12 very specific private land, being the railroad right-

13 of-way.  So I don't know how that works in terms of 

14 taxation for the communities it goes through.  I would 

15 assume if it's running down the middle of the river, 

16 the adjacent city's probably not getting anything out 

17 of it.  However, is there a taxation base along the 

18 railroad right-of-ways?  I don't know how that works.  

19 My point being is that even though it is on a railroad 

20 right-of-way, there will be impact to the villages and 

21 townships that it goes through, whether it's street 

22 crossings, or you mentioned the bridges, any kind of 
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1 culvert work, any of that kind of stuff.  So I'm just 

2 wondering anywhere where it affects the towns, outside 

3 of the initial cost of building it, is there any 

4 maintenance or any services that the localities have 

5 to take care of, do they do it on their own, is that 

6 being funded by the company that puts the line in?  

7 Thanks.  

8 BY DR. PELL: 

9       Thank you very much.  Those are interesting 

10 questions.  Once we adjourn, you may want to ask Mr. 

11 Don Jessome, he may have some answers for you.  But I 

12 personally know nothing about implications on tax 

13 structure or taxing capacity and what have you. 

14       Anything else, anybody else?  Okay.  If that's 

15 the case, I want to thank you very much again.  It's 

16 been a most useful evening.  I hope you got something 

17 out of it.  I certainly did. This will certainly go a 

18 long way to improve our environmental impact 

19 assessment process.  So thank you, have a good night, 

20 and we hope to see you again when we have the draft 

21 document itself available to review.  

22  
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1                  P R O C E E D I N G S 

2                                             (7:45 p.m.) 

3           DR. PELL:  I am now going to open the 

4 official taking of comments under the scoping process 

5 for the Champlain Hudson Power Express project. 

6           I am Jerry Pell, with the U.S. Department of 

7 Energy.  I am an environmental scientist and also the 

8 project manager for the Champlain Hudson project.  

9 I've been with DOE for 34 years and I've been doing 

10 energy and environmental work for 40 years. 

11           The only reason I haven't retired is because 

12 I enjoy meetings just like this one too much.  I say 

13 that very sincerely.  I find that it's interesting, 

14 it's stimulating, it's provocative, and it's where the 

15 rubber -- if you will pardon the trite expression -- 

16 it's where the rubber does meet the road in terms of 

17 public service. 

18           It's a lot different from the vantage point 

19 you have in DC.  So, I actually, believe it or not,  

20 find the meetings pleasurable.  I don't like the idea 

21 of checking in and out of a different hotel every 

22 night pleasurable, but the meetings themselves are.  
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1 If you watch me, I think you'll find that I enjoy it.  

2 And I'm glad to be here tonight and I'm glad you're 

3 here tonight. 

4           My wife and I are both ex-Montrealers and we 

5 have traveled the Adirondack Northway many, many, many 

6 times over the years.  We have been married for -- 

7 this is our fortieth anniversary, by the way.  We 

8 traveled the Adirondack Northway a lot of times coming 

9 through the Albany area, so, when we speak of the 

10 Hudson River and the Adirondack Northway, that's 

11 familiar territory for us.  So, it's not like we are 

12 alien to the territory. 

13           The scoping process is one of ensuring that 

14 we check with the public on what issues should be 

15 included in the Environmental Impact Statement. 

16 Basically, that's why we are here,  to take your 

17 input, to make sure that when we do the study, when we 

18 review the potential impacts that the project could 

19 cause and look at alternatives, that we have the 

20 benefit of hearing your concerns so that we don't miss 

21 much. 

22           The comment period closes on August the 2nd, 
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1 and you're welcome to submit written or electronic 

2 comments up until that date.  It doesn't matter how 

3 you submit comments.  They are taken at value 

4 regardless of whether you speak orally tonight or 

5 whether you send them in writing or electronically.  

6 All comments are given equal weight and consideration. 

7           The process feeds into the Environmental 

8 Impact Statement itself.  We will produce a scoping 

9 report which summarizes the comments that have been 

10 received in the seven scoping meetings. 

11           That will be public on our website, 

12 chpexpresseis.org.  If you haven't visited the website 

13 I encourage you to do so.  You can sign up on it to 

14 subscribe to notices, and those notices will come out 

15 and be broadcast every time something new is on the 

16 website and you might be interested in seeing it.  So, 

17 you will be kept fully informed of new documentation. 

18           The site also includes a link to the 

19 application by TDI to the State Public Service 

20 Commission.  And there are voluminous amounts of 

21 material on that State Public Service Commission 

22 website.  We give you a link to it to save you having 
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1 to search for it. 

2           Also, the project developer site, the TDI 

3 site, which is separate from ours, the two sites are 

4 linked, so that if you go to one you can easily find 

5 the other. 

6           And you all know how to reach me through the 

7 Federal Register notice process.  You can see my name, 

8 address, phone number and vital statistics.  So, I 

9 certainly will be glad to hear from any of you at any 

10 time. 

11           The process culminates in a Draft 

12 Environmental Impact Statement, which will be public. 

13 That will bring us back out to more public hearings, 

14 just like this one.  We will be back.  You know that 

15 old Arnold Schwarzenegger "we will be back" line.  We 

16 will be back to hear your comments on the actual 

17 Environmental Impact Statement itself. 

18           There are four cooperating agencies involved 

19 with us in the preparation of the document.  There is 

20 the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, there's the U.S. 

21 Environmental Protection Agency out of the Region 2 

22 office in New York City.  There are two State of New 
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1 York agencies -- the Public Service Commission, as 

2 represented by Jim Austin on my right, to whom I will 

3 turn in a minute; and also the State Department of 

4 Environmental Conservation is with us in the audience 

5 tonight. 

6           So, you have five separate governmental 

7 entities looking at environmental impacts together in 

8 a collegial, collaborative fashion. 

9           After the EIS draft is reviewed we will 

10 prepare a final report, which will also become public.  

11 At that point the NEPA process stops, the 

12 environmental review process has run its course, it 

13 leaves my hands and turns to the management of the 

14 department apart from me on whether or not to issue 

15 the Presidential permit. 

16           I fortunately do not get to make that 

17 decision, which is perfectly fine with me.  That 

18 decision is predicated upon not just the EIS process 

19 and the preferred environmental alternative that the 

20 EIS concludes, but is also predicated upon an 

21 assessment of reliability on the grid, whether or not 

22 the project would have any adverse impacts on the 
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1 existing electrical grid of the United States.  It 

2 also requires concurrences from the State Department 

3 and from the U.S. Department of Defense.  And finally, 

4 we do look at whether it's in the public interest to 

5 grant the Presidential permit. 

6           So, you see that, in addition to the 

7 environmental aspect, there's a whole other second 

8 side to the consideration of whether a permit should 

9 be granted.  All that the permit does is allow Don, if 

10 he chooses to, to cross the border.  He still has to 

11 go through the regulatory process with state and local 

12 governments independent of the Presidential permit 

13 process. 

14           So, if you remember your mathematics, when 

15 you talked about necessary but not adequate, the 

16 Presidential permit is necessary but not by itself 

17 adequate to build a project by any stretch of the 

18 imagination. 

19           As I was mentioning, Jim Austin, on my 

20 right, is with the State Public Service Commission.  

21 He's the Deputy Director of the Office of Energy 

22 Efficiency and the Environment.  I'm going to turn to 
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1 Jim who will talk to you specifically about the state 

2 process. 

3           MR. AUSTIN:  Thank you, Dr. Pell. 

4           As he said, I am Jim Austin.  I'm with the 

5 Department of Public Service.  Also, there are several 

6 other people here from the department with me tonight. 

7 Jim DeWaal Malefyt, who is also in the Office of 

8 Energy Efficiency and Environment, is our project 

9 leader for this project.  And Diane Cooper's with our 

10 Office of Public Policy.  They just created a new 

11 office:  Office of Consumer Policy.  And their job is 

12 primarily to ensure that our process is as transparent 

13 as possible. 

14           Dr. Pell referenced our process.  Any 

15 electric transmission line that wants to be built in 

16 New York State has to apply for a Certificate of 

17 Public Convenience and Necessity from the Public 

18 Service Commission. 

19           They submit an application, actually, to 

20 petition to our Secretary, the Secretary to the 

21 Commission, and the staff reviews that petition to see 

22 if the application is complete. 
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1           At this point the project has submitted an 

2 application and at this point it has not been deemed 

3 complete.  So, we're still working with the applicant 

4 and other parties to get a complete application in 

5 front of us. 

6           After that, the Public Service Law, Article 

7 VII of the Public Service Law, has no deadline for how 

8 long we can take to review the process; however, the 

9 2005 Energy Policy Act created something called 

10 National Electric Interest Transmission Corridors, I 

11 may have gotten that backward, but a NIETC corridor, 

12 and basically what that did is it said that if an area 

13 is deemed congested by the federal government, that we 

14 basically have one year from a complete application to 

15 review and act on that application. 

16           If we don't do so within a year, the 

17 applicant can go to the federal government and seek 

18 them to take over the process.  To my knowledge, 

19 that's never happened at this point.  We've only had a 

20 couple of other NIETC projects in front of us and none 

21 of them actually made it to the whole year yet.  So, 

22 nothing's actually gone back to the federals. 
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1           So, we do have basically a one year timeline 

2 from the submission of an application, complete 

3 application, to when the Commission acts.  We don't 

4 have one yet.  I suspect we will get one sometime this 

5 summer and then we will have one year from that point. 

6           Our process is intended as one stop 

7 shopping.  Prior to Article VII, you would have to go 

8 through local zoning, you would have to get local 

9 approvals, you would have to get multiple state agency 

10 reviews and approvals, and the legislature thought 

11 that it would be in the public interest to have 

12 basically one stop shopping for these types of 

13 projects.  It covers natural gas and electric 

14 transmission. 

15           So, the state law says that the only permit 

16 you have to get is  the Article VII certificate from 

17 the Department of Public Service, the Commission.  

18 There is an exception to that.  There's an exception 

19 to everything obviously. 

20           There are permits that the federal 

21 government has delegated to state agencies and only 

22 those state agencies can issue those permits.  In this 
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1 case we are probably looking at what's called a 

2 stormwater protection permit under the State Pollution 

3 Discharge Elimination System, and DEC has to issue 

4 that permit.  So, there is an extra permit that has to 

5 be issued. 

6           There is one other state process.  It's 

7 called the Coastal Zone Consistency Review.  It's 

8 actually a federal law, but it's delegated to a state 

9 agency.  In this case the agency is the New York State 

10 Department of State.  They will have to find that the 

11 project is consistent with the Coastal Zone Management 

12 Plans that have been filed for the coastal parts of 

13 the project. 

14           In New York State, the CZM, coastal zone 

15 management, requirement covers from New York City 

16 harbor up to the Troy dam.  So, the Department of 

17 State will have to find, on top of our process, on top 

18 of DEC's process, DOS will have to find that the 

19 project is consistent with coastal zone management 

20 practices. 

21           Our process, there's basically two ways you 

22 can participate.  One, you can ask the Secretary to be 
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1 on a mailing list where any document that's filed to 

2 us can be sent to you.  Anyone in the public can do 

3 that now with the Document and Matters Management 

4 System on our website. 

5           You can go and plug in the case number and 

6 all the documents that have been filed are available 

7 to the general public.  But a person can ask to be on 

8 the mailing list basically. 

9           The second level and the higher level is 

10 what's called party status.  Party status, with 

11 additional benefits, also gets you obligations in that 

12 an Administrative Law Judge can set schedules that a 

13 party has to adhere to. 

14           People haven't applied for party status yet. 

15 People can still be a party if they wanted to.  If 

16 people are interested I can give you the address for 

17 doing that. 

18           Our process -- we talked about the NEPA 

19 process before.  Our process is, with regard to 

20 environmental review, is substantially identical to 

21 the State Environmental Quality Review Act.  It is not 

22 SEQR, however.  It's a separate process. 
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1           It's conducted primarily by staff from my 

2 office, with input from other interested agencies, 

3 including and especially the Department of 

4 Environmental Conservation, Agriculture and Markets, 

5 the State Historic Preservation Office, and others. 

6           Granting of a Presidential permit does not 

7 in any way guarantee a granting of a Certificate of 

8 Public Convenience and Necessity by the Public Service 

9 Commission. 

10           The five members of the Commission have to 

11 find that the project is needed, necessary, and that 

12 the benefits outweigh, in particular, the 

13 environmental impacts of the project. 

14           So, as Dr. Pell said, the Presidential 

15 permit is a permit to go across the border.  This is 

16 the permit for the rest of the way. 

17           I don't think I missed anything, but I am 

18 looking at the people who know more than I do.  I 

19 think that pretty well covers it.  Thank you very 

20 much. 

21           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Jim. 

22           Let me just say, the National Interest 
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1 Electricity Transmission Corridors, the NIETC, that 

2 Jim referred to, did come out of my office and they 

3 are on the Department of Energy website. 

4           They are required by the Energy Policy Act 

5 of 2005 to issue annual reports.  The most recent 

6 report came out just about a month ago.  If you are 

7 interested it's on the Department of Energy's website 

8 as well. 

9           Pretty much everything we do is out there 

10 for you if you want to avail yourself of it.  In fact, 

11 TDI's application for the Presidential permit is on 

12 the website as well.  If you go to the EIS website, 

13 there is a link to the Presidential permit application 

14 as well. So, there's no shortage of reading material 

15 out there. 

16           Let me now introduce Don Jessome from TDI 

17 who will tell you about the project. 

18           MR. JESSOME:  Thank you, Dr. Pell. 

19           My name is Don Jessome, I'm President and 

20 CEO of Transmission Developers, Inc.  I'm going to 

21 tell you a little bit about both Transmission 

22 Developers, Inc. and the project here before us. 
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1           Transmission Developers, Inc., was formed 

2 back in 2008.  So, it's a relatively new company.  But 

3 the premise of the company was quite simple.  We were 

4 looking at developing transmission projects. 

5           In particular, the criteria that we were 

6 looking for is to develop transmission projects that 

7 were both looking to try and interconnect 

8 environmental new supply into very congested 

9 marketplaces.  To do it in a very community responsive 

10 manner.  And also to figure out how to commercialize 

11 these projects in what we call the merchant 

12 transmission world. 

13           So, let me just tell you how we kind of came 

14 to those conclusions and what we have done to make 

15 that happen.  Probably the most important thing we 

16 have done is selected the technology.  So, the 

17 technology we selected is what we call high voltage 

18 direct current, or HVDC is the acronym that we use, 

19 and the key to HVDC technology is the fact that it's 

20 in cable format and can be buried. 

21           That's one of the nicest criteria that we 

22 have with respect to HVDC technology.  Although 
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1 there's lots and lots and thousands of miles of high 

2 voltage AC cable and AC cable all over the world today 

3 that's buried, it has a limitation on the distance 

4 that it can run efficiently with respect to moving 

5 that power.  So, that's why we chose HVDC technology. 

6           With respect to how it's going to be paid 

7 for, these transmission lines, we went to what's 

8 called a merchant transmission model.  All that really 

9 means is we have to go out and seek customers.  So, we 

10 have to find customers who will take long term service 

11 on our transmission line.  So, that's the obligation 

12 for TDI is finding customers for our projects. 

13           So, when we first started looking for 

14 projects, no surprise that the New York market was of 

15 interest to us because of the fact of what Dr. Pell 

16 and Jim had mentioned, that National Interest 

17 Electricity Transmission Corridors. 

18           We looked at those very carefully.  There is 

19 just a tremendous amount of information that the 

20 Department of Energy has provided to the public.  And 

21 we saw that there was a need for an additional supply 

22 into the New York City marketplace, and we felt that 
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1 the pathway that we have chosen, being all buried in 

2 waterways and up land routes, would fit into the 

3 criteria for the project that we look to develop. 

4           The original project, called the Champlain 

5 Hudson Power Express Project, was actually going to be 

6 2,000 megawatts.  It was going to be a thousand into 

7 New York City and a thousand over in southwest 

8 Connecticut. 

9           On July 6th, TDI made a public announcement 

10 that we were no longer going to be participating in 

11 southwest Connecticut.  It was very clear to us, when 

12 we went out to try and commercialize both legs of this 

13 transmission project, the marketplace was very clear 

14 that they very much wanted to proceed with the New 

15 York component, but they were less interested in the 

16 Connecticut component. 

17           And when the market speaks, we listen.  So, 

18 we are no longer proceeding with the thousand 

19 megawatts on southwest Connecticut.  So, the project 

20 is now a thousand megawatt project, two cables that 

21 come down the Richelieu River in Lake Champlain into 

22 the Hudson, come out in Glens Falls, which is just 
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1 north of the PCB dredging area around the Capital 

2 District. 

3           The cables will go on railroad rights of 

4 way, CP and CSX, back into the Hudson River system at 

5 Coeymans, down to Yonkers where we are looking at 

6 building a converter station.  The converter station 

7 takes the DC power and converts it back to AC and then 

8 down into the Con Ed system to interconnect to the 

9 marketplace. 

10           It's a pleasure to be here tonight and I'm 

11 looking forward to your questions. 

12           DR. PELL:  We will now turn to the taking of 

13 comments from the public.  I have so far, from the 

14 registration desk, I have received only two requests 

15 to speak.  So, we will listen to both of those and 

16 after that I will ask if there's anybody in the 

17 audience that would like to speak.  And we will be 

18 taking your comments free style. 

19           We will start with Mr. Scott Lorey who is 

20 with the Adirondack Council. 

21           MR. LOREY:  Good evening and thank you.  I 

22 will make my comments very brief. 
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1           The Adirondack Council is a 501(c)(3) not-

2 for-profit organization dedicated to ensure the 

3 ecological integrity and character of the Adirondack 

4 Park.  We will be submitting written comments so I 

5 will just quickly touch upon four points I have here. 

6           One is, we believe that the alternative 

7 should look at additional terrestrial undergrounding. 

8 We believe that if the company can underground power 

9 lines in terrestrial along the railroad right of ways 

10 for 70 or 90 miles they can do it for a further 

11 distance, which we believe may alleviate some of the 

12 aquatic concerns we do have.  So, we believe that 

13 should be an additional alternative to consider. 

14           Secondly, we believe that there should be a 

15 great deal of study and examination of data on 

16 electromagnetic fields and their effect on aquatic 

17 wildlife.  We would like to see that included in the 

18 EIS as well. 

19           On the same vein, we believe that the 

20 possibility of increased turbidity and re-suspension 

21 of silt and sediment should be studied, looked at the 

22 possible effect on aquatic wildlife and reproduction 
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1 and other processes for that aquatic wildlife. 

2           And finally, the EIS mentions a few federal 

3 species, but we would like the list greatly included 

4 to include state endangered threatened species as 

5 well, including lake sturgeon, moon eye, eastern sand 

6 darter, round white fish for aquatic species; and 

7 terrestrial species including bald eagles, peregrines, 

8 falcons, short-eared owls, Indiana bats and timber 

9 rattlesnakes. 

10           Thank you. 

11           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much, Scott. 

12 Appreciate that, and we will look forward to your 

13 written comments. 

14           On the subject of electromagnetic fields, 

15 just by way of a mini tutorial for some of you who may 

16 not be familiar with the terminology.  Your car 

17 battery is a DC device.  Batteries in general are DC 

18 devices, like your flashlight battery, your watch 

19 battery, your cell phone battery.  Those are all 

20 direct current or DC devices.  Of course, what you get 

21 out of the wall is alternating current. 

22           Back in the day when I was growing up and 
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1 fancying new cars, the generator in the car was called 

2 a generator, not an alternator.  And they were two 

3 separate parts.  There was a generator and voltage 

4 regulator.  Now they are all combined into an 

5 alternator. 

6           The reason I am mentioning that is the 

7 generation portion of your car alternator actually 

8 generates alternating current, and it does so with 

9 magnetic windings.  I won't go into the details of 

10 that. 

11           The electronics within your car alternator 

12 rectify the current into DC, which the automobile 

13 uses, just like the DC battery does.  So, therein lies 

14 the distinction between DC and AC. 

15           Alternating current does generate electric 

16 and magnetic fields, or EMF as it's combined -- as 

17 it's known, combined electromagnetic fields. 

18           Direct current generates an electric field. 

19 All electrons moving through a material generate an 

20 electric field, but in a DC situation you do not get 

21 magnetic fields.  That's unique to alternating 

22 current. 
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1           So, for what it's worth, I just thought I 

2 would share that with you.  I used to teach.  I miss 

3 it. 

4           Our next speaker is Tom Ellis, who is with 

5 the Citizens Environmental Coalition. 

6           MR. ELLIS:  Good evening, everybody.  My 

7 name is Tom Ellis.  I live in the City of Albany. 

8           I stand opposed to the Transmission 

9 Developers, Inc.'s, proposal to construct a power line 

10 between Québec and New York City.  I believe the 

11 project, if approved, would have a devastating impact 

12 on the environment in Canada and the Canadian First 

13 Nations. 

14           I represent the Citizens Environmental 

15 Coalition and the Solidarity Committee of the Capital 

16 District.  Both groups were formed in 1983.  Both of 

17 the groups successfully opposed efforts 20 years ago 

18 by the New York Power Authority to import Québec 

19 hydropower. 

20           As a result, Hydro Québec cancelled its 

21 proposal to dam to shore the Great Whale River and 

22 other nearby rivers that flow into James and Hudson 
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1 Bays one thousand miles north of here. 

2           We worked in support of Cree Indians in 

3 Québec, whose way of life has been ruined by 

4 hydroelectric development since the 1970s, the 

5 formerly free flowing rivers. 

6           The Citizens Environmental Coalition and the 

7 Solidarity Committee call upon the Federal Department 

8 of Energy to, as part of the environmental review, 

9 carefully examine the health and environmental impacts 

10 of existing and proposed large scale hydroelectric 

11 development in Québec and Labrador.  There is a vast 

12 amount of literature available that can be reviewed. 

13           Some might argue that it is inappropriate to 

14 consider health and environmental impacts of electric 

15 generating stations when considering a power line 

16 proposal.  I disagree.  Approval of this project will 

17 stimulate construction of additional generating 

18 stations in Canada of a type that, in the past and 

19 present, has proven to be very harmful. 

20           Some might argue that it is inappropriate 

21 for the United States to review environmental and 

22 health impacts in a foreign nation; however, such 
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1 reviews are common.  In fact, at this time the 

2 President and Congress are reviewing a proposed 

3 pipeline that would bring Canadian tar sands oil from 

4 Alberta into the United States. 

5           The New York Times reported July 7th that 50 

6 members of Congress sent a letter to the Secretary of 

7 State Hillary Clinton expressing concerns about the 

8 pipeline and the source of the oil.  Representative 

9 Henry Waxman recently wrote that the proposed pipeline 

10 would "expand our reliance on the dirtiest source of 

11 transportation fuel currently available". 

12           Some might wonder why an environmental group 

13 would oppose hydroelectric development and they are 

14 entitled to an answer.  When Hydro Québec builds in 

15 the James Bay region it's not conventional hydropower 

16 where power plants are constructed alongside of a 

17 waterfall. 

18           Instead, Hydro Québec builds dams and many 

19 miles of dikes around the long river valleys, 

20 impounding vast amounts of water, flooding entire 

21 river valleys, and then generates electricity at the 

22 dam sites. 
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1           Huge areas are impacted.  Already existing 

2 Hydro Québec hydro projects in the James region, James 

3 Bay region, impact the region larger than New York 

4 State. 

5           During the last three years, Hydro Québec 

6 destroyed the Rupert River that had flowed into the 

7 southern tip of James Bay.  More than 100 square miles 

8 of land was flooded to create a hydro reservoir. 

9           As was and is the case with the earlier Le 

10 Grande river projects, environmental and health 

11 impacts from the Rupert River project will include 

12 elevated levels of methyl mercury in the water and 

13 fish in the reservoirs; and an increase in mercury 

14 poisoning in animals at the top of the food chain; and 

15 people, especially those with the diet high in fish 

16 consumption. 

17           Other impacts are a loss of habitat and 

18 resulting loss of wildlife necessary to the Native 

19 Indian diet, methane gas releases from decaying 

20 vegetation in flooded regions and considerable social 

21 impacts on Native peoples as they try to adjust to 

22 their damaged homelands. 
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1           The flooding of highly productive low lands 

2 and wetlands along the river strikes caribou nesting 

3 grounds, spawning habitat for fish, and nesting sites 

4 for birds.  Many organizations can provide information 

5 as part of the environmental review, including the 

6 International Rivers Network, Friends of the Earth 

7 United States, The Indigenous Environmental Network, 

8 Project Laundry List, Protect, and the Institute for 

9 Social Ecology in Vermont. 

10           Other information is available.  For 

11 example, the Northeast Indian Quarterly Akwe:kon 

12 Journal devoted its winter 1991 issue to James Bay 

13 hydroelectric issues. 

14           For a good discussion of the impacts on the 

15 Crees, the first 20 years of Hydro Québec 

16 hydroelectric development in that region, consult the 

17 1991 book, "Strangers Devour Their Land" by Boyce 

18 Richardson, or you can read "James Bay Memoirs:  A 

19 Cree Woman's Ode to Her Homeland," by Margaret Sam-

20 Cromarty, and you will begin to understand the 

21 profound loss Crees experienced as Hydro Québec 

22 invaded and wrecked much of their homeland. 
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1           In addition to these concerns, the 

2 Solidarity Committee of the Capital District has 

3 others. The report in the February 24th Albany Times 

4 Union indicated that the power line would generate 

5 about 50 jobs. 

6           Solidarity Committee's members would rather 

7 invest $1.9 million here in New York on weatherization 

8 and conservation projects, improving energy 

9 efficiencies and putting residents of New York to 

10 work.  Investing almost $2 billion in such a manner 

11 would put thousands of New York electricians, 

12 plumbers, sheet metal workers, carpenters, glazers, 

13 and other building tradespeople to work. 

14           The unemployment and underemployment rate in 

15 New York is very high.  Young people, and especially 

16 young men, have been hard hit by the ongoing 

17 recession. Many young people have never had a good 

18 job.  Many African-Americans or minority people have 

19 never had a good job in their lives either. 

20           We should use our energy policy to put 

21 Americans to work, rather than exporting the wealth of 

22 our state or our country out of the country.  If the 
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1 power line is constructed, many tens of millions of 

2 dollars in wealth will flow out of New York each year. 

3 It would be much better to implement ways, develop and 

4 implement ways of keeping the wealth of New York 

5 circulating in New York, rather than watch it 

6 disappear. 

7           With smart leadership, New York can probably 

8 create incentives to attract the manufacturers of 

9 energy efficient motors and appliances to build 

10 factories within New York State.  More than 20 years 

11 ago, the American Council for an Energy Efficient 

12 Economy reported that New York had vastly reduced its 

13 overall use of electricity and summer and winter peak 

14 demands by installing highly efficient lighting, 

15 appliances and motors. 

16           Some improvements have been made since then 

17 but much more can be done.  Since the first energy 

18 crisis of 1973, 1975, the demand for electricity in 

19 New York has continued to increase at least 10 times 

20 faster than human population growth in the state.  

21 Does anyone think that we can continue to do this 

22 indefinitely? 
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1           Electricity provides many benefits that we 

2 all appreciate, but it has huge and often 

3 underappreciated environmental and health impacts.  

4 The question before us tonight is whether additional 

5 rivers and watersheds in Québec, and maybe Labrador, 

6 should be literally destroyed so people living in the 

7 northeastern part of the United States can continue to 

8 increase their already high electricity use. 

9           I say no.  The river should not be 

10 destroyed.  Thank you very much. 

11           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Tom.  Did you say that 

12 the coalition was going to be submitting anything in 

13 writing? 

14           MR. ELLIS:  I doubt it. 

15           DR. PELL:  By the way, just by way of 

16 information, the pipeline Tom is referring to is 

17 rather interesting.  If you want to build an electric 

18 power line across the border then you come to the 

19 Department of Energy for the Presidential permit that 

20 we are talking about tonight. 

21           If you want to build a pipeline, oil or gas, 

22 across the border, interestingly enough, the way the 
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1 law is structured, you go to the Department of State 

2 and you get a Presidential permit from them.  So, it's 

3 a parallel process but run out of the State Department 

4 for pipelines as opposed to out of the Energy 

5 Department for electric power lines.  Just thought I 

6 would mention that by way of information. That 

7 completes the list that I had and now it's up to 

8 anybody who would like to speak.  Just raise your 

9 hand. No afterthoughts? 

10           Yes, please.  Tell us your name when you 

11 come up, please, and affiliation. 

12           MR. MILLER:  My name is Ron Miller.  I 

13 really have three affiliations.  I was formerly with 

14 EnCon for 23 years as an economist there in the policy 

15 office.  I am now an elected village trustee in the 

16 Village of Menands, which happens to border the Hudson 

17 River right north of the City of Albany. 

18           Although this project will not necessarily 

19 go near the village if it's coming over land, and on 

20 the railroad lines, I don't know which railroad line 

21 it's coming through.  We do happen to have a CS line 

22 through the village. 
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1           Also, I'm a consulting environmental and 

2 recreational economist.  I have a couple of issues I 

3 think are germane, I know they are germane to what I 

4 know best, SEQR and Article X, which is defunct, the 

5 Article X.  I think it's germane to Article VII and 

6 NEPA. 

7           The one thing that wasn't mentioned here, an 

8 interested state agency, OGS, owns underwater state 

9 land.  So, I would assume that if the developer of the 

10 project is approved and it's going to build it, it 

11 would be either paying leasing rights to OGS and/or on 

12 land there is property tax.  The utilities pay 

13 property tax and the State Office of Real Property 

14 Services does the valuation of what the property taxes 

15 should be. 

16           I think that should be part of the benefit 

17 analysis, because what these Article X, Article VII 

18 and NEPA are is trade offs between benefits and 

19 adverse impacts. 

20           The other issue is more germane to I think 

21 core issues of the Hudson River.  That's the 

22 recreational -- potential recreational impacts on the 
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1 Hudson.  It's a great water recreation body, boating, 

2 and I think it's important that when this -- if this 

3 line is constructed, that there is a minimization of 

4 any adverse effects on recreation, boating and other 

5 things. 

6           I think that's an issue that the Article VII 

7 and the NEPA has to look at.  And the issue of 

8 benefits to local governments of any property tax 

9 revenue should be identified, you know, if not 

10 measured quantitatively. 

11           And the whole issue of the state, the 

12 benefit to the state, of OGS getting revenue from 

13 leasing rights, I think is a legitimate issue.  Given 

14 the state of the state's fiscal picture and this 

15 project, I think that should be addressed. 

16           Those are my remarks.  Thank you. 

17           DR. PELL:  Don't go away.  What is OGS? 

18           MR. MILLER:  Office of General Services. 

19 That's the state agency that owns underwater state 

20 land and does other things, but the context is their 

21 management of underwater state land. 

22           MR. AUSTIN:  You are absolutely correct. The 
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1 applicant would have to seek and receive a lease 

2 agreement from the Office of General Services for the 

3 underwater lands that are used.  Absolutely correct. 

4           MR. MILLER:  Thank you. 

5           DR. PELL:  Thank you, both. 

6           Anybody else?  I see a hand in the back. 

7 Please tell us your name and affiliation. 

8           MR. OLIVIER:  My name Alain Olivier.  I'm 

9 with the Quebec Government Office in New York City. 

10           So, I welcome the opportunity to make 

11 comments before the committee tonight.  I won't be 

12 making any comments on the project per se, but I would 

13 like to bring a few elements of information that may 

14 be interesting for the record on Québec's record with 

15 the Native peoples. 

16           It was alluded to that the Great Whale 

17 project 20 years ago had been cancelled because of 

18 environmental and Native rights issues.  I would like 

19 to say that, since that period, Québec has moved 

20 forward in partnership with the Native peoples in a 

21 very important way. 

22           In 2002, the government concluded what was 



CHPE July 14, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 34

1 known as the Peace of the Grave agreement with the 

2 Cree people, which provided for sharing of resources 

3 of $2 billion over a 50 year period for the 

4 development of the east bank of Rupert River. 

5           Eleven percent of the hires on the project 

6 are Cree natives.  And it should be noted the Native 

7 peoples on other hydro projects that were launched 

8 recently, notably the Romaine project, which 

9 construction began in 2009. 

10           The four Native bands, Inuit people, who 

11 were directly affected by the project were consulted 

12 by referendum, and the call for bands were voted in 

13 favor of the project because they saw serious economic 

14 development possibilities for their communities. 

15           Regarding the environmental impact of Québec 

16 hydro project, I would like to point out that on the 

17 Romaine River there is a 20 year program to protect 

18 Atlantic salmon in the watershed. 

19           And I would like to quote from Hydro 

20 Québec's 2009 Sustainability Report on the issue of 

21 mercury.  The report says, "A number of studies are 

22 conducted to ensure that the temporary increase in 
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1 fish mercury levels, a consequence of reservoir 

2 impoundment, does not have any impact on water quality 

3 or aquatic organisms."  And also, "The follow-up on 

4 fish mercury levels in the western part of the Le 

5 Grande complex confirmed that for nonpiscivorous fish 

6 of standard length, mercury levels returned to the 

7 natural average about 20 years after impoundment." 

8           So, the point I would like to make, I think 

9 a lot of valid comments are made on the environmental 

10 Native rights issues, which are extremely important, 

11 and we want to -- as a representative of the Québec 

12 government I wanted it to be made clear that hydro 

13 projects in the current day are done not against 

14 Native peoples, but in partnership with them, creating 

15 economic development opportunities for both parties. 

16           Thank you very much. 

17           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much.  It's a 

18 pleasure to have the Gouvernement du Québec with us 

19 this evening.  I thank you for troubling to join us 

20 and for sharing your thoughts with us. 

21           Any other comments that people would like to 

22 make?  Anybody else like to speak?  You are all 
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1 satisfied that you have nothing further to add for the 

2 record? 

3           MR. AUSTIN:  May I add one thing. 

4           DR. PELL:  You may add at least one thing. 

5           MR. AUSTIN:  I apologize.  There is one 

6 thing I forgot to mention before about our process 

7 because it's recently created.  The state legislature 

8 has enacted laws that require the applicant of 

9 projects similar to this one to provide for what's 

10 called intervener funding. 

11           Intervener funding is available for 

12 organizations, local governments, to hire experts and 

13 the law actually says legal representation to 

14 represent, to help with scientific, engineering and 

15 other purposes that the local governments and 

16 organizations might not have. 

17           So, there is information about the 

18 intervener funding on our website.  And this project 

19 would be required to put up intervener funding.  That 

20 would be available. 

21           And perhaps Jim can correct me if I am 

22 wrong, but I believe the way it happens is that it's 
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1 put into a fund and an Administrative Law Judge 

2 determines how much should go to whom, and to what 

3 parties, and for what purpose.  So, I just wanted to 

4 mention that because it is a new development. 

5           Thank you, sir. 

6           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Jim. 

7           Anybody else? 

8           MR. ELLIS:  Can I provide a copy of the 

9 latest newsletter for the two groups I represent? 

10           DR. PELL:  Certainly.  Why don't you just 

11 give it to my contractor, the gentleman in the white 

12 shirt at the back of the room.  They are handling the 

13 administrative record for me so they will enter it.  

14 We will scan it and include it as an attachment to 

15 your remarks on the EIS website. 

16           Thank you.  Anybody else?  No further 

17 comments?  If that's the case, I want to thank you all 

18 very much for joining me here tonight, and for joining 

19 Jim and Don.  I think we've learned a great deal from 

20 you.  I hope that you found it as useful as we have. 

21 And look forward to seeing you again when we have the 

22 draft EIS available for your review. 
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1           And beyond that, let me just say have a good 

2 night.  Thank you. 

3           (Proceedings concluded at 8:45 p.m.)   

4  

5  

6  

7  

8  

9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  





CHPE July 15, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 1

1   DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

2                 PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

3                             

4 ------------------------------------------------------ 

5          CHAMPLAIN HUDSON POWER EXPRESS, INC. 

6               TRANSMISSION LINE PROPOSAL 

7 ------------------------------------------------------ 

8  

9           Taken at the Ramada Glens Falls/Lake George 

10 Area, 1 Abby Lane, Queensbury, New York, on July 15, 

11 2010, commencing at 7:45 p.m. 

12  

13  

14 BEFORE:  JERRY PELL, PhD, CCM, U.S. Department of 

15 Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC  

16 20585 

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  



CHPE July 15, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 2

1                  P R O C E E D I N G S 

2                                             (7:45 p.m.) 

3           DR. PELL:  We're now going to the formal 

4 recorded portion of the meeting.  Our stenographer is 

5 now commencing to take recorded notes.  This is a 

6 great opportunity for us to meet with the public.  

7 We've had seven meetings.  Let me tell you a little 

8 bit about myself first.  I'm Jerry Pell.  I'm an 

9 environmental scientist with DOE.  I've been with DOE 

10 for 34 years.  I've actually been working on 

11 environmental and energy issues ever since I finished 

12 my doctorate 40 years ago. 

13           And the reason that we're here tonight is 

14 because we have received an application at the 

15 Department of Energy for a Presidential permit, which 

16 is required by virtue of the applicants desiring to 

17 cross with a transmission line from Canada across the 

18 U.S. border into the United States.  That requires a 

19 Presidential permit which results from a White House 

20 Executive Order that is about 50 years old, and it's 

21 been on the books all this time. 

22           When we consider whether or not to issue a 
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1 Presidential permit, that's considered a major Federal 

2 action under the auspices of the National 

3 Environmental Policy Act, N-E-P-A or NEPA as a lot of 

4 you know.  Under NEPA, there are several levels of 

5 environmental review depending on the nature and type 

6 of project.  In this particular instance, we're doing 

7 an Environmental Impact Statement or EIS which is the 

8 most comprehensive level of review available, and we 

9 solicit everything literally imaginable from 

10 alternatives to socioeconomic impact, environmental 

11 justice, geology, biology, aquatic impacts, 

12 socioeconomics.  It does not leave much out.  One area 

13 that it does not particularly focus on is the 

14 economics. It's not considered within the scope of 

15 environmental analysis. 

16           The scoping process is the beginning of the 

17 preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement 

18 whereby we published a Federal Register notice, which 

19 I hope some of you, if not all of you, have read.  I 

20 try to make those things read as friendly as possible 

21 but you always run into the lawyers, and they don't 

22 necessarily let you use regular English when you write 
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1 these things, but we do a have a fairly good range of 

2 ideas as to what we should include in the document but 

3 until you meet with the public that lives along the 

4 route, you never know if you're missing anything, so 

5 the whole point of us being here at these seven 

6 meetings which started in Bridgeport, then went on to 

7 Manhattan, then went on to Yonkers followed by 

8 Kingston followed by Albany last night followed by 

9 here in Glens Falls here tonight, tomorrow ending in 

10 Plattsburgh which is as close to the border as you can 

11 get pretty much, the whole point is to make sure we 

12 don't miss anything, and that's why we're glad to see 

13 you tonight so that if there are impacts we should 

14 consider that we might not be aware of, this is our -- 

15 the hope is that we'll find out from these meetings. 

16           Now, as I said, this is just the beginning 

17 of the process.  We will then produce two things that 

18 you will get to see.  There will be a scoping report 

19 which will not be going out for comment.  It will be a 

20 final document that -- it will summarize everything 

21 that we received by way of input during these seven 

22 meetings, and that will be on the website and will be 
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1 publicly available, and I do encourage you go to the 

2 EIS website which is at CHPExpressEIS.org; again, CHP 

3 as in Champlain Hudson Power Express EIS as in 

4 Environmental Impact Statement.org.  That is the 

5 website for the environmental study that we're 

6 conducting at DOE.  Everything we do is public and 

7 will be posted on that website. Comments, official 

8 documents, the entire spectrum of material relative to 

9 the EIS will be available to you.  There's also an 

10 opportunity to subscribe so that when something new is 

11 put on the web that you might be interested in, we 

12 will issue a broadcast that will make you aware of it. 

13           There's another website also from the 

14 company that TDI itself has.  The two websites are 

15 linked together so if you do a Google and find 

16 yourself on either one, you can easily get to the 

17 other. 

18           And if you go to the EIS website, you will 

19 find links to the actual Presidential permit 

20 application that TDI filed with the Department of 

21 Energy.  You'll find a link to the New York State 

22 Public Service Commission filing where there's a 
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1 voluminous quantity of material including highly 

2 detailed maps and will continue to provide future 

3 documents, as I said, including the scoping report. 

4           Now, subsequent to that, we will be issuing 

5 a draft Environmental Impact Statement for public 

6 review, and that will be followed by a series of 

7 public meetings just like these probably in the same 

8 locations where now you will have the opportunity to 

9 comment on the actual written document which will be a 

10 draft, and your comments at that point will be 

11 factored into the preparation of the final EIS. 

12           Once the final EIS is completed, that, too, 

13 becomes public, and at that point I leave the 

14 environmental portion of the process and it then goes 

15 to other people in the Department of Energy who will 

16 look at electrical power reliability, potential 

17 impacts of the project on the electrical -- existing 

18 American electric power grid. 

19           We are also required to check with the State 

20 Department and with the Defense Department.  They have 

21 to concur on issuing the permit if we decide we are 

22 going to do that, and we issue a Record of Decision 
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1 which announces the process that we went through and 

2 whether or not we have elected to issue the 

3 Presidential permit. 

4           If we decide to issue the permit, that's 

5 then followed by the actual Presidential permit 

6 itself, and all of these documents will be public. 

7           So it's a long process.  The Environmental 

8 Impact Study process is input to the process but not 

9 the only -- not the only consideration that enters 

10 into whether or not to grant the Presidential permit. 

11           What I want to do now is turn it over to Don 

12 Jessome, let him talk to you about the project.  He's 

13 the President and Chief Executive Officer of 

14 Transmission Developers and let you hear how he sees 

15 it from his perspective, and then after that, we'll 

16 take your comments. 

17           MR. JESSOME:  Thank you Dr. Pell. Pleasure 

18 to be here this evening and I am certainly looking 

19 forward to the comments from the audience here later 

20 this evening after I've had my spiel here, but let me 

21 just tell you about Transmission Developers and also 

22 about the project that we're here to talk about this 
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1 evening. 

2           Transmission Developers was formed in 2008, 

3 and it's a company that is looking specifically, as 

4 the name applies, looking at transmission projects.  

5 Very early on, our mandate was to look at a couple of 

6 things.  One was the -- to choose technology that met 

7 with the criteria that our company was looking at 

8 trying to achieve.  And the key criteria that we 

9 wanted to achieve is to bury the cables or bury the 

10 transmission line. 

11           The reason we wanted to do that is because 

12 we felt that it was important for transmission to be 

13 built, and transmission has had a lot of hurdles 

14 thrown in front of it, and primarily it's because 

15 people are concerned about getting transmission towers 

16 in their backyards and the viewscape that is 

17 associated with that. 

18           So we chose a technology very early on to be 

19 HVDC technology so that we could bury the cables.  

20 I'll talk a little bit more as to why it's DC as 

21 opposed to AC in just a minute. 

22           The other thing -- the other criteria that 
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1 we're looking for is to look for projects that were in 

2 particularly congested markets and areas where we 

3 could bring clean renewable energy to these markets 

4 and so that that was another very important criteria 

5 for our company; and then thirdly, it's -- again, at 

6 the end of the day, someone has to pay for all of 

7 these projects, and, you know, there's sort of two 

8 different models out there for transmission projects 

9 as to how they're paid for.  One is sort of the 

10 traditional what we call socialized methodology and 

11 that would be the traditional, utilities would look 

12 into building a transmission project, they would go to 

13 their local regulator, the local regulator would take 

14 it through the bases to determine whether or not the 

15 transmission project should be built, and if it was, 

16 it was rolled into what they call a rate base and the 

17 customers paid for it. 

18           Our project is different.  There's a new 

19 model that's come in the marketplace over the last 15 

20 years.  It's called merchants, and really all this 

21 means is that we have to go out and find customers to 

22 pay for this line.  So it's a very different process 
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1 that we go through.  We actually -- I literally have 

2 to go out and sign up customers in order to pay for 

3 the use of this transmission line. 

4           Just a couple of points on that.  We are a 

5 transmission company, so we are just the transporter 

6 of the electricity.  We actually do not take title to 

7 the electricity.  What we do is we provide customers.  

8 Typically generators are the customers who look at 

9 these types of projects.  Generators look at us as a, 

10 you know, like a long extension cord to get into the 

11 markets that they want to sell their electricity to.  

12 So what we provide is a safe, secure, reliable 

13 capacity, and in this particular case, it's a thousand 

14 megawatts that they can utilize and sell their 

15 electricity to any customers. 

16           Let me just tell you a little bit about the 

17 project itself.  The Champlain Hudson Power Express 

18 Project we announced back in February of this year was 

19 originally a 2000 megawatt project.  A thousand 

20 megawatts was going to be delivered into New York City 

21 and a thousand over to southwest Connecticut.  On July 

22 the 6th of this year we made a public announcement 
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1 that we were no longer proceeding with the southwest 

2 Connecticut portion of the project, so this evening's 

3 discussion is specifically around the thousand 

4 megawatts that's going into New York City. 

5           The cables themselves are buried starting in 

6 Québec and connected to Hydro Québec's system.  We 

7 will not own the assets in Québec.  Those will be 

8 built by Hydro Québec. We can't title past the border 

9 so the cables are buried, two cables coming down 

10 Richelieu River into Lake Champlain.  They come out at 

11 Whitehall where we go onto a railroad right-of-way of 

12 CP Railroad, and we go around the Capital District on 

13 to CSX Railway line, and this is all buried cable, so 

14 even though we start in the waterways, we go on to 

15 land.  We actually maintain a fully buried cable 

16 system. We come back into the waters of the lower 

17 Hudson at Coeymans and down to Yonkers where we're 

18 proposing to build a converter station. 

19           The converter station is designed such that 

20 it takes the DC power and converts it back to AC, and 

21 then we have two AC cables that connect to New York 

22 City in the metropolitan marketplace. 
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1           DC technology has been around actually since 

2 Thomas Edison first started working on the lightbulbs 

3 in New York City over a hundred years ago, and it's -- 

4 the classic is, as I describe it, the BETA versus VHS, 

5 which technology was going to win, and the technology 

6 that won the day was AC, and the key reason was Nikola 

7 Tesla  was able to determine that a transformer could 

8 step voltage up and move power very efficiently in 

9 overhead transmission lines with AC power, and that 

10 won the technology battle, and it has made our lives 

11 tremendously easy because of that, and more that 

12 electricity occurred, transmission was spread all over 

13 the country and, you know, the rest of the story is 

14 history. 

15           DC never went away though.  Dc power is 

16 particularly useful in cable format because you can -- 

17 you can run cables very long distances with DC power.  

18 AC is less efficient moving large volumes of power 

19 over long distances, so the technology has become very 

20 refined over the last 25 years in particular and so 

21 HVDC technology is very mainstream today.  There's 

22 many, many projects all over the world.  It's 
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1 completely compatible with the AC system through the 

2 converter stations, and it's a welcome tool in the 

3 toolbox of regulator -- not regulators, the control 

4 systems that these projects go into because of the 

5 ease of being able to move power very efficiently. 

6           So with that, I will hand this back to Dr. 

7 Pell. 

8           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Don.  A couple of 

9 things come to mind listening to Mr. Jessome talk 

10 about AC versus DC.  DC is not new to transmission in 

11 the United States either. There's a major north-south 

12 transmission line in the west that is high voltage 

13 that is direct current.  Now, it's not on the ground, 

14 it's above ground on conventional towers but they're 

15 the reason that HVDC was chosen was because, just like 

16 Don said, the losses are fewer, and so over a long 

17 distance, the losses could really have a significant 

18 impact on the amount of power being delivered being 

19 less than the amount being generated, so DC is the 

20 transmission mechanism of choice for long distance 

21 transmission. 

22           Your car battery is DC, in case you didn't 
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1 know that.  Your battery in your cell phone is DC.  

2 The batteries that you're all probably familiar with 

3 are all DC devices. 

4           Your automobile alternator is called an 

5 alternator because it actually generates AC, 

6 alternating current.  Within the alternator built in 

7 is a circuit, a rectifier circuit that converts back 

8 alternating current produced by the generator to 

9 direct current for use by the automobile.  As I said, 

10 your car battery's DC, and the alternator ultimately 

11 puts out DC although it starts as AC. 

12           I wanted to mention also for the record just 

13 to be very clear because there has been some question 

14 about this at previous meetings, this is not a 

15 Department of Energy project.  As Don mentioned, it is 

16 a merchant project.  Don comes to us for a permit. 

17 Whether or not the project goes forward is not -- we 

18 have no vested interest in that outcome, and if the 

19 project does go forward, DOE has no vested interest in 

20 its success. 

21           The Presidential permit only permits Don's 

22 line to cross the border.  He still has the complete 
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1 set of State and local permitting requirements to 

2 satisfy so he needs the Presidential permit, it's a 

3 necessary condition, but it's certainly not a 

4 sufficient condition so this -- the process here at 

5 DOE is superimposed on top of everything else that the 

6 applicant has to obtain approvals on. 

7           There are four cooperating agencies working 

8 with DOE on this report:  U.S. Army Corps of 

9 Engineers; U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; and 

10 two State agencies, the New York State Department of 

11 Public Service Commission and New York State 

12 Department of Environmental Conservation, so you have 

13 five agencies involved in making sure that the EIS 

14 satisfies each of these agencies' needs as complete 

15 and comprehensive, so it's an intensely collaborative 

16 and cooperative process, which means State government 

17 and Federal government. 

18           Having said all that, I'd like to turn to 

19 the comments themselves.  Are there any officials here 

20 that are elected that would like to be recognized 

21 before they make a comment? 

22           (There was no response.) 
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1           DR. PELL:  Are there any government 

2 officials that would like to be recognized and perhaps 

3 make a comment? 

4           (There was no response.) 

5           DR. PELL:  Okay.  Since there are no elected 

6 or governmental officials asking to be recognized, we 

7 will proceed with the people who have asked to speak 

8 starting with Ms. Julia Stokes who is with an 

9 organization called the Saratoga P.L.A.N.  Good 

10 evening, Julia. 

11           JULIA STOKES:  Hi.  Saratoga P.L.A.N. is the 

12 Regional Land Trust and Open Space Small Growth Group 

13 in Saratoga County, and we're interested in two 

14 issues, and since you're going to be using the 

15 railroad right-of-way all the way through Saratoga 

16 County -- I'm sorry, or Mr. Jessome will be, where 

17 there are areas where the railroad right-of-way is 

18 wide enough that they bring the power corridor all the 

19 way to the edge, we'd like the opportunity for trail 

20 corridors along that with appropriate fencing.  We've 

21 worked very successfully with CSX and with Norfolk 

22 Southern to accommodate trails along the Mechanicville 
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1 railroad property and just south of the City of 

2 Saratoga Springs is the CSX, so we'd like to be able 

3 to look at the maps to see where those rail corridors 

4 are actually wide enough to accommodate putting the 

5 trail on top of that line. 

6           The other issue that we would like to raise 

7 would be archaeology.  I'm sure that the State 

8 Preservation Office in New York will be involved.  

9 Particularly where you're coming out of the Champlain 

10 and you're crossing Saratoga County, that is where a 

11 major portion of the Revolutionary War was fought, and 

12 we want to make sure that any archaeological resources 

13 are protected as well.  Thank you. 

14           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Julia.  As a matter of 

15 fact, archaeology is a routine portion of the 

16 Environmental Impact Statement, and with regard to 

17 your question about pedestrian walkways and paths of 

18 that nature, are you planning on submitting anything 

19 written for the record that elaborates on exactly what 

20 you have in mind? 

21           JULIA STOKES:  I can. 

22           DR. PELL:  It might be useful, if you can.  
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1 It's not a requirement or a request, of course.  It's 

2 just a suggestion you may want to consider doing. 

3           JULIA STOKES:  I drew some maps for Mr. 

4 Jessome what I was talking about. 

5           DR. PELL:  Can you hear that? 

6           JULIA STOKES:  I'm sorry.  I drew some 

7 diagrams, but I can do that.  Saratoga P.L.A.N. also 

8 received "active party status," so we'll be filing 

9 along with that. 

10           DR. PELL:  That's great.  The more input we 

11 get, the better.  Thank you. 

12           I'd like to go on now to Mr. Gordon Boyd 

13 who's with an organization called Energy Next, 

14 Incorporated. 

15           GORDON M. BOYD:  Thank you very much. I'm 

16 Gordon Boyd.  I'm President of Energy Next. We are an 

17 energy consulting firm based in Saratoga Springs.  We 

18 are buyers' agents for energy consumers through 

19 Chambers of Commerce, trade associations and municipal 

20 governments across New York State but particularly 

21 here in the Capital Region. 

22           Electric consumers in Capital Region's Zone 
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1 F pay between a $100 and $200 million in premium 

2 electric costs every year because of transmission 

3 congestion.  This is a vestige of the way the old 

4 utility system was constructed but under our semi-

5 deregulated market system, it means that people who 

6 are downstream of bottlenecks and congestion points in 

7 the transmission system pay more, and that's the 

8 pretext and the reason for your project, the Champlain 

9 Hudson project to relieve congestion in New York City. 

10           But there is congestion here on the pathway 

11 of that project in between Québec and New York City, 

12 and we would like to recommend that the project 

13 consider dropping off some of that power on its way 

14 through the Capital Region. 

15           Now, I've mentioned the economic 

16 justification for doing that, which is compelling, I 

17 think, from the consumer's point of view, but I 

18 believe there are also environmental benefits that 

19 would accrue from that as well.  One is that a number 

20 of customers in the Capital Region desire to purchase 

21 renewable energy, but because the price of power here 

22 is such a premium compared with areas of the state to 
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1 the west and the north where a number of renewable 

2 projects are being developed and are looking for 

3 customers, the power from those renewable energy 

4 projects is unaffordable by the time it gets to the 

5 Capital Region, again, because of the overall cost of 

6 congestion. 

7           The second environmental benefit that would 

8 accrue from relieving congestion here would be to 

9 relieve the pressure on existing fossil generation 

10 both within the region and that generation we do 

11 import, so I think that would be an overall 

12 environmental benefit but there is a tremendous cost 

13 that we're paying here analogous to New York City but 

14 not in such large numbers because we don't have as 

15 many kilowatt hours going through the system here, but 

16 we would recommend that be considered as part of the 

17 EIS.  Thank you. 

18           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much, Gordon.  You 

19 mention congestion.  As somebody who's with DOE, it 

20 was my office of Electricity Delivery and Energy 

21 Reliability, OE. OE has issued a congestion study that 

22 designated National Interest Electricity Transmission 
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1 Corridors, one of which was the northeast corridor 

2 along the coast down to the New York City area, so 

3 we're well familiar with the congestion issue, and I 

4 thank you for bringing that up. 

5           As far as dropping power off in the Capital 

6 area, that's a comment for Don to take under 

7 advisement.  Don, correct me if I'm right or wrong on 

8 this, but it seems to me that if I'm right, you would 

9 have to establish a new converter station in the 

10 Capital area in order for that power to be useful to 

11 be dropped off. That converter station would both be 

12 an expensive proposition plus have impacts of its own, 

13 so I guess what I'm really trying to say is nothing is 

14 easy. 

15           GORDON M. BOYD:  I didn't say it would be 

16 easy or free, but since we are paying an extra cost 

17 for power here that if you look over the last number 

18 of years is running between a hundred to $2 million a 

19 year to about a million consumers, so it's a 

20 significant amount of money to our local economy.  I 

21 think that the cost of converting and so on could be 

22 amortized into that surplus to everybody's benefit. 
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1           One way to do it would be to, obviously, 

2 convert and then reconvert on the way down.  Another 

3 option the -- the developers might want to consider is 

4 just laying a second pair of cables that would 

5 terminate somewhere here in the region and handle it 

6 that way. 

7           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much, Gordon.  

8 Don, do you want to add anything to that, or do you 

9 think we've covered it adequately? 

10           MR. JESSOME:  No, it's quite accurate. 

11           DR. PELL:  Go into the microphone, please. 

12           MR. JESSOME:  Sure.  So absolutely, if we 

13 were to try and interconnect to the Albany area, we 

14 would have to put another converter station, and just 

15 to, you know, from a price perspective, a thousand 

16 megawatts, I'm not saying we could build a converter 

17 station for $200 million, so -- and it's fairly 

18 linear. Depending upon the size, it could actually go 

19 up slightly depending on the sites, but that's the 

20 kind of cost we're talking about, so, you know, this 

21 project is, you know -- all of the studies that we 

22 have done, particularly with the system operator which 
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1 is absolutely critical for liability reasons is from 

2 point A to point B, and we picked those two points at 

3 this point in time.  You know, future projects can 

4 certainly be considered, but at this point in time, 

5 the project that we're looking at does terminate down 

6 by the Yonkers facility. 

7           DR. PELL:  Okay.  Thank you, Don. That 

8 completes the list of people.  The speakers now are 

9 open to the floor.  If anybody wants to speak, we'd be 

10 glad to hear from you. All you have to do is raise 

11 your hand and come forward.  Nobody wishes -- there we 

12 go.  Sir, would you be kind enough to come to the 

13 microphone and give us your name? 

14           SKIP STRANAHAN:  Yeah.  I didn't come 

15 prepared.  I actually came right from work.  I 

16 apologize for my looks. 

17           DR. PELL:  No problem, no problem. 

18           SKIP STRANAHAN:  I represent "We the People" 

19 in Warren County.  I'd like to know who is paying for 

20 this $3.8 billion -- 

21           COURT REPORTER:  I need your name, please. 

22           DR. PELL:  Can we at least get your name 
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1 first, please? 

2           SKIP STRANAHAN:  Skip Stranahan. 

3           DR. PELL:  Thank you.  Can we spell that for 

4 the benefit of the stenographer? 

5           SKIP STRANAHAN:  S-T-R-A-N-A-H-A-N. 

6           DR. PELL:  Thank you, sir.  Tell us again 

7 the name of the organization. 

8           SKIP STRANAHAN:  "We the People." We're a 

9 foundation for constitutional government.  We think 

10 that it's been neglected for years here, but my 

11 question is simple, is there public funding in this 

12 $3.8 billion you intend to spend or whose money are 

13 you spending? 

14           DR. PELL:  Well, this isn't supposed to be Q 

15 and A, but I will answer your question because it's 

16 important.  The short answer is no.  As I mentioned 

17 before, DOE has no vested interest, there's no 

18 taxpayer money involved. As Don mentioned, it's a 

19 merchant proposition. The money comes from TDI and 

20 from their financial affiliations.  Your taxpayers' 

21 dollars are involved not at all.  In fact, the conduct 

22 of these meetings and the Environmental Impact 
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1 Statement preparation are all paid for by TDI, so the 

2 short answer to your question is there are no taxpayer 

3 dollars involved, but just as a matter of detail, now 

4 that the Connecticut portion of the proposed project 

5 has been dropped, I think now the overall cost of the 

6 project has come down from the proposed 3.8 to about 

7 half that, $1.9 billion, but no, no tax money. 

8           SKIP STRANAHAN:  I have a second question.  

9 What kind of impact would us using all Canadian power 

10 off this line have on the people here as far as 

11 employment and us being self-sufficient with energy in 

12 America? 

13           DR. PELL:  We do look at socioeconomic 

14 impacts, and we will look at the potential employment 

15 benefits that would improve in the construction of the 

16 project and within the operation so the EIS will 

17 address that to some extent. 

18           SKIP STRANAHAN:  Thank you. 

19           DR. PELL:  You are more than welcome. Thank 

20 you.  Anybody else care to comment? 

21           (There was no response.) 

22           DR. PELL:  Nobody?  We're all satisfied we 
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1 have nothing further to say, is that true? 

2           (There was no response.) 

3           DR. PELL:  We're all friends here. You're 

4 more than welcome to come forward. Well, okay, I'll 

5 tell you what, we'll adjourn the formal portion of the 

6 meeting.  Don and I will hang around for a while.  

7 It's still early.  If you want to talk to either of us 

8 off-the-record, we'll be glad to chat with you. 

9           Again, I can't thank you enough for coming 

10 out tonight.  It's really great hearing from you.  It 

11 will be a while before it happens, but I look forward 

12 to seeing you all again when the draft EIS is out for 

13 review. 

14           In the meantime, you have our website, you 

15 know how to reach me, and you're more than welcome and 

16 invited to contact us at any time for any reason.  If 

17 we can be of any assistance, I assure you, we will.  

18 So have a good night.  Thank you very much. 

19           (Time noted:  8:32 p.m.)   

20  

21  

22  
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1                  P R O C E E D I N G S 

2                                             (8:15 p.m.) 

3           DR. PELL:  Let's go to the formal part of 

4 the meeting, and we'll now start the process of taking 

5 formal record. 

6           We'll start the formal portion of the 

7 meeting at this point.  And I will start by 

8 introducing myself.  I'm Jerry Pell.  I'm an 

9 environmental scientist with the Department of Energy 

10 in Washington, D.C. 

11           I've been doing this for 34 years with DOE.  

12 I've been working on energy and environment for 40 

13 years, ever since I finished my doctorate. 

14           And I'm going to start off by telling you a 

15 personal human interest story. 

16           Both my wife and I are from Montreal.  And 

17 when I grew up as a kid, Plattsburgh was the place to 

18 go on weekends for the beach. 

19           And all my toys came from Plattsburgh.  I 

20 had a -- some of you who may be old enough to 

21 remember, there was a Montgomery Ward at the time that 

22 was at the end of Margaret Street.  And as you were 
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1 coming into the city, I remember specifically it was 

2 on the left-hand side. 

3           I had my dad buy me a Hallicrafters 

4 shortwave radio out of the basement of Montgomery 

5 Ward.  And after that, of course, as we got older, you 

6 came to Plattsburgh for the drive-in movies because 

7 the Province of Québec would not permit drive-in 

8 movies. 

9           So here I am now, 68 years of age, 34 years 

10 into my career with the Department of Energy, on the 

11 verge of thinking about retirement, back in 

12 Plattsburgh.  It's a very emotional experience for me.  

13 And I'm delighted to be here. It's like a homecoming 

14 in its own right. 

15           So it's really great to be back in town, 

16 folks.  It brings back a lot of memories. 

17           I'm glad to see that the -- the paper mill, 

18 paper company, Georgia-Pacific -- didn't that used to 

19 be a match company at one point, historically? 

20           UNIDENTIFIED AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Separate 

21 complex. 

22           DR. PELL:  Separate complex.  Okay. 
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1           UNIDENTIFIED AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Still a paper 

2 mill, but -- 

3           UNIDENTIFIED AUDIENCE MEMBER:  J.C. Penney. 

4           DR. PELL:  J.C. Penney.  Well, Montgomery 

5 Ward is gone, too, for that matter. 

6           UNIDENTIFIED AUDIENCE MEMBER:  But we got 

7 their property. 

8           UNIDENTIFIED AUDIENCE MEMBER:  After they 

9 dumped chemicals in our lake. 

10           DR. PELL:  Maybe I shouldn't have brought up 

11 the subject. 

12           UNIDENTIFIED AUDIENCE MEMBER:  No.  I'm 

13 talking about the woods. 

14           DR. PELL:  Anyway, it's great to be here. 

15 I'm glad to see you here.  I'm going to let Don 

16 introduce himself, Don Jessome, the president and 

17 chief executive officer of the company, for the record 

18 to tell us about the Champlain Hudson Project, and 

19 then we'll start taking the comments. 

20           MR. JESSOME:  Thank you Dr. Pell.  It's a 

21 pleasure to be back here.  I was -- I had the pleasure 

22 of having a public meeting here back in -- I think it 
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1 was in April of this year. 

2           My name is Don Jessome.  I am the president 

3 and CEO of Transmission Developers, Inc., and I'm here 

4 to give you a little bit of a description of the 

5 project that we're proposing, called the Champlain 

6 Hudson Power Express. 

7           It's a 1,000-megawatt project.  And I just 

8 want to let this audience know the project originally 

9 was a 2,000-megawatt project.  So we were actually 

10 looking at two cables going into New York City and two 

11 over in southwest Connecticut.  That was the original 

12 concept of the project. 

13           On July the 6th, we made a public 

14 announcement that we are no longer proceeding with the 

15 Connecticut portion of the project.  So it's only a 

16 1,000-megawatt project now, two cables going into New 

17 York City. 

18           So it's a HVDC project, or a high-voltage, 

19 direct current project.  And high-voltage, direct 

20 current just means that as opposed to the AC current 

21 and power that we all use in our home, this is -- 

22 instead of a sinusoidal wave, or a wave that goes like 
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1 this, it's actually a constant voltage, and no wave 

2 form to it. 

3           And the nice part of that technology is the 

4 fact that you can run in cable format for very long 

5 distances very efficiently. 

6           As we all know, AC overhead is run very, 

7 very long distances.  And it's a very efficient 

8 technology.  It's made our lives all very easy, to be 

9 honest. 

10           DC is a technology that is very 

11 complementary to AC, but its real claim to fame is 

12 that you can put it in cable format and you can run it 

13 long distances. 

14           The reason we chose the technology is very 

15 specific.  We chose the technology not because it's 

16 less expensive than overhead transmission -- far from 

17 it; it's much more expensive. 

18           The reason we chose the technology is 

19 because we can bury it.  It's important to us that the 

20 communities that we go through, we can bury the 

21 transmission line, and it's not going to be a visual 

22 impact to the community.  And that's why we chose that 
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1 technology. 

2           The other thing that's important to know 

3 about this project is who's going to pay for it.  And 

4 this project is what's called a merchant  transmission 

5 project. 

6           A merchant transmission project just means 

7 that the people who will actually ship the electricity 

8 on the line will be the ones who pay for it. 

9           We do not own the electricity.  We don't 

10 sell the electricity.  We don't buy the electricity. 

11           We're like a -- I like to describe ourselves 

12 as the freight truck that takes from the manufacturing 

13 facility to the retail store. 

14           We don't take ownership of those products in 

15 between.  We simply have a service that allows others 

16 to sell their electricity into the marketplace. 

17           We're currently talking to multiple 

18 suppliers who would look at taking service on our 

19 line.  And those are primarily Canadian -- well, they 

20 are.  At this point in time, they're Canadian 

21 suppliers who are hydro and wind supply. 

22           Unfortunately, at this point in time, due to 
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1 confidentiality, I can't disclose who they are. But 

2 that will become very public in the very near future. 

3           One of the questions I get asked on occasion 

4 is:  What happens when you bury those cables if an 

5 anchor hits the cable?  You know, do we fry all the 

6 fish?  Does anything, you know, disastrous happen? 

7           And, you know, the very simple answer is: 

8 No, they do not.  The technology that's on either end 

9 of this transmission line, these converter stations 

10 and the equipment to actually control the flow of 

11 power, act in super, very, very high speed -- 

12 microseconds -- to kill the power if anything happens 

13 to the cable itself. 

14           The cable is buried.  And the reason it's 

15 buried is so that we don't have any of these issues. 

16 And that's why you bury cables.  It's just to avoid 

17 having anchors or draggers or other equipment 

18 interfere with the cable. 

19           The actual -- the construction period that 

20 we're looking at is starting in the fall of next year, 

21 2011.  And it will take about three years for this 

22 project to be fully constructed.  So it will go into 
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1 service around early 2015. 

2           It's a delight -- it's a delight to be back 

3 here again.  And with that, I will pass it back to Dr. 

4 Pell. 

5           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Don.  The first person 

6 -- let me just ask:  Are there any elected officials 

7 here that would like to identify themselves and that 

8 would like to speak? 

9           Are there any state, local, or federal 

10 officials here from the government that would like to 

11 speak and identify themselves? 

12           Since there aren't any, we will start with 

13 Mr. James Tyler Frakes, who is the first person to 

14 have submitted his name to present comments with us 

15 tonight. 

16           And Mr. Frakes is with the Adirondack 

17 Council. 

18           MR. FRAKES:  I work for an environmental 

19 nonprofit helping to protect ecological integrity and 

20 welfare to the Adirondack Park.  If you're not 

21 familiar with it, 6 million acres right down the road.  

22 Lake Champlain is part of it. 
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1           I think just our main concern is aquatic 

2 wildlife and what impacts that are going to be on it. 

3           And I've read the scoping documents.  They 

4 do a very good job.  And we look forward to reviewing 

5 an EIS. 

6           I mean, basically, our concern's with 

7 benthic organisms.  Lake Champlain, you play at the 

8 beach.  You know, there are mollusks. 

9           I mean, we're worried about substrate, how 

10 long that's going to be in the water column, what 

11 effects that it's going to have on those organisms. 

12           The concrete blankets that you're going to -

13 - that the company is going to be placing over the 

14 cables and in the portions where they cannot be 

15 buried, what effects is that going to have on the -- 

16 the environment afterwards?  Is that going to be 

17 receptive for species to come back in? 

18           And basically, I don't really understand why 

19 the company is choosing to -- to put it in a body of 

20 water that portions are 400 feet deep when there are -

21 - is a railroad running all the way down to New York 

22 City.  There is a highway running all the way down to 
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1 New York City.  Why can't the right-of-way be used? 

2           And I think that's about it.  And I thank 

3 you for giving me the opportunity to voice my opinion.  

4 Thank you. 

5           DR. PELL:  Thank you, Mr. Frakes.  The 

6 question of running along the railway or the highway 

7 has been raised by others before tonight.  And one 

8 thing we do look at in the EIS is alternatives. 

9           I want to proceed now to Mr. David -- it 

10 looks like Maxwell.  Is that correct? 

11           MR. MANWELL:  Manwell. 

12           DR. PELL:  David, I've got to tell you, 

13 looking at your form, you checked that you want a copy 

14 of the EIS.  I could not begin to figure out your 

15 address the way this was written. 

16           MR. MANWELL:  Oh. 

17           DR. PELL:  So if you get a chance and want 

18 to write a new one that we might actually be able to 

19 read, that would be great. 

20           If you could spell your last name for the 

21 stenographer, please. 

22           MR. MANWELL:  M-a-n-w-e-l-l. 
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1           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much. 

2           MR. MANWELL:  My concern is it -- you -- 

3 many people have claimed -- have voiced concern that 

4 the North Country won't get anything out of the -- the 

5 power line.  But at present, I've spoken with people 

6 from Noble and asked them why many of the -- 

7           DR. PELL:  You've spoken with people from 

8 where? 

9           MR. MANWELL:  Noble Environmental Power, the 

10 developer of our wind power in the -- 

11           DR. PELL:  Oh, okay.  Okay. 

12           MR. MANWELL:  -- northwestern and eastern 

13 Franklin County. 

14           Many of -- there are many times when some of 

15 their turbines are idle but there's plenty of wind.  

16 You can see that the -- the trees are blowing well and 

17 the grass is blowing around. 

18           And I've asked them why that is.  And they 

19 said it's because NYISO directs them to do that 

20 because there isn't enough capacity in the power lines 

21 to ship out the power. 

22           If they can ship out their power on -- on 
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1 something like this, then that will benefit the North 

2 Country.  Granted, if it helps Yonkers or someplace 

3 get cheaper power, that's fine.  They're paying for 

4 it, paying us for it. 

5           And the North Country is not a rich place. 

6 It's a rather depressed economy.  We will benefit from 

7 it.  That's my point. 

8           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much, David.  I 

9 appreciate that. 

10           The third person who registered to speak is 

11 Peter Delia (phonetic), is it? 

12           MR. DELIA:  Yes.  But I got my questions 

13 asked during the informal session. 

14           DR. PELL:  Okay. 

15           MR. DELIA:  And I thank those gentlemen. 

16           DR. PELL:  Great.  Thank you, Peter.  That 

17 completes the list.  Now it's open to anyone that 

18 would like to make comments.  It's open mic. 

19           So if you need to -- if you want to address 

20 us, just please raise your hand, come on up, tell us 

21 who you are, and use the mic. 

22           We're all friends here.  There we go.  I 
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1 knew somebody would rise to the occasion. 

2           MS. FISHER:  Hi.  I'm Lori Fisher.  I'm 

3 director of the Lake Champlain Committee.  And we are 

4 a bi-state organization.  And we're dedicated to Lake 

5 Champlain's water quality and ensuring it's an 

6 accessible lake, as well. 

7           DR. PELL:  How do you spell your last name, 

8 please? 

9           MS. FISHER:  Fisher, F-i-s-h-e-r.  I filled 

10 out a card. 

11           DR. PELL:  Okay. 

12           MS. FISHER:  And I'm on the mailing list and 

13 been here before. 

14           So we're concerned about any recreational 

15 impacts, the mapping route for cultural resources, 

16 recreational impacts, as well as water quality impacts 

17 and share the concern about benefit to communities and 

18 the re-suspension, how that's going to effect things, 

19 as well as have that larger question of:  Is this the 

20 best route for this to take and the one where 

21 particularly the environmental impacts would be best 

22 mitigated? 



CHPE July 16, 2010

1-800-FOR-DEPO
Alderson Reporting Company

Page 15

1           And we also have concerns about the 

2 electromagnetic fields.  I know that's a part of your 

3 investigations. 

4           But we'd be looking at that, and the heat 

5 issue, in terms of, you know, the impacts to aquatic 

6 species.  So we look forward to the EIS.  Thank you. 

7           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much.  Who else 

8 would like to submit some comments for the record? 

9 Nobody?  Last chance. 

10           MR. DELIA:  Could I help out with the 

11 electromagnetic field? 

12           DR. PELL:  Sure. 

13           MR. DELIA:  Okay. 

14           DR. PELL:  You have to come to the mic, 

15 though, because we're on the record and I need the 

16 stenographer to be able to hear you. 

17           MR. DELIA:  I'm 75, so you've got to give me 

18 more time. 

19           DR. PELL:  I'm catching up to you.  I'm 68.  

20 That's not that far behind. 

21           MR. DELIA:  Wait until you get to 75. 

22           DR. PELL:  All right.  I'll -- I'll keep 
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1 that in mind. 

2           Let's get your name first, again. 

3           MR. DELIA:  Peter Delia. 

4           To answer your question with DC, there is no 

5 electromagnetic field, not unless you wrap it around a 

6 piece of iron bar and shake it. 

7           DR. PELL:  Well, you get an electric field. 

8           MR. DELIA:  There's no radiation. 

9           DR. PELL:  There's no magnetic field. 

10           MR. DELIA:  The electromagnetic field is 

11 just power, but I think first radiated electricity, 

12 something leaving the wire. 

13           DR. PELL:  Okay.  Thank you, Peter.  I 

14 appreciate it. 

15           MR. DELIA:  You're welcome, sir. 

16           DR. PELL:  Anybody else? 

17           HDR TEAM MEMBER:  We just had someone come 

18 in. 

19           DR. PELL:  Okay.  Would that gentleman be 

20 interested in speaking for the record? 

21           MR. HILLS:  Have you had questions going all 

22 along? 
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1           Okay.  I'm Jack Hills.  I'm a U.S. Air Force 

2 retired captain development engineer. 

3           DR. PELL:  Is that H-i-l-l-s? 

4           MR. HILLS:  H-i-l-l-s, yes. 

5           DR. PELL:  Thank you. 

6           MR. HILLS:  About a year and a half, two 

7 years ago, I started tracking running power by land 

8 from here around the mountains, through Utica, and on 

9 down to Albany, and then down to New York City. 

10           Lot of approval conflicts because of the way 

11 the state constitution is written. 

12           And I've found that the environmental 

13 studies that various companies did went no further 

14 than the local community that they were in.  They were 

15 never integrated, no big picture.  No one had a total 

16 view of what impact the long -- the big picture was 

17 going to have. 

18           This, to me -- since I heard that Canada was 

19 looking for a quick solution to getting power to New 

20 York City, that's well and good, but my concern was:  

21 What does it do for communities along the way? 

22           There are reasons for tapping into power for 
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1 the communities that are going to benefit the future.  

2 Have you been looking at those aspects? 

3           Like, for instance, what power is needed to 

4 power something like a modern car, an electrical car?  

5 The Volt electric car. 

6           Is this going to benefit the North Country 

7 so that we can have power upgrades, benefit the home, 

8 the average individual, so that they can be up-to-date 

9 in technology, or is it just a path to New York City 

10 directly? 

11           That was my concern initially.  And I think 

12 it's a big -- a great choice to have this option. 

13           And it is a federal environmental study, 

14 right? 

15           DR. PELL:  That is correct. 

16           MR. HILLS:  Okay.  That's going to integrate 

17 it.  And that, to me, is a great feature about 

18 something like this. 

19           That's what I was used to doing as a 

20 development engineer, was integrating things from the 

21 big picture to get a project going. 

22           It's complicated, but to me it seems like 
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1 this would simplify a lot of the problems of power 

2 distribution, as long as it's not just a straight 

3 shoot to benefit New York City, which is what a lot of 

4 distribution around the East Coast is.  It all funnels 

5 into New York City. 

6           But it also goes past New York City and taps 

7 into Philadelphia.  And then we -- we can go west, 

8 which is what the President's been wanting to do.  And 

9 it seems to me it could feature that integration. 

10           And I think the mayor has done a great job 

11 to work on future applications and move things along. 

12 It seems to me this would move things along quite 

13 well, make it a lot easier to look at our country's 

14 needs, not just necessarily community needs. 

15           That's basically why I wanted to get here. I 

16 had other obligations, figured you had a handout that 

17 I could look at, a plan. 

18           And that's basically two questions:  Will it 

19 benefit the community?  And will it benefit our 

20 nation's goal of integrating East Coast power into a 

21 unified way that helps the rest of us in the country? 

22           I was raised in the Midwest, and that's -- 
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1 even in the Midwest, we feed power back here to New 

2 York City.  So it seems that that complicates the 

3 problem to folks in New York City. 

4           DR. PELL:  Thank you very much for those 

5 comments. 

6           Don Jessome is with us this evening.  He's 

7 the head of the Transmission Developers, Incorporated, 

8 company who wants to build the project.  And I'm sure 

9 that he would be glad to chat with you after we 

10 adjourn the meeting.  You may want to ask these 

11 questions of Mr. Jessome. 

12           MR. HILLS:  Okay.  Thank you. 

13           DR. PELL:  By the way, just as a matter of 

14 national policy, as you know, the Department of Energy 

15 is very interested in the national grid and in 

16 modernizing it. 

17           And we like to think that the best way to 

18 contemplate the national grid is regionally or 

19 nationally rather than locally, because what happens 

20 so often is that the source of the power where it's 

21 available and the people that need it, where they 

22 happen to be living, are far apart.  And connecting 
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1 the two together becomes a major -- a major issue. 

2           Is there anybody else that would like to 

3 speak.  No one? 

4           Well, let me -- let me, first of all, before 

5 we adjourn, I want to thank the HDR team. We've had, 

6 as I mentioned, seven of these.  It's been a long week 

7 and a half.  And I want to thank them for their 

8 support. 

9           And I want to thank them in advance for the 

10 work they're going to be doing on the environmental 

11 impact statement. 

12           I didn't mention this before only because I 

13 didn't think of it.  We are going to be preparing a 

14 scoping report, which will summarize the comments that 

15 were received during these seven meetings. 

16           And, also, the comment period is open until 

17 August the 2nd.  And if you would like to get 

18 something in to us electronically or by regular paper 

19 mail or through the Internet website, we'd certainly -

20 - certainly be glad to hear from you.  All comments 

21 are considered the same, regardless of how we receive 

22 them.  And, so, you do have some time yet to get some 
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1 thoughts in to us. 

2           And once the August 2nd date has passed, 

3 we'll be putting together a scoping report that 

4 summarizes everything that came in.  That will be a 

5 public document.  It will be on the website, and you 

6 will get to see what we heard at each of the seven 

7 meetings. 

8           All these seven meetings are being 

9 transcribed.  All the transcripts will be on the 

10 record. 

11           So, again, great being here.  Thank you for 

12 coming here.  And have a wonderful weekend.  And we're 

13 going to hang around a little if you want to talk to 

14 us in person after we adjourn. 

15           So thanks again.  Have a good night. 

16           (Meeting adjourned at 8:38 p.m.) 

17                  .  *  *  *  *  

18  

19  

20  

21  
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Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. 

OE Docket No. PP-362 

Comments on Scope of DEIS 

28 July 2010 

 

By: Roland R. Vosburgh, Principal Planner 

 

 

This list deals exclusively with potential issues related to the burial of the direct current power 

cables in the Hudson River in the vicinity of Columbia County 

 

 

Construction Phase Issues 

1) Impacts on fish habitat and spawning periods 

2) Impacts on recreational and commercial river traffic 

3) Impacts on existing infrastructure (Rip Van Winkle Bridge piers, pipelines or cables 

buried beneath or laying on the riverbed) 

4) Impacts of disturbance and re-suspension of riverbed sediments and contaminants found 

in riverbed sediments 

5) Landside staging area requirements for power cable installation (if any) 

 

Operational Phase Issues 

1) Impacts (physical and biological) of functioning power cables for human, plant, and 

animal life 

2) Impacts on other adjacent infrastructure (pipelines or cables, whether crossed or parallel, 

and municipal and industrial outfall points) and, conversely, the impacts of operational 

infrastructure (pipelines, cables, or outfalls) on the power cables  

3) Impacts on the Hudson River Federal Navigation Channel which is authorized at 32 foot 

depth and how to avoid damage to the power cables due to periodic maintenance 

dredging to maintain the 32 foot depth 

4) Impacts of scheduled maintenance for the power cables 

5) Impacts of power cables needing repair or catastrophic failure (severance) of the power 

cables 

6) Proposed signage to alert river users to the presence of the buried power cables to avoid 

disturbance and damage 

7) Proposed protocol for emergency first responders to secure human health and safety in 

the event of power cable damage/failure 

8) Impact of seismic activity on power cable integrity 

 

  



M. Jodi Rell
GOVERNOR

STATE OF CONNECTICUT

July 30, 2010

Dr. Jerry Pell
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE-20)
u.s. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.
Washington, DC 20585

Re: Notice ofIntent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and To Conduct Public
Scoping Meetings, and Notice of Floodplains and Wetlands Involvement; Champlain
Hudson Power Express, Inc.

Dear Doctor Pell:

On behalf of the State of Connecticut, I write to offer comments on the Champlain Hudson
Power Express, Inc. proposal to construct a direct current transmission line between Quebec,
Canada, and.Y onkers, New York, but which no longer proposes to extend an additional direct
current transmission line to Bridgeport, Connecticut.

Thank you for holding a public scoping meeting in Bridgeport on July 8, 2010. I firmly believe
that open and frequent communication among stakeholders and decision makers is critical when
contemplating a proposal of this magnitude. Connecticut appreciates the high level of
communication that we have had with the project sponsors over the last year as we have
discussed and evaluated the environmental effects of various options for cable placement within
Connecticut waters and at the cable's Connecticut landfall. I hope that the U. S. Department of
Energy (DOE) will continue to actively engage all stakeholders in this process including the New
York State resource agencies.

The State of Connecticut has long recognized the linkages between energy policy, environmental
policy and our economy. We strive to develop and implement policies that recognize these
linkages and leverage each for the benefit ofthe others. Innovative projects such as that
embodied in the Champlain Hudson application have the potential to serve a similar purpose.
While I am surprised that the project developers have reduced the scope of the proposed project
before Connecticut's resource agencies 'could reach a conclusion concerning the project's
environmental efficacy, it is very likely that Connecticut will nonetheless benefit indirectly from
an additional regional supply of clean energy. Connecticut recognizes the potential benefits of
the original proposal in supplying Connecticut with non-carbon-based, renewable energy which

EXECUTIVE CHAMBERS. STATE CAPITOL

210 CAPITOL AVENUE. HARTFORD. CONNECTICUT 06106

TEL (860) 566·4840 • FAX (860)524·7396 • WWW.CT.GOV

GOVERNOR.RELL@CT.GOV .



could have substantially assisted in achieving our goal of deriving 20% of our electric energy
from such sources by the year 2020.

The State of Connecticut has garnered a national reputation for taking decisive actions designed
to reduce air pollution and protect water quality, natural resources and submerged lands for our
citizens and their environment, while implementing policies aimed at ensuring an affordable and
reliable supply of electricity to meet our needs. As federal air quality standards are strengthened
to further protect public health, effectively managing our energy policy becomes even more
critical to achieving our environmental goals. The key to our future success is closely linked to
federal energy policy. Like our homes and businesses and even our cars and trucks, our nation's
energy infrastructure must become cleaner and more efficient. By adopting energy efficiency
and renewable energy targets, Connecticut is among the states which have taken the lead to
synchronize environmental and energy goals. The federal government must be an active partner
working with states to ensure that federal energy policy complements and enhances existing state
policies.

As DOE prepares a draft environmental impact statement (EIS) as a prelude to acting on the
Champlain Hudson application, I urge you to consider the following:

• The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is on the verge of finalizing a revised
National Ambient Air Quality Standard for ozone. The new standard will be 20-40%
more stringent than the current standard and will require significant emission reductions,
possibly by 70% or more, within the eastern United States.

• DOE should work with the New York Independent System Operator (NY-ISO) and the
New York Public Service Commission (NY PSC) to assess the air quality impacts
associated with importing an additional 1,000 MW of clean new capacity to the greater
New York City (NYC) metropolitan ~ea. This effort should assess ozone precursor
reductions, toxic air pollutant emissions reductions, and any environmental justice
benefits associated with reduced emissions from older, less efficient electric generating
units (EGUs) in the area to be served by this new capacity.

• DOE should also work with NY-ISO to identify those EGUs likely to become
uneconomic as a result of an influx of significant new capacity so that EPA may develop
appropriate air quality modeling assumptions for the implementation of the revised ozone
standard.

• DOE should evaluate the economic benefits of this additional 1,000 MW arising from its
impact on marginal electric supply costs, including the potential for these benefits to
accrue beyond the immediate NYC metropolitan area.

• The EIS should consider and discuss the potential of the proposed cable, now terminating
at Yonkers, to be extended in geographic reach or expanded in capacity if market
conditions should become favorable to such enhancements in future years. Consideration
of this possibility in the EIS should include potential environmental impacts associated
with extending infrastructure, such as cables, east into Long Island Sound.



Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please do not hesitate to contact Arney Marrella,
Commissioner of Environmental Protection, if the State of Connecticut may be of further
assistance regarding these comments.

Sincerely,

M.
Governor

MJRJawm/pef

cc: Kevin M. DelGobbo
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Pell, Jerry

From: Pell, Jerry
Sent: Thursday, July 29, 2010 10:04 AM
To: 'w2sgd@juno.com'
Cc: 'Cotton, Douglas E'; Hoover, Mike
Subject: RE: Keeping the lights on in NYC

Mr. Davis, 
 
Thank you for your message. We are accepting your remarks as a “scoping comment,” and will 
include it as input to our process for preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Dr. Jerry Pell, CCM 
Principal NEPA* Document Manager 
Permitting, Siting, and Analysis (OE-20) 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585 
Tel. 202-586-3362 
Fax 202-318-7761 
Cell 240-529-3553  
  
*National Environmental Policy Act   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: w2sgd@juno.com [mailto:w2sgd@juno.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 21, 2010 1:46 PM 
To: editor@poststar.com; thomas.congdon@chamber.state.ny.us; Pell, Jerry; info@nrdc.org; OutdoorLighting-
Forum@yahoogroups.com 
Cc: mcmahon@mail.lemoyne.edu; missy.utica@yahoo.com; donannie@earthlink.net 
Subject: Keeping the lights on in NYC 
 
http://poststar.com/news/local/article_9c75be5c-8f67-11df-b5f9-001cc4c03286.html  
 
Editor: 
 
As if having PCBs in the Hudson River wasn't a problem, don't try swimming or boating in it for other reasons: 
the electric field currents will kill you - aided by the conductivity of the medium (water) and like BP in the Gulf, 
there will be no leakage...  Leakage off overhead transmission lines is common. 
 
I can hear the lifeguard at Moreau State Park blowing the whistle to "get out of the water" due to the 
approaching thunderstorm. 
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The EPA had to stop the PCB dredging, after saying their initial studies and research indicated there would be 
no problems with PCB resuspension in the water.  Now some greedy power company wants to stir up the 
PCB's and cause other problems to feed NYC. 
 
Is that part of NYSEnergyPlan?  It might be a smart idea to use less energy and avoid all the other problems. 
 
-Steve Davis  
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The proposed power line under Lake Champlain presents many possible impacts which 
need to be thoroughly investigated in the EIS: 

 Fish and other wildlife – After consulting with New York DEC, Vermont Fish 
and Wildlife, and the US Fish and Wildlife Service, the EIS should address 
whether the proposed line disrupts any known fish spawning areas. 

 Lake bottom sediment disturbance – The installation of the cable will cause 
both permanent (where concrete mats or rip-rap are needed) and temporary 
disturbances of sediments.  The EIS should indicate the location and extent of 
any proposed permanent alterations to the lake and the project should make 
every effort to minimize the extent of such disturbances. Some examples of 
areas of concern include: 
o The impacts of these disturbances on benthic populations and any known 

or discovered fish spawning areas.  
o There are known or likely accumulations of paper-processing waste 

including PCBs in the areas of Cumberland Bay and near the mouth of the 
LaChute River.  The area around the existing International Paper Plant in 
Ticonderoga should also be considered a potential area of contamination.  

 Recreation – The EIS should explain impacts of the proposed project and 
alternatives on anchoring boats in Lake Champlain.  The issue would be 
particularly relevant in the shallow and narrow southern part of the lake. If 
there are any risks to swimmers, divers, or snorkelers, these should also be 
addressed in the EIS.  

 Electromagnetic fields – The EIS should examine impacts permanent electric 
fields generated by a submerged cable would have on behavior and 
reproduction of fish and other animals.  

 The proposed route needs to avoid: 
o Wetlands - The route of the proposed cable should avoid disruption to any 

lake side wetlands, particularly in the southern portion of Lake Champlain.   
o Historic shipwrecks - There are numerous historic shipwrecks on the 

bottom of Lake Champlain.  The power line route should minimize any 
impacts to these. 

 
Cumulative Impacts 
As part of the discussion of the cumulative impacts of the proposed project the EIS 
should consider the source of the energy that would be transmitted by the power line. If 
the power line creates a demand for additional large-scale hydroelectric dams in northern 
Quebec then the cumulative environmental impacts of the power line will extend far 
beyond the project itself. 
 
Mitigation 
Finally, the proposed project will pass through Lake Champlain but provide no benefits 
to the communities of the Lake Champlain region.  Project proposers should consider 
mitigation opportunities for these communities. As one possible example, there have 
been discussions about the role of the Champlain Canal as a vector for invasive species 
into Lake Champlain.  Would it be possible for the electric cable, whose planned route 
passes by the canal, to supply power for an invasive species barrier in the canal? 



 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input into the Scoping Report on the Champlain 
Hudson Power Express Project.  We will have additional comments after the EIS is 
prepared and the full impacts of the project become clearer.  Please do not hesitate to 
contact us for further information on our questions and concerns. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Mike Winslow 
Staff Scientist 
Lake Champlain Committee 
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August 02, 2010 

Dr. Jerry Pell 

Office of Electricity Delivery 

and Energy Reliability (OE-20) 

U.S. Department of Energy 

1000 Independence Avenue, SW., 

Washington, DC 20585 

 

      Re:  S-2010-0025 

       DOE Docket #: PP-362 

       NYS PSC Case: 10-T-0139 

      Champlain Hudson Power Express  

Environmental Impact Statement Scoping 

Comments 

 

Dear Dr. Pell: 

 

The New York State Department of State (DOS) is the New York State agency responsible for the 

administration of New York State’s federally approved Coastal Management Program (CMP) prepared 

pursuant to the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA).  Pursuant to 15 CFR part 930, DOS, reviews 

most federal permitting or other authorization actions within or affecting New York’s federally 

approved coastal area.  An applicant seeking authorization for an activity within or affecting New 

York’s Coastal Area must certify that the activity would be conducted in a manner consistent with the 

CMP and applicable Local Waterfront Revitalization Plans (LWRP).  Prior to federal authorization of an 

activity within or affecting the NY’s Coastal Area, DOS must concur with the applicant’s certification or 

DOS concurrence must be conclusively presumed.  If DOS objects to an applicant’s consistency 

certification, the applicable federal agency may not authorize the proposed action. 

 

DOS does not seek Cooperating Agency status pursuant to NEPA, as the provisions of the CZMA 

provide DOS with comparable authority.  The federal consistency provisions of the CZMA are separate 

and distinct from NEPA.  However NEPA documents may be used as a vehicle for necessary and 

additional data required by 15 CFR part 930 and as such, DOS provides the following comments. 

 

A comprehensive analysis of alternatives should be provided that examines all feasible alternatives to 

the project as currently proposed.   

 

Currently the project proposes to influence a significant length of the Hudson River via 

the installation, operation and maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current (HVDC) 

transmission line and as such, comparable routes should be examined and dismissed prior 

to the selection of the proposed route.  It would be desirable for the current analysis 

(available under the NYS Public Service Commission Case 10-T-0139) to be expanded to 

consider: an HVDC line buried within existing utility corridors, and an HVDC line 

utilizing the currently proposed route from the United States border to the vicinity of 



 

 

Albany, NY and then transitioning to a buried configuration within existing upland utility 

corridors for the remainder of the route. 

 

In addition to alternative siting options, comparable investment in alternative and 

distributed generation sources, upgrades to existing transmission infrastructure and 

demand side management alternatives should likewise be considered.   

 

Should a complete alternative analysis demonstrate that the currently proposed route remains the 

preferred alternative or if an alternative route that would still have coastal effects is selected, the 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should include an analysis of all applicable CMP and 

LWRP policies. 

 

DOS requires all applicants seeking concurrence with a consistency certification to 

provide an analysis of all applicable CMP or applicable LWRP policies.  If the applicant 

proposes to utilize the NEPA documentation as a vehicle for necessary and additional 

information, all applicable CMP and LWRP policies should be evaluated within the EIS.   

 

The proposed action would traverse multiple communities with federally approved 

LWRPs and as such where the proposed action would have an effect on such a 

community, an analysis of applicable LWRP policies for each LWRP community should 

be provided. 

 

 

The applicant should provide a full characterization of the entire corridor in which the 

transmission line is proposed to be constructed and characterize potential effects relating to the 

installation, operation and maintenance of said line. 

 

The applicant should provide a characterization of sediment size and soil type along the 

entire route and characterize the suitability of each area to utilize the proposed 

installation methodology.  For the in water portions this analysis should characterize 

proposed and maximum achievable burial depths and susceptibility to sediment re-

suspension.  In underwater areas where burial in not possible, the potential effects of the 

proposed concrete mats should be discussed. 

 

The applicant should identify and characterize all pollutants along the route and analyze 

the likelihood of re-suspension or release.  Where specific pollutants are identified, 

adequate preventative measures, including applicable alternatives, should be analyzed 

and their anticipated coastal effects included in the scope of the EIS.   

 

The applicant should analyze all Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitats 

(SCFWHs) that would be affected by the installation, operation or maintenance of the 

proposed transmission line and determine if those effects would affect the viability of the 

SCFWHs.  Any difference in effects between installations in disturbed versus undisturbed 

areas of applicable SCFWHs should be discussed.  All data necessary to support this 

evaluation should be included.   

 

The applicant should characterize all public access opportunities and recreation activities 

that would be affected by the proposed transmission line.  This should include effects 

anticipated during installation operation and maintenance activities. 

 

The applicant should characterize all visual resources that may be affected by the 

installation, operation or maintenance of the proposed transmission line and other 



 

 

proposed infrastructure.  DOS has designated certain areas along the proposed route as 

Scenic Areas of Statewide Significance (SASS) that may assist the applicant in 

characterizing potential visual effects in these areas. 

 

The applicant should characterize all historic resources to the satisfaction of the New 

York State Office of Parks Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP).   

 

The applicant should identify and characterize all agricultural land that may be affected 

by the proposed transmission line. 

 

The applicant should identify and characterize all freshwater and tidal wetlands along the 

proposed route. 

 

The applicant should discuss potential coastal effects of stormwater discharges along 

above ground portions of the proposed transmission line during installation, operation 

and maintenance. 

 

The applicant should characterize the potential effects of the installation, operation and 

maintenance of the proposed transmission line on the ground and surface water regime 

along all buried portions of the route including freshwater and tidal wetlands. 

 

The applicant should characterize the potential coastal effects of the electric generation 

source that will supply the proposed transmission line including the potential for said 

generation to affect air quality. 

 

The applicant should determine the Hudson River navigation channel’s maximum depth 

practicable to support existing and future commercial navigation given existing, authorized 

depths, topography, necessary channel side slopes, port infrastructure and aerial clearances.   

 

These comments are provided as guidance and are based solely on cursory review of materials 

provided to DOS and do not necessarily represent the balance of materials necessary for DOS to 

begin or complete a review of the applicant’s anticipated consistency certification.   

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide scoping comments on the above referenced project.  

DOS looks forward to reviewing and commenting on interim documents during the NEPA 

process and completing its federal consistency responsibilities pursuant to 15 CFR Part 930. 

 

If further information or clarification is required please contact Matthew Maraglio at 518-474-

5290 (email: matthew.maraglio@dos.state.ny.us) and reference our file number S-2010-0025. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Jeffrey Zappieri  

Supervisor, Consistency Review Unit 

Office of Coastal, Local Government 

and Community Sustainability 

mailto:matthew.maraglio@dos.state.ny.us
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Cotton, Douglas E

From: Hanbury, Liz
Sent: Thursday, July 08, 2010 7:50 PM
To: Cotton, Douglas E; Murphy, Sean
Subject: FW: Welcome

From: Angela Pernice [angela.pernice@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 08, 2010 6:14 PM 
To: info@chpexpresseis.org 
Subject: Re: Welcome 
 
Thank you for responding to my email. 
 
There is a meeting tomorrow at EPA, 290 Broadway, NYC regarding Champlain Hudson Power 
Express Cable Proposal. 
@ 2:00 PM.  I am planning to attend. 
 
I would appreciate your emailing me any information you may have on this project. 
 
As you know there are many other OPTIONS available that do NOT REQUIRE this tremendous 
expenditure.  I would like a cost analysis.  I will then inform you of other options that are 
currently available which would not require an outlay of huge funds. 
 
Thank you again for your contacting me and for your kind cooperation. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Angela Pernice 
President/CEO 
Alliance for Independent Long Island 
 
________________________________ 
From: "info@chpexpresseis.org" <info@chpexpresseis.org> 
To: angela.pernice@yahoo.com 
Sent: Thu, July 8, 2010 10:28:40 AM 
Subject: Welcome 
 
Thank you for your interest in the preparation of the Champlain Hudson Power Express 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 
Throughout the entire preparation process, we will be issuing updates and notices via email. 
You are now signed up to receive these EIS updates. 
 
For more information about the preparation of the EIS for this project, please contact Dr. 
Jerry Pell, as follows: 
 
Dr. Jerry Pell 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE‐20) U.S. Department of Energy 1000 
Independence Avenue, SW. 
Washington, DC 20585 
Jerry.Pell@hq.doe.gov<mailto:Jerry.Pell@hq.doe.gov> 
Telephone: 202‐586‐3362 
Fax: 202‐318‐7761 
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PROTECT 
408 Steamboat Station 

Southampton, PA  18966 
215-364-3460 

protect@pobox.com 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dr. Jerry Pell, CCM 
Principal NEPA* Document Manager 
Permitting, Siting, and Analysis (OE-20) 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585 
 
 
 
Re: B watt Underrwater cable, Quebec to NY  

Docket # PP-362 

 

 

 

Dear Dr. Pell, 
 
     PROTECT has since 1982 actively opposed import of Canadian hydropower and construction 
of high voltage transmission facilities to accommodate that power. We were involved initially in 
legal action to oppose the Marcy-South Transmission Line which brings hydropower from James 
Bay in Quebec and have since been active participants in other efforts to limit this policy of 
bringing enormous electricity resources south from Canada for consumption in the United States. 
 
     PROTECT has partnered with many organizations in advocacy of legislative action and in 
legal actions concerning energy projects – partners such as Sierra Club, Audubon Society, 
Friends of the Earth, NRDC, Solidarity, Citizens Environmental Coalition, Hudson River Sloop 
Clearwater, the Grand Council of the Crees of Quebec1, the City of New York, and many others 
representing a very broad and comprehensive cross-section of American and North American 
communities. 
 

                                                 
1 PROTECT was a registered agent for the Grand Council of the Crees of Quebec during the 1990s but that 
registration is no longer applicable and we do not in any way represent the Crees at this time, nor since 1997. 
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     Our concerns are primarily environmental. The generation and transmission of electricity has 
serious environmental impacts regardless of where it occurs. This activity across a national 
border will for example result in the following: 
 

 It will limit efforts to constrain the disproportional consumption of electricity in 
the United States because in part the environmental impacts involved are far out 
of sight and mind, suffered only by distant and often native people whose 
concerns are not of concern to US consumers. This power will support the illusion 
that electricity is an unlimited resource and can be used and wasted without 
concern. 

 
 It will limit production of power in this nation for our own consumption in part 

because the availability of imported power removes the sense of urgency for 
development of power here that  is environmentally acceptable, for which we take 
responsibility for its development, construction and full range of impacts 
including socioeconomic impacts. 

 
 Impacts upon the Canadian environment and the social and economic impacts 

upon native people affected by hydropower development in Canada are severe 
and must not be ignored by the United States. Canada is under censorship 
internationally for its refusal to fully honor the rights of its aboriginal people. The 
United States must not become party to that by purchasing the power generated at 
the expense of those native communities. New York State has in the past declared 
hydropower from Quebec to be so environmentally devastating in Quebec that it 
is not acceptable in New York. NEPA must consider the advisability of a similar 
decision. 

 
 It is important to note that while this power is supposedly from Labrador, in fact, 

it is part of the pool of power in which Hydro-Quebec is involved, a pool that is 
supplied by ever-increasing damming and diking and flooding of rivers and 
wilderness areas in Quebec, almost exclusively on native lands. The relationship 
between the Labrador facility and Hydro-Quebec’s overall development plans 
needs close examination. The United States should not be Hydro-Quebec’s 
partner in their Plan du Norde. 

 
 The profits will be in Canada. How will the US re-coup fiscal damages in the 

event of a disaster? 
 
     The proposed cable itself is also of enormous concern and we ask that you consider the 
serious threat to water supplies should some accident or engineering flaw result in leaks or 
breaks in that line. It appears to be policy that permits are granted in the belief that no accidents 
will occur: There will be no leaks from under-sea oil drilling, no explosions or water 
contamination from Marcellus gas extraction; no mine explosions from coal mining. Recent 
history and the enormous environmental damages done as a result of those assumptions have 
proven that the energy industry is naive or irresponsible about the consequences of its actions, 
and that it is the American people and future generations who will ultimately bear the cost of the 
related errors in judgment on the part of governmental agencies which have allowed these 
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activities to continue without adequate planning for the problems they can (and lately often do) 
cause.   
 
     American Rivers has recently announced that the Delaware River is THE most endangered 
river in our nation, because of the Marcellus gas extraction.  The sort of thinking that has led to 
this horrendous situation must change for the protection of the American people!  The B-watt 
Underwater Cable, Quebec to NY, poses potentially disastrous consequences for major 
waterways, Champlain and the Hudson River, as well as Long Island Sound, and for surrounding 
communities. 
 
     Proponents of this facility must be held accountable by NEPA for considering and 
discussing openly every possible contingency, every possible problem that the line could 
cause, and every detailed plan to immediately repair damages and prevent contamination 
of the environment through which the line passes. It is not enough for them to simply say 
that such facilities are being operated successfully elsewhere. That no accident has 
occurred to date does not mean that no accident will occur. The question is what will be 
done to contain damages should problems develop? – And, further, is it even possible to 
consider or imagine every sort of problem that may develop in the future?  
 
     Our major waterways must not be used for the experimentation this project represents.  
 
     It is past time for the US Government and government at all levels to look ahead at the 
negative possibilities and refuse to permit development of what are essentially experimental 
facilities when the worst-case scenarios threaten the water we must have to continue as a society 
and a culture; the safety and the environmental health that are far more essential to our lives than 
is another supply of electricity for us to consume in excess at rates far beyond the per capita rate 
of  energy consumption in other parts of the world. 
 
     There is an alternative to this line and that alternative is sensible and easily applicable energy 
efficiency, from which experts such as Rocky Mountain Institute estimate we could obtain 
another 60% and more of the power available to us today. In other words, we are wasting 
through inefficiency more than half the power we produce (a modest estimate compared to those 
proposed by most energy experts today). Through elimination of that waste we could provide 
electricity to tide us over until non-fossil fuel resources are developed within the United States. 
 
     PROTECT urges you to seriously and comprehensively consider alternatives to this proposed 
transmission line.  
 
     Please include us in all correspondence and activity regarding the EIS for this project. We ask 
that this letter be included in the record. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Doris Delaney 
 
Doris Delaney 
For PROTECT 
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Cotton, Douglas E

From: Pell, Jerry [Jerry.Pell@hq.doe.gov]
Sent: Monday, June 21, 2010 10:51 AM
To: Hoover, Mike; Cotton, Douglas E
Subject: FW: PUBLIC  comment ON FEDERAL REGISTER

The below should be treated and recorded as a scoping comment. Also gets posted on our EIS Web site.   
 
-------------------------------------------  
From: jean public[SMTP:USACITIZEN1@LIVE.COM]  
Sent: Saturday, June 19, 2010 1:50:47 PM  
To: askNEPA; carol.bergstrom@hq.doe.gov; americanvoices@mail.house.gov;  
comments@whitehouse.gov; sf.nancy@mail.house.gov;  
information@sierraclub.org  
Cc: info@earthjustice.org; center@biologicaldiversity.org; today@nbc.com  
Subject: PUBLIC comment ON FEDERAL REGISTER  
Auto forwarded by a Rule 
 
THERE IS NOT SUFFICIENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STUDIES DONE  TO LET THIS PROJECT GO 
FORWARD. IT IS ALSO IMPORTANT THAT THE BUSH CHENEY SCUM CROWD HAD ALOT OF SECRET 
MEETINGS ON HOW THEY WERE GOING TO MAKE A KILLING WHILE OUR COUNTRY IS CUT UP FOR THE 
BIG TIME, RICH ENERGY CROWD. OUR ENERGY COSTS HAVE SKYROCKETED WITHOUT SOUND PLANNING 
AND THE BUSH CHENEY SCUM WERE ALL IN IT FOR THEMSELVES.  
 
I DO NOT FAVOR LETTING RICH PROFITEERS BUILD THIS PROJECT. BURNING COAL FOR POWER SO RICH 
PROFITEERS CAN SELL IT TO CANADA DOES NOT HELP AMERICA IN THE LONG RUN. WE ALL DIE FROM 
AIR POLLUTION.  
 
THE AREA CONSIDERED HERE IS ALREADY FILLED WITH HORRIBLE AMOUNTS OF PCBS FROM GENERAL 
ELECTIC CAUSING CANCER TO BE RAMPANT IN THIS AREA. I SEE NO REASON PRECAUTIONS TO CLEAN 
UP THE AREA FROM THE LAST SPILL. THIS AREA IS ECONOMICALLY DEPRESSED AND NEEDS HELP, NOT 
MORE POLLUTION. DOE DID NOTHING TO PREVENT GENERAL ELECTRIC FROM POLLUTING THIS ENTIRE 
AREA WITH PCBS, WHICH REMAIN THERE CAUSING CANCER TO THIS DAY BECAUSE DOE HAS DONE 
NOTHING EXCEPT LET RICH POLLUTERS RUN WILD. THE RELATIONSHIP OF RICH POLLUTER WITH DOE IS 
LIKE MMS WITH BP-SAME DAMN THING 
 
THIS PROJECT SHOULD BE SHUT DOWN NOW. LET THE RICH POLLUTERS GO BROKE.WE ARE SICK OF 
GETTING CANCER WHILE THEY GET RICH 
JEAN PUBLIC 8 WINTERBERRY COURT WHITEHOUSE STATION NJ 08889 
 
  

 

[Federal Register: June 18, 2010 (Volume 75, Number 117)] 
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Riverkeeper, Inc. Scoping Comments for the Champlain Hudson Power Express 

Transmission Line Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Docket No. PP-362 

1. The DOE must include in its Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) a 

detailed study of the effects of the transmission line installation on the sediment and 

contaminants existing in the Hudson River to avoid or minimize adverse impacts on 

the estuarine and riverine ecosystem and potential impacts to public health. 

A. The need for comprehensive sediment sampling 

The DEIS must include a survey of sediment types at strategic locations along the underwater 

route. To fully analyze the sediment content for heavy metals and other toxic contaminants, the 

samples must be taken down to the depth at which trenching will reach. Additionally, each 

sediment type must be evaluated to understand the rate at which the various contaminants will be 

reabsorbed. This is an indispensable basis for a thorough evaluation of the safety of this project 

for the human and natural environments. 

Contaminants existing in the sediment of the Hudson River will be resuspended into the water 

column at varying rates by each of the trenching methods. While contaminants do settle over 

time, it is vital that the DEIS include a study of the length of time it will take for each type to 

resettle or be reabsorbed into the sediment. In order for the DOE to make an informed decision 

about the safety of this project’s impacts on the aquatic ecosystem, the DEIS must also study the 

rates of resettlement and re-absorption for each type of sediment likely to be encountered. 

Disturbing contaminants results in an increase in bioavailability as particles are resuspended into 

the water column. This is particularly dangerous for toxics such as PCBs that are 

bioaccumulative; in other words, the level of toxicity increases as the contaminant moves up the 

food chain, culminating with the human diet. Various other human uses also rely on the safety of 

the water quality in the Hudson River, including recreational activities, fishing and drinking-

water intake systems. It is vital that the DEIS comprehensively assesses the effects from 

installation on these activities in order to move ahead in the permitting process with due caution. 

B. Strategic sampling locations 

Specific locations of concern should be directly targeted for gathering sediment samples. These 

include areas in which heavy concentrations of contaminants are known or even suspected to 

exist and at which drinking water intake systems operate. Particular attention should be paid to 

understanding the amount of contaminants that would be resuspended by each type of trenching 

and the rate at which re-absorption of existing contaminants would occur in these specific 

locations. This information could then be used to take decisive actions to avoid these areas or 

implement a water quality warning system if necessary. 

i. Areas of specific concern regarding known sites of heavy metals and other 

toxic contaminants 



Riverkeeper, Inc. 

August 2, 2010 

2 
 

Contaminants such as polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), mercury, cadmium and strontium 90 

are known to exist at toxic levels in the Hudson,
1
 and have been proven harmful to both the 

estuarine ecosystem and the humans who rely on it. PCBs are of particular concern as they are 

classified by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) as “probable carcinogens” and are 

recognized as having both neurological and developmental effects on humans.
2
 In addition to 

these direct impacts, PCBs bioaccumulate, increasing in quantity and toxicity as they move up 

the food chain from small/young fish until they reach humans at significantly elevated levels.  

In order to minimize the negative impacts of this project, the locations and concentrations of 

each must be identified. Areas at which concerns have been raised should be specifically targeted 

for sampling, in addition to regularly spaced intervals. Areas of concern include, but are not 

limited to, the Hudson River near the former Anaconda Copper and Wire Company site and the 

Tappan Terminal site in Hastings-on-Hudson, New York, as well as the Hudson River in the 

vicinity of the Indian Point nuclear power plant in Buchanan, New York. The DEIS should 

identify and assess all areas on the proposed cable route that are known to contain high levels of 

contaminated sediment. Contaminants of concern include PCBs, heavy metals (copper, 

cadmium, etc.), hydrocarbons, petroleum, and radionuclides that attach to sediment, such as 

strontium-90 and cesium-137. 

ii. Areas of specific concern regarding drinking water intake systems. 

Assessing the contamination levels as well as the substrate type near water intake systems is vital 

in order to minimize disturbance of these areas and to keep the public informed of any possible 

dangers. Areas with drinking water intake systems include Stillwater, Halfmoon, Waterford, 

Green Island, Rhinebeck, Port Ewen and Poughkeepsie. If toxics are discovered at any of these 

points, the project should be routed to avoid them. 

C. Implement contaminant safety standards and public notification procedures during 

installation. 

If the project is permitted to go forward, a contaminant monitoring system should be relied on 

during installation in order to minimize resuspension of PCBs and other contaminants into the 

water column. In considering this option, the DOE should look to the example of the GE PCB 

Dredging Project, meant to eliminate 100,000 pounds of the approximately 1.3 million pounds of 

PCBs discharged into the Hudson River by GE between 1947 and 1977. During the first phase of 

the dredging project, the Federal Safe Drinking Water Act standard was used as a safety 

warning. When levels of PCBs exceeded the safety standard of 500 parts per trillion (ppt), 

dredging was halted until the contaminant levels resettled to a less dangerous load.
3
 Additionally, 

Quality of Life Performance Standards were used during the PCB dredging project to reduce the 

negative effects of the project on “people, businesses, recreation, and community activity.”
4
 If 

                                                 
1
 Riverkeeper.com, Other Hudson River Pollutants, http://www.riverkeeper.org/water-

quality/hudson/other-pollutants (last visited July 27, 2010). 
2
 EPA.gov, Hudson River PCBs: Frequently Asked Questions, http://www.epa.gov/hudson/faqs.htm  (last 

visited July 27, 2010). 
3
 USEPA, Hudson River PCBs Superfund Site: Phase I Dredging Factsheet, 2 (2009), 

http://hudsondredgingdata.com    
4
 USEPA, Hudson River PCBs: Quality of Life Performance Standards, 

http://www.epa.gov/hudson/quality_life.htm  (last visited July 27, 2010). 

http://www.riverkeeper.org/water-quality/hudson/other-pollutants
http://www.riverkeeper.org/water-quality/hudson/other-pollutants
http://www.epa.gov/hudson/faqs.htm
http://hudsondredgingdata.com/
http://www.epa.gov/hudson/quality_life.htm
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the project proposed by CHPEI moves forward, a similar program of safety precautions should 

be implemented to keep the public informed and to ensure a higher degree of safety to people 

and the estuarine habitat. 

2. The DOE must carefully appraise alternative locations for the facilities and 

transmission line route to identify the path that minimizes both the localized and 

cumulative environmental impacts. 

A. Facility location alternatives 

The locations for the converter station and substation, sited in Yonkers, NY and Queens, NY, 

respectively, need to be compared to other available alternatives to ensure the selection of sites 

that would most effectively mitigate the harmful environmental impacts from both the 

construction and operation of this project. The sites currently proposed by CHPEI require laying 

approximately 15 miles of Alternating Current (AC) cables under the Hudson, Harlem, and East 

Rivers to connect the two facilities. 

AC cables in operation produce electromagnetic fields (EMFs), which can affect electro sensitive 

fish and could alter fish migratory patterns. To mitigate these negative impacts to the highest 

extent possible, the DOE should strongly consider the alternative Queens location for the 

converter station, which would be adjacent to the preferred location for the substation. This 

would avoid any effects associated with higher EMFs produced by the AC cables on the aquatic 

environment. Additionally, this alternative would minimize the unavoidable visual impacts by 

having essentially a single site for both stations. 

B. Underwater route siting - considering impacts during operation 

In addition to the effects from installation, the DOE must assess the possible effects of ambient 

heat during operation of the transmission line on the benthic environment to determine if there is 

a need to mitigate through further insulation or by rerouting to avoid sensitive habitats. The 

DEIS must evaluate whether the ambient heat will encourage leaching of contaminants from the 

sediment, and whether the heat will affect infaunal species, fish in general, and specifically fish 

that use heat sensory to locate food. 

C. Underground route alternative 

The DOE must closely consider the possibility of the underground route along railroad right of 

ways (ROWs) being preferable to the underwater route. CHPEI (hereafter, “the applicant”) has 

stated that one reason for choosing the underwater route is to minimize the environmental 

impacts of the project; however, the DEIS must conduct an independent analysis into the 

accuracy of this assertion. 

The DEIS should address the following questions:  

• Would expanding the ROWs to allow for the installation of the cables affect any ecologically 

sensitive areas?  

• If so, would it have a greater affect on these terrestrial areas than on sensitive aquatic 

habitats? 
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• Would the cumulative impacts of an underground route be greater or lesser than the proposed 

underwater route? 

Since railroad ROWs are previously disturbed areas, it seems possible that burying cables along 

them would not significantly impact those environments. These issues must be carefully studied 

before concluding that the environmental impacts would be lesser on the aquatic environment 

than they would be along the railroad ROWs. 

3. The DEIS must analyze the effects of each installation method on existing habitats 

and carefully evaluate CHPEI’s selections to ensure the least harmful method is 

chosen for each habitat. 

A. Trenching methods 

i. Method-selection process for individual locations 

Various trenching methods are proposed to be used, including water jetting, plowing and 

conventional dredging. The applicant has stated that it will select which method to use based on 

the sediment type and other obstacles that might prohibit the use of their first-choice method of 

water jetting. The DEIS must comprehensively assess the impacts of each trenching method on 

the specific estuarine environment in which it is proposed to be employed, as well as the 

reasonable alternatives and/or mitigation measures available to avoid or minimize the impacts. 

This analysis must also include a study of the impacts from any vessels required for each 

installation technique. For example, conventional dredging will require the use of stabilizing 

marine vessels, which may have large “jack-up legs” with between 80 and 300 square foot pads.
5
 

These are large enough to have a significant impact on the riverbed, fish habitat and Sub-aquatic 

vegetation (“SAV”) where they are placed, and their proposed use in sensitive areas like 

Haverstraw Bay must be carefully assessed as a part of the DEIS. 

Before assessing the applicant’s selection process, the DOE must understand the effects of each 

method on the different habitats and substrate types throughout the Hudson. Specifically, the 

DEIS must show what the effects of each method are on SAV, endangered or protected species 

and state and federally designated essential and significant habitats. 

ii. Impacts from concrete mattress on benthic community 

Of specific concern is the use of concrete mattresses as a protective barrier in areas where the 

transmission cable will not be able to be buried in the sediment. The applicant states that the 

environmental effects on these areas will be short lived and that the mattresses will quickly be 

repopulated as a new reef-like habitat. The DOE must assess the ability of the proposed material 

to actually be used by aquatic wildlife in this manner. If the proposed material is not porous or 

otherwise conducive to re-habitation, alternatives must be explored. 

iii. Impacts from each on officially designated habitats 

                                                 
5
 CHPEI, Inc., Art. VII Application for Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need, 

§4.7.1.2, 4-184 (March 30, 2010). 
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The effects of each trenching method on protected habitats, especially, must be closely 

scrutinized and the DOE must ensure that potential impacts to Significant Coastal Fish and 

Wildlife Habitats and Essential Fish Habitats are fully assessed, as well as alternatives and 

mitigation measures that could avoid or minimize such impacts. 

While there are many protected habitats throughout the Hudson Estuary, the Haverstraw Bay 

habitat in particular is a distinctively productive area that provides essential habitat for most 

estuarine-dependent species in the Hudson River. Significantly, this habitat includes species 

protected under the Endangered Species Act and the Magnuson-Stevens Act. Many of these 

species join populations throughout the North Atlantic at various stages of their lives. Fish 

species in Haverstraw Bay include striped bass, American eel, Atlantic tomcod, American shad, 

blueback herring and the federally listed endangered Shortnose Sturgeon.
6
  

The environmental health of habitats like Haverstraw Bay is of national interest, as reflected in 

its designation as a Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitat by the New York State Coastal 

Management Program (CMP), as a Significant Habitat and Habitat Complex of the New York 

Bight Watershed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and as an Essential Fish 

Habitat under the Magnuson-Stevens Act by the National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration’s 

National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA’s Fisheries). 

B. Horizontal Directional Drilling 

i. Impacts from frack-out materials 

Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) is a technique proposed by the applicant to allow the 

transmission line to enter and exit the waterways while only minimally interfering with near 

shore habitats. The HDD process may sometimes use an additive to assist in the removal of 

materials from the drilling hole. The applicant indicates that Benseal®, sodium bentonite, is most 

likely to be used in this situation. 

Benseal® is frequently used to seal dams and ponds because of its high expansion ability. While 

the applicant has stated that “[t]his material is not toxic and will not have a negative 

environmental impact,”
7
 the catalog sheet submitted by the applicant to describe Benseal® states 

that escaped bentonite particles can “[interfere] with the gill action of fish.”
8
 The DOE must 

research the environmental impacts that could occur in the case of a frack-out during the HDD 

process. Effects on near shore and marine habitats and species, as well as on drinking water and 

groundwater must be studied to fully evaluate whether this product is indeed environmentally 

benign.  

ii. Impacts from feet of vessel used 

                                                 
6
 The New York Department of State’s (DOS) description of the Haverstraw Bay Significant Coastal Fish and 

Wildlife Habitat can be found on the DOS website, at 

http://nyswaterfronts.com/downloads/pdfs/sig_hab/hudsonriver/Haverstraw_Bay.pdf , last accessed August 2, 2010. 
7
 CHPEI, Response to Interrog. Request RVK-3, 2 (July 22, 2010). 

8
 Id. at 4. 

http://nyswaterfronts.com/downloads/pdfs/sig_hab/hudsonriver/Haverstraw_Bay.pdf
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Part of the HDD process requires the use of marine vessels, which may have large “jack-up legs” 

to stabilize the work. These legs may have 80 to 300 square foot pads,
9
 large enough to have a 

significant impact on the riverbed, fish habitat and SAV where they are placed. The DOE must 

pay close attention to where these types of vessels will be used and what the impacts would be in 

those locations. The DEIS should include a review of the factors that influence the process of 

selecting vessel types for HDD and weigh them against the impacts of using these large “jack-up 

legs.” 

iii. Impacts from the construction and use of cofferdams and excavation pits 

The HDD process also includes the creation of a cofferdam, a dry work space created on the 

riverbed where drilling hole would exit. The cofferdam will also include an excavated area 

meant to catch any drilling fluid returns and spills in the case of a frack-out. The process of 

constructing the cofferdam and excavation pit must be studied to determine the level of 

inevitable impact to the benthic as well as shoreline riparian habitat. Also, the exact placement 

must be scrutinized to minimize the impacts to the maximum extent possible. 

4. It is essential that the DOE conduct a rigorous and independent analysis of the 

effects of Electromagnetic Fields (EMFs) produced by both Direct Current (DC) 

and Alternating Current (AC) transmission lines on the marine ecosystem; the DOE 

should rely on the precautionary principle to frame the DEIS. 

A. Impacts from electromagnetic fields on the aquatic environment 

Electromagnetic Fields (EMFs) will be produced by electric current running through the 

transmission lines, and will be made up of both electric fields and induced magnetic fields. 

While electric fields can be contained in insulation, magnetic fields cannot. These magnetic 

fields then induce secondary electric fields, thus creating EMFs that exist outside of the 

transmission line.
10

 Additionally, “[b]ecause neither sand nor seawater has magnetic properties, 

burying a cable will not affect the magnitude of the magnetic (B) field; that is, the B fields at the 

same distance from the cable are identical, whether in water or sediment.”
11

 Unlike the Earth’s 

naturally occurring geomagnetic fields and DC fields, which are static, AC cables produce a 

current that has a cycling polarity.
12

 Therefore, as aquatic organisms are likely to react 

differently to static and cycling EMFs, separate studies need to be done on the effects of both DC 

and AC cables. 

Various aquatic species are known to use and react to electrical and magnetic fields. For 

example, some elasmobranchs, a subclass of cartilaginous fish, have specialized tissue that detect 

electrical fields, which the animals use to detect predators, competitors and prey. Other species, 

including two know species of sturgeon, will respond to changing electrical or geomagnetic 

                                                 
9
 CHPEI, Inc., supra note 6. 

10
 USDOE, Report to Congress on the Potential Environmental Effects of Marine and Hydrokinetic 

Energy Technologies, Appendix D: Electromagnetic Fields in the Aquatic Environment and their effects 

on Aquatic Animals D-1 (2009). Available at 

http://www1.eere.energy.gov/windandhydro/marine_hydro_market_acceleration.html  (follow hyperlink 

on right hand side of page to pdf). 
11

 Id. at D-2. 
12

 Id. 

http://www1.eere.energy.gov/windandhydro/marine_hydro_market_acceleration.html
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fields, but don’t seem to use the same mechanism as the elasmobranchs.
13

 Sturgeon also use 

electroreceptors to locate prey.
14

 Since these abilities directly affect the ability of these, and 

many other, species to survive, an in-depth study must be performed to properly weigh the risks 

of altering the naturally occurring electrical and magnetic fields along the substrate. 

Altering electrical, magnetic and electromagnetic fields can have adverse affects on the bodies of 

marine life, their ability to detect predators and prey, and potentially on their migratory abilities. 

At least one study has shown a decelerated heart rate by American Eels in response to low levels 

of DC electrical fields (.07 to 0.67 uV/cm) and a 2003 study on an AC cable noted that the 

electrical field “would likely be detectable by a dogfish...at a radial distance of 20 m.
15

 

There is a concern that fish migration may be affected by EMFs due to some migratory species’ 

electro-sensory detection of food sources. Additionally, many species, such as Sturgeon and Eel 

use magnetosensitivity to Earth’s magnetic fields for long-distance migration and Riverkeeper is 

concerned that these sensory abilities may be affected by the EMFs produced.
16

 Because the 

Sturgeon family includes the shortnose sturgeon, a federally-listed endangered species that 

travels long-distances to spawn in the Hudson Estuary, they are of specific concern regarding the 

affects of the EMFs that will be produced by both the DC and AC cables proposed for this 

project. 

B. Use of the precautionary principle 

While many adverse effects of EMFs are known, many are yet unproven. This is precisely the 

type of issue that benefits from reliance on the precautionary principle, which was adopted by the 

United Nations as part of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development in 1992. It 

stated, in part: 

In order to protect the environment, the precautionary approach shall be widely 

applied by States according to their capabilities. Where there are threats of serious 

or irreversible damage, lack of full scientific certainty shall not be used as a 

reason for postponing cost-effective measures to prevent environmental 

degradation.
17

 

As the United States is a signatory, and has ratified, the Rio Declaration, it is bound by it. The 

question is not whether the United States will use the precautionary principle, but rather how and 

when. While the principle is not explicitly stated, it is consistent with the language of current 

environmental legislation in the US, including The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 

and The Pollution Prevention Act of 1990.
18

 

Though some impacts from EMFs on aquatic wildlife are supported by scientific studies, many 

remain unproven.  Therefore, an action that would result in the production of EMFs throughout 

                                                 
13

 Id. at D-4 
14

 Id. at D-5. 
15

 Id. 
16

 Id. 
17

 Rio Declaration on Environment and Development, June 14, 1992, 31 ILM 874. 
18

 Joel Tickner & Carolyn Raffensperger, The Precautionary Principle in Action: A Handbook. 1st Ed. 

(1998). Available at http://www.sehn.org/precaution.html#pub  (follow hyperlink “The Precautionary 

Principle Handbook”). 

http://www.sehn.org/precaution.html#pub
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the Hudson River estuary is precisely the type of circumstance that warrants adherence to the 

precautionary principle. While the burden of proving an activity harmful is usually placed on 

those opposing an action, use of the precautionary principle here would shift the burden to the 

Applicant, who would then need to prove either no harm will occur or that no less harmful 

alternative exists. The DOE should use the precautionary principle as a basis for its approach to 

assessing these impacts in the DEIS and adhere to it moving forward in the permitting process. 

5. If the Applicant is exploring the use of upstate wind or other US energy sources, the 

DOE must include environmental impacts from those source in its DEIS as well. 

The Applicant indicates that the energy for this project will come from Canadian sources; 

however, if the project has the potential to include energy generated in the US, there will 

undoubtedly be environmental impacts, and those should be assessed in the DEIS. 

6. The DOE must comprehensively assess the cumulative impacts of both the 

construction and operation of the transmission line on the ecosystem of the Hudson 

River estuary as a whole. 

In addition to assessing individual elements of the project’s installation and operation, the DOE 

must also consider the cumulative impacts of the installation and operation of the Champlain 

cable for the projected lifespan of the transmission lines.  An assessment of the cumulative 

impacts of the cable’s installation and operation should be based on an accurate assessment of 

the cable’s expected useful lifespan, and what measures will be taken at the end of its useful life 

to either replace the cable or leave it in place.   The environmental impacts of replacing, 

removing or leaving the cable in place need also are assessed.  

The DOE must also include in the DEIS an assessment of any impacts resulting from periodic 

scheduled or unscheduled maintenance and repair of the cable.  In addition, any impacts, short 

term or long term, resulting from damage to the cable once it’s in operation (e.g. from an anchor 

strike or accidental dredging/construction disturbance) should be assessed. 
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1000 Independence Avenue, SW 
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Attn: Dr. Jerry Pell 
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OE DOCKET NO. PP-362 
DOE/EIS - 0447 

SCOPING COMMENTS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) 
RE: CHAMPLAIN HUDSON POWER EXPRESS (TRANSMISSION 
DEVELOPERS, INC.) APPLICATION FOR A PRESIDENTIAL PERMIT, 
AND APPLICATION FOR AMERICAN RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT 
ACT FUNDING TO CONSTRUCT AND OPERATE A 1,000 MGW 
ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION CABLE FROM QUEBEC, CANADA, TO THE 
NEW YORK METRO REGION. 

Dear Dr. Pell: 

The following written comments are to supplement the Sierra Club 
comments made at the July 13, 2010, Scoping Meeting held in Kingston, 
NY. This also supplements testimony provided by other Atlantic 
Chapter representatives of the Sierra Club, a national,state, and 
local grassroots membership organization committed to protecting 
the natural and human environment which we share. 

OVERVIEW 

To be funded with American Recovery and Reinvestment Act subsidies, 
the Champlain Hudson Power Express transmission project (the 
Project), was proposed to the US Department of Energy (DOE) on 
January 27, 2010, as a 420 mile-long submarine power cable from 
the Hertel Substation in Quebec, Canada, running under Lake 
Champlain and the Hudson River to the NY Metro region. The cable 

353 Hamilton Street • Albany, NY 12210 • tel. (518) 426-9144 • fax (518) 426-3052 
web: http://newyork.sierraclub.org @ 100% recycled paper 

http:http://newyork.sierraclub.org
pell
Typewritten Text
Received 20 August 2010

pell
Typewritten Text



DOE/EIS - 0447, ATLANTIC CHAPTER, 8/2/2010, PAGE 2. 

system was to have had the capacity to deliver 2,000 megawatts (MGW) 
of power to be generated from new, companion wind and hydro sources 
in Canada which were to be constructed at some future date. At a 
stated cost of $3.8 billion, the Project would have been able to 
transport 1,000 MGW to the NY Metro regionr and 1,000 MGW to New 
England. During July, 2010, the Project surprisingly eliminated the 
New England component. The Project, thus has been reduced in half. 

Two primary reasons are noted in the June 16, 2010, Federal Register 
for conducting this EIS: 1) the necessity of the Project to obtain 
a "Presidential Permit" since both the cable and electric power are to 
cross the international US-Canada border; and, 2) the EIS will also 
be used to satisfy NEPA requirements regarding the project's 
application to obtain American Recovery and Reinvestment Act funding. 
Eligibility for that subsidy require development of renewable energy 
sources, and a construction start date commencing by September 30, 
2011. 

Remarkably, the Project seeks to enter an energy market that already 
has an oversupply of electricity at a time of contracting economic 
activity and in a business climate fostering energy efficiency and 
conservation initiatives that collectively are reducing the demand 
for existing supply. 

The Project development appears to be dependent not on current or 
projected market conditions, but rather on federal loan guarantees 
of at least $1.52 billion pursuant to provisions of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (EPAct), and pursuant to the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (the Recovery Act, better known as the 
Federal Economic Stimulus Package ••• ). Those federal subsidies would 
underwrite at least 80 percent of the Project's cost. Additionally, 
the Project would be eligible for a plethora of other federal-state
local subsidies and business incentives such as state and county 
Industrial Development Agency sales tax exemption, property tax abate
ment, IRS accelerated and bonus depreciation allowances, job creation 
credits, brown field redevelopment grants, etc... It is possible that 
the collective public subsidy may equal or even exceed the total cost 
of the Project, all of which must be detailed in the EIS. 

DETERMINATION OF NEED 

Before the specifics of the Project are even considered, the EIS 
must establish the need for such a new source of long-distance power 
supply to the NY Metro region. NEPA requires a declaration of public 
need and the taking of a "HARD LOOK" at new proposals as well as at 
a full range of alternatives and strategies that could also satisfy 
the Project's stated purpose. 

And, New York State regulations require an evaluation of impacts on 
the use and conservation of energy including a demonstration that 
the Project will satisfy generating capacity and other electric 
system needs in a manner consistent with the state energy plan. It 
does not matter if the proposal is for "green and clean" power, or 
for "dirty" fossil fuel power. It does not matter if the proposal 



DOE/EIS - 0447, ATLANTIC CHAPTER, 8/2/2010, PAGE 3. 

is funded by private investors or if the federal subsidies will fund 
a proposal with "free money." If there is no need, the "no action" 
option prevails. 

Further, any proposal should serve the transmission/distribution 
requirements of the power grid which serves the entire state. The 
Project as proposed, however, will for the most part bypass existing 
power lines and interconnection possibilities, and will not integrate 
itself into the existing state-wide grid. New York power producers 
will effectively be excluded from use of the cable which will not 
modernize the existing state transmission infrastructure. 

New York and New Jersey officials, regulatory agencies, distribution 
merchants and industry oversight entities like the New York Independent 
Systems Operator (NYISO), all clearly state that a lack of additional 
long-distance transmission is not an issue. The critical Metro NY-NJ 
concern is maintaining and upgrading local and neighborhood transformers 
and substations and power lines that interconnect with all generation 
sources. 

There are always new demands for more or different sources of supply, 
especially for retiring and replacing existing power plants. But, 
there are always solutions anticipating those needs that are being 
prepared in an ongoing planning cycle of ten or more years out into 
the future. The state and NY Metro problems involve aging distribution 
infrastructure which caused the Queens, NYCity power outage crisis 
during the summer of 2006. No amount of extra, outside supply could 
have changed those events. 

Currently, the Hudson Valley has six major power plants in addition to 
those in New York City and in North Jersey. They use a mix of gas, 
oil, coal, hydro and nuclear fuel. Two north-to-south long-distance 
transmission systems also serve the region. The NYS Power Authority 
Marcy-South power line from the EDIC/Utica sUbstation to the Rock 
Tavern substation in Orange County is located west of the Husdon River. 
The Central Hudson to Con Ed complex from the Albany area to the Bronx 
is located east of the Hudson. All systems interface with the 
Metro NY load zone which is also supplied by transmission cables from 
Connecticut and New Jersey. 

Most of the above plants are operating below capacity and have reserves 
immediately to ramp up production to meet seasonal peak demando 
Further, seven proposals in recent years for new generating facilities 
in Rockland and Orange Counties alone never materialized due to 
unfavorable market conditions that did not justify the return on 
investment because of competition from existing sources including 
Demand Side Management achievements, and because additional supply 
could not be absorbed by the market. 

As late as April, 2010, the NYISO, which manages the supply/reliability 
of electricity produced and traded among NYS merchants, has stated 
that there is no existing or anticipated need for additional power 
in NYS during the next 10-year planning cycle. In fact, the use of 
electricity in NYS starting in 2008 has dropped significantly. The 
NYISO has reaffirmed that the top priority in NYS is to modernize 
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the local utility distribution systems and the regional grid. 

The EIS must evaluate the total consumption patterns within the state 
and the capacity of all supply sources, especially those that are 
within the NY Metro region including the following: 

-- the installation of the Cross Sound cable from New Haven, 
Ct., to Shoreham, Long Island; 

~- the installation of the Neptune cable from Sayreville, 
N.J., to Levittown, Long Island; and, 

-- the implementation of the State energy plan which promotes 
efficiency, conservation, improved building codes and decentralized 
solar and wind net-metering applications. 

The EIS must evaluate the supply projects that are nearing approval 
and construction such as: 

-- the Cross-Hudson cable from Ridgefield, N.J., to the 
49th Street substation in Manhattan which will link Con Ed with the 
existing NJ PSE&G/PJM power systems in place west of the Hudson River; 

-- the Transco Gas pipeline extension through North Jersey 
to lower Manhattan; 

-- the 1 i OOO MGW Cricket Valley Power Plant in the Town of 
Dover, Dutchess County, that will connect directly to the Con Ed 
transmission line to the Bronx; 

the 630 MGW Competitive Power Ventures Power Plant in the 
Town of Wawayanda, Orange County, that will connect directly to the 
Marcy-South power line; and, 

-- the 63 MGW hydro projects to be generated from existing 
New York City reservoir spillways in the Catskill Mountains that 
will connect directly to the Marcy-South power line. 

The above generating facilities will use existing transmission 
infrastructure that will avoid costs for any new transmission line 
construction. 

If there is increased demand and a need for additional supply, many 
alternatives exist beyond the reflexive response to increase 
generating capacity. The EIS must evaluate the impacts of the full 
range of alternatives that would obviate the stated purpose and need 
for the Project. The EIS must evaluate competing proposals/ 
technologies; efficiency and conservation initiatives; changing 
development/construction trends; and, changing economic/consumption 
conditions. 

The EIS must consider the example of efficiency represented 
by the Lovett power plant that demonstrates the importance of the 
NYS priority to modernize the local grid/distribution system. 



DOE/EIS - 0447, ATLANTIC CHAPTER, 8/2/2010, PAGE 5. 

During 2007, the Mirant-owned Lovett coal-fired power plant, located 
on the Hudson River in Rockland County, was under a consent decree 
to upgrade its emission system. Instead, Lovett petitioned the 
PSC to be decommissioned. Due to O&R Utility reconstruction of a 
major substation and local power lines, efficiencies were created 
which made up for the loss of the Lovett power production. The 
request was granted by the PSC, the plant has since been demolished, 
and no new power generation was needed as a replacement for Lovett. 

- The EIS must evaluate the full range of Demand-Side-Management 
(DSM) strategies and technologies ranging from dynamic time-of-day 
pricing to various digital metering systems within a home that 
regulate appliance on and off cycles and sequential use, to grid-based, 
system-wide controls. The radio-controlled thermostats for cooling 
systems in large buildings that were activated by Con Ed to reduce 
NYC peak load during the July, 2010 heat wave is a good example of a 
relatively low-tech, low cost solution. 

- The EIS must include the findings of the January 9, 2008, 
DOE report which shows that implementing the system-wide technology 
of digital time-of-day temperature and price metering could reduce 
peak electric loads by up to 15 percent a year and thus save over 
$70 billion no longer needed to build new power facilities such as 
the proposed Champlain Hudson Power Express project. Such a strategy 
would simultaneously remedy pollution, climate change emissions, 
supply concerns, and reduce consumer expenses. 

- The EIS must evaluate the unused, available reserve capacity 
of all power plants supplying the NY Metro region. For example, the 
Bow Line power plant on the Hudson River is producing minimum power 
due to low demand and high costs. However, Bow Line can quickly 
generate its maximum capacity if needed at peak load times. 

- The EIS must evaluate the New York City regulations that 
require the ability to produce 80 percent of peak load from generating 
facilities located within the City. 

- The EIS must evaluate all of the alternate supply, efficiency, 
and conservation programs conducted by the NYS Energy Research and 
Development Authority (NYSERDA) which make the Project unnecessary. 

- The EIS must examine the impact on reduced power consumption 
due to state and local improved building construction codes and 
code enforcement. A recent example was 0 & R Utilities contracting 
with Bechtold Co. to construct three power plants in anticipation of 
population growth in Orange County, the fastest growing county in the 
State. The population estimates were correct but the expected energy 
consumption per household plummeted due to improved building insulation 
practices. Those power plants, as a consequence, were never built. 
o & R, however, had to sue in State Supreme Court to have the 
contracts with Bechtold rescinded. 

- The EIS must examine the impact of the Recovery Act's funding 
weatherization and other energy efficient programs designed to reduce 
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and conserve energy which conflict with the project's application 
for funding from the same federal economic stimulus source to 
increase energy consumption. 

- The EIS must evaluate the impact of all the solar energy 
products which are replacing traditional electric generation use 
and which also reduces the need for new transmission facilities. 
The Solar Energy Consortium in Kingston, NY, has created over 400 
production jobs during 2010 alone. Commercial and residential 
net-metering programs, solar-thermal hot water systems, solar powered 
LED street and building lighting have not only produced renewable, 
"clean" power, but also have removed those sources from the power 
line, thus making more grid capacity available to other merchants. 

- The EIS must evaluate the impact of decentralized, land-based 
and off-shore wind power which is close to points of consumption, and 
which uses existing transmission/distribution infrastructure. 

- The greatest gain in energy supply in recent years has been 
through the development of "negawatts," the freeing up of existing 
power through reduced consumption supported by the State energy plan. 
The EIS must consider those cost effective outcomes in its full range 
of alternatives which support the "no action" or "no build" option, 
and which may demonstrate the Project to be unnecessary. 

- One half of the original Project proposal, the 1,000 MGW cable 
to Bridgeport, CT, intended to supply the New England ISO, was 
aborted at the last moment due to the lack of need for that power. 
The EIS must examine the circumstances that caused the project 
reduction and determine if those circumstances and lack of need also 
apply to the New York State portion of the Project. 

UNIQUE TRANSMISSION-ONLY FUNCTION 

The Project stands apart from traditional power merchants since it 
provides a specialized long-distance transmission-only function which 
is separate from but totally dependent on bulk power producers at the 
cable entry point, and on wholesale utility consumers at the cable 
exit point. The transmission cable is just like a giant household 
extension cord with plugs at each end. 

The Project does not generate electricity nor does it serve as a 
utility which distributes electricity to retail customers. It has no 
control over the sources or the price or the end use of the power 
to be transported. The Project can take no responsibility for the 
fuel or methods needed to generate the electricity; for the conduct 
of the suppliers or of the consumers; for the reliability or need for 
the electricity; or, for the price of the electricity and tax costs 
which are passed on to the retail consumer. 

The Project function is identical to that of the failed New York 
Regional Interconnect (NYRI) transmission proposal which was dismissed 
with prejudice on April 21, 2009, (Case No. 06-T-0650), by the New 
York State Public Service Commission (PSC). NYRI is the model for this 
Project with three differences: NYRI was an above-ground power line, 
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was located wholly within New York state, and wanted construction 
costs assessed to ratepayers: while this Project is a sUbmarine/ 
underground cable, is located in both Canada and New York State, 
and wants construction costs supported by US taxpayers through 
government subsidies and American Recovery Act guaranteed loans. 

Both NYRI and this Project pose classic cases of segmentation within 
a deregulated energy market' for the EIS process. Although treated as 
a separate entity, the transmission Project is totally dependent upon 
and cannot exist without production/supply and distribution components. 
The EIS, therefore, must consider in an equally thorough manner, all 
components as a single conjoined enterprise. 

Further, the EIS must examine how the Project will inte=face with the 
regional transmission grid serving the entire state. 

PROJECT SEGMENTATION AND RECOVERY ACT FUNDING 

Neither the Project's transmission cable nor the Canadian hydro power 
facilities currently exist. Both are to be constructed when funding 
is secured. Although legally compartmentalized into transmission 
and hydro generation components, the Project's transmission function 
is inseparable from the Lower Churchill Falls dam/artificial 
impoundment construction and supply function. The financing 
considerations are equally conjoined. Further, the generation 
component in Canada may not be finalized without the transmission 
Project first being approved for American Recovery Act funding. 

since the funding streams for each component may be segregated for 
accounting purposes, and since each component supports the total 
funding required to develop the enterprise in common, the EIS should 
evaluate the cumulative impacts of both transmission and generating 
components as two steps of the same action, not as disconnected, 
unrelated actions. 

Further, the EIS should evaluate the fungibility of all funding from 
all public and private sources, and detail how American Recovery Act 
subsidies will support construction of the underlying generation 
facilities in Canada, and how those facilities will compete with 
generating facilities in New York State. 

PROJECT HAS NO ABffiLITY TO PRODUCE "RENEWABLE" ENERGY 

The Project has applied for $1.52 billion in Recovery Act loan 
guarantees, and states that it will transport the prerequisite 
renewable wind and/or hydro power into New York from facilities at 
Lower Churchill Falls, Canada. Those facilities are still to be 
constructed. 

If and when new renewable energy becomes available, that electricity 
could enter the NYISO market via the existing transmission grid 
without this Project. 
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The proposed "renewable" supply will be transported from Lower 
Churchill Falls over the existing grid to the Hertel substation for 
conversion to the DC cable. That same electricity could connect with 
the New York and New England grids right now without any need for the 
cable at all. 

The construction of the cable, however, would provide an exclusive 
route for any and all electricity that reached Hertel to be 
leap-frogged to the NY Metro region which would give that supply a 
special advantage over renewable and other power produced within NYS. 

If the intent really is to promote renewable energy throughout the 
US and Canadian service areas, then future Canadian renewable energy 
should enter the US market via the conventional grid shared by all 
suppliers, and should compete on equal footing with NYS renewable 
energy producers. 

Central to the promotion of the Project is the promise to import "green" 
renewable energy into the NYISO service area. But as a transmission
only facility, the Project has no ability to create/produce renewable 
or non-renewable energy, and has no control over the source or quality 
of the commodity it transports. 

Further, the Project has never asserted that it will only transport 
renewable wind and hydro power over the useable life of the cable. 
It has not said that it would not transport non-renewable power from 
coal, nuclear or tar/oil sand sources, or that it may transport from 
all sources in some combination. It is unlikely that the Project can 
legally refuse to deliver energy from any source, a circumstance 
germane to its subsidy application. 

The EIS must evaluate the delivery potential of all power from all 
sources and from all locations for cumulative environmental impact 
reasons, and for Recovery Act subsidy eligibility reasons. 

IS CHURCHILL FALLS HYDRO POWER "RENEWABLE" AND REALLY 
ELIGIBLE FOR AMERICAN RECOVERY ACT SUBSIDIES? 

All hydro power is not the same. "Renewable" hydro power is generally 
defined as power from free-running rivers such as that from Niagara 
Falls and the St. Lawrence River. 

The project has stated that the anticipated Hydro power would be 
from the Lower Churchill Falls project which may not be developed 
should the Champlain Hudson Power Express cable not first be approved. 

Dams at Churchill Falls are yet to be built, and forests are yet to 
be cut down and flooded. What effect will the loss of forests and 
habitat have on the wildlife to be displaced, and on a net increase 
of greenhouse gases? What is the chance that methane and other 
climate changing chemicals will be introduced into the atmosphere as 
a result of the proposed flooding? 
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The hydro power is to be generated from artificially created 
impoundments, not from free-running streams. What effect on energy 
reliability would impoundment-generated power have during high heat, 
summer drought conditions causing high rates of evaporation and low 
water flow at the same time New York consumer demand for electricity 
is the highest? 

The EIS must detail the sources and quality of the hydro power that 
is promised by the Project and evaluate whether or not those Canadian 
sources are really renewable and eco-friendly, both from an 
enviromental perspective and as a precondition for Federal Recovery 
Act funding. 

EXCLUSIONARY DESIGN AND ANTI-COMPETITIVE NATURE OF THE PROJECT 

The Project is a 355 mile-long Direct Current (DC) transmission cable 
starting at the Hertel substation in Canada, 35 miles north of the 
Quebec-New York State (NYS) border. The cable runs the entire north
south length of NYS, terminating at a specialized converter station in 
Yonkers. At that point, the power is transformed from DC back to 
Alternating Current (AC), and enters the conventional distribution 
grid. 

Transmission-only facilities like that of the Project are to transport 
power from all suppliers over the same shared line or cable. AC power 
allows entry/exit hookups throughout the grid. However, this DC cable 
has no access connections along the 355 mile intervening length, and 
essentially is a separate DC system from the existing AC grid. Further, 
the entry point at Hertel appears to be reserved to transport supply 
only from Lower Churchill Falls if and when that Canadian generation 
ever comes on line. 

Most troubling is the Project design that blocks cable access to 
competing US/NYS power merchants who are prevented from using the 
cable to transport electricity generated and distributed within the 
state. Likewise, state producers are denied the ability to transport 
and sell NYS generated power via the cable into the Canadian market. 
The Project effectively is a one-way monopoly that channels trade
protected Canadian power into the high-use but already well-supplied 
NY Metro market at a disadvantage to NYS merchants. 

It appears that the exclusionary design of the Project violates both 
the purpose of the Recovery Act to support US/NYS enterprise, and the 
priorities of the NYS energy plan, especially the task to upgrade the 
existing transmission/distribution grid within the NYISO service area. 

The unfair trade advantage given to Canadian power producers by the 
Project design also is in conflict with DOE policy that requires 
cross border trade in electric energy between Canada and the USA to 
follow the same comparable open access and non-discrimination 
principles that apply to interstate electric transmission within the 
USA. 
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The EIS must evaluate the anti-competitive, monopoly aspects of the 
Project as they relate to DOE open access and non-discrimination trade 
policies, and to the related funding requirements of the Recovery Act. 
Further, the EIS must reconcile the policy contradictions and financial 
absurdity of Recovery Act funding that will promote competition with 
the existing grid rather than assist to upgrade that grid; that will 
give an advantage to imported "renewable" energy at the expense of 
domestically produced renewables; and, that will underwrite a very 
expensive transmission cable that NYS energy producers cannot use. 

UNREALISTIC MARKET AND PROJECT EXPECTATIONS 

The Project's claims defy market realities which demonstrate on a 
daily basis that a plentiful supply of power exists within the NY Metro 
region and throughout NYS. It takes no account of the collective 
actions by power merchants which continue to diminish a need for long
distance and local supplies. It ignores the grid modernization and 
efficiency priorities of NYISO and the State energy plan. It remains 
oblivious to a contracting economy and declining trends in overall 
energy use iti NYS. The Project is cost prohibitive and cannot compete 
with existing merchants who can provide the same or more net electric 
power through a much lower cost structure. It cannot be constructed 
and import Canadian electricity without massive US and Canadian public 
subsidies. It would gain an incredibly unfair business advantage over 
its US market competitors who do not receive the same government 
sUbsidies. . 

The greatest business threat to new and existing energy merchants, 
however, is not the result of competition or favoritism among power 
merchants, or from revolutionary technologies, but from an economy 
in recession and the related steady reduction in energy consumption 
across all commercial sectors. Annual statewide use of electricity 
has declined during the past three years. Even then, seasonal spikes 
in usage will continue such as that currently being experienced 
throughout NYS due to the unusually high summer temperatures. NYS 
has set an all-time monthly record for electric consumption during 
July, 2010. No adverse delivery or supply problems have been noted, 
reaffirming the existence of sUfficient supply and system capacity. 

Not only are jobs and wholeintlustries vanishing from the region, 
replacement jobs and replacement buildings are anticipated to use 
far less power than their predecessors. And, the new jobs that are 
being developed are in the decentralized solar and wind power fields 
which will further drive down the need for traditional electricity 
sources and transmission lines. 

The lack of need for long distance power surely influenced the 
Applicant to reduce the Project in half by cancelling the New England 
segment during July, 2010. 

The current economic and financial conditions are just like those 
faced by th~ NYRI transmission-only power line project during 2007, 
2008, and 2009. NYRI banked on government stimulus subsidies and 
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special consideration that totally would have misapplied federal 
programs for funding. The plan was to protect investors by artfully 
shifting construction costs from investors to ratepayers via a 
special surcharge/fee rather than to pay from customery but doubtful 
revenue. The resulting delivery and total costs to customers would 
have sky_rocketed. When denied, NYRI's lack of a credible business 
plan no longer could be masked. Investors refused to risk their own 
money, and the NYRI transmission project folded. 

VIABILITY OF PROJECT AND ABSENCE OF REALISTIC BUSINESS PLAN 

The Project states that at a cost of $1.9 billion, it would be one 
of the largest energy "investments" in NYS. It would cost twice as 
much to construct than that of a local power plant that could add the 
same amount of electricity into the NYISO service area. For instance, 
the Cricket Valley Power Plant will cost half as much to construct, 
is located 300 miles closer to the NY Metro region, will produce the 
same 1,000 MGW, and can connect to the existing Con Ed transmission 
lines at no extra construction cost. Added to the cost of the Project 
is the uncertain cost and uncertain completion date of the proposed 
Canadian power supply, as well as the uncertain eligibility of that 
power as a "renewable" source. The total costs very soon escalate 
ever upward. 

The chicken-and-egg relationship between the transmission project and 
the Lower Churchill Falls generating project must be evaluated in the 
EIS since the cable would not connect to an existing supply source. 
Is the construction of the cable really a device to justify 
construction of Canadian dams and artificial impoundments with us 
subsidies? 

The lack of an available, legitimate renewable supply, and a lack of 
a demand for a new supply from any source at a reasonable price 
raises doubts about the viability of the Project with or without public 
subsidies. 

It appears that market forces cannot justify this transmission-only 
Project. Just as with NYRI, private investors are unwilling to risk 
their own money on this power cable venture. The Project can go 
forward only with uncritical public incentives and funding. To that 
end, the Project is seeking fast-track approval for a Presidential 
Permit and related construction permits. Such authorization, in turn, 
underlies a second, more significant application for immense loan 
guarantees by the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act which requires 
both renewable energy production, and a construction start date by 
September 30, 2011. The loan guarantees by themselves would cover 
80 percent of the project cost and would expose the US taxpayer to at 
least $1.52 billion in Project obligations. 

The EIS must evaluate the risk of financial default requiring a US 
Government financial rescue. Is the Project cost-effective and viable 
at all in today's market? Will revenue be sUfficient and sustainable 
to cover debt service and operating expenses without additional public 
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subsidies? If the Project is sound and such a smart plan, why do 
the investors need government guaranteed funds at all? What risk 
and exposure would the investors have in the event of default and 
bankruptcy? 

The EIS must evaiuate the total cost of the Project, the total cost 
of the tandem generating project upon which it depends, and the total 
public subsidies for which both projects are eligible. The EIS should 
consider the impact that the failure of either project would have on 
the other. 

Further, the EIS must detail how subsidies awarded to this Project will 
absorb available finite public resources that will displace and/or 
delay renewable energy priorities of NYISO and job creation in solari 
wind/smart grid programs promoted by the State energy plan. 

NEGATIVE GROWTH ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

The EIS must evaluate the effect of the economic recession on energy 
trends and on the transformation of industry and lifestyles that need 
less, rather than more, energy. Wifua protracted economic downturn in 
place, the EIS should add a "negative growth action alternative" as a 
companion scenario to that of the standard "no action" alternative. 
Such a scenario would address practical responses requiring system-wide 
adjustments to an economy having excess capacity and under-utilization 
of power in general. In fact, on May 14, 2010, the NYS PSC directed 
all utility companies to prepare austerity plans should the recession 
linger or even worsen. 

An honest public policy reality check must take place throughout the 
electric power industry and must consider which facilities to close 
or to consolidate much like the review of unused military bases or 
of the elimination of excess hospital beds. In the case of this 
Project, if the required "hard look" is not taken, Recovery Act 
subsidies may be misallocated and lost while forfeiting the opportunity 
to fund more worthwhile energy initiatives that are in the public 
interest. 

JW/idi 

Respectfully submitted, 

~~ 
Jurgen Wekerle 
Chair, Sterling Forest/Highlands 
Committee, Sierra Club, Atlantic 
Chapter 



 
 
 
Sierra Club  
353 Hamilton Street 
Albany, NY 12210-1709 
 
 
August 2, 2010 
 
 
Dr. Jerry Pell 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE-20) 
U. S. Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW 
Washington, DC 20585 
 
 
Sierra Club Atlantic Chapter Comments for the Scope of the Environmental Impact 
Statement – DOE /EIS-40447 Champlain Hudson Power Express Transmission Line 
Project 
 
 
Dear Dr. Pell 
 
 
The Scope of the Environmental Impact Statement must consider the following: 
  
- The exact trajectory route and depths for the proposed underwater electric cable must be 
determined. 
 
- A analysis of the projected underwater sediment disturbance caused by the dredging and or 
trenching techniques throughout the trajectory via the Richelieu River, Lake Champlain and the 
Hudson River onto wildlife, fish habitat, endangered species, micro-organisms, vegetation and 
human activities such as swimming and fishing. 
 
- The potential impacts of sediment disturbances in the Superfund Area onto drinking water 
quality supplied by the Hudson River to the residents of Rhinebeck, Port Ewen and 
Poughkeepsie.  
 



- A cumulative analysis for the potential resuspension and redistribution of the PCBs in the 
Hudson River. 
 
-  A analysis of impacts caused by the electromagnetic frequencies for the High Voltage direct 
current (DC) and the alternating current (AC) sections of the proposed transmission cable and the 
impacts onto wildlife, fish habitat, endangered species, micro-organisms, vegetation and human 
activities. 
  
 
- The technology used by the proposed underwater cable has never been installed over 50 miles. 
What is the feasibility of installing such a system beyond 300 miles?  
 
-  How will the reliability of the regional electric grid be impacted? 
 
- The proposed electric transmission line is designed to transport electricity from hydroelectric 
dams built on lands and rivers belonging to the Innu People in the Canadian Provinces of Quebec 
and Labrador-Newfoundland. Segmentation exists between the electric source supply and it’s 
delivery to New York electric consumers. 
 
- The EIS must address the Environmental Justice concerns expressed by the Town of Yonkers 
and the impacts of the proposed action onto the Indigenous communities caused by the 
construction of more hydroelectric dams. 
http://www.grandriverkeeperlabrador.ca/files/Download/HydropowerNotGreen.PDF 
 
- The eligibility criteria for hydropower in the New York State Renewable Standard, effective 
since September 24, 2004, does not allow for projects that include water impoundment which 
causes flooding and run-of-the-river projects with over 30 mw capacity. 
http://documents.dps.state.ny.us/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7BB1830060-
A43F-426D-8948-F60E6B754734%7D   See Appendix B, page 2. 
 
The developer of the project, Transmission Developers Incorporated, must discontinue 
misleading decision-makers and the public by promoting the source of the electric supply as 
“Renewable Energy”. The DOE must require that a retraction with explanation be made and 
publicized to counter balance this misrepresentation of fact. 
 
- Is there a need for the proposed action? 
 
- Is this electric transmission proposal in the public interest? 
 
- Alternatives studies must include the “No Action” alternative as a reasonable course of action. 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these Comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Annie Wilson 
 
Energy Committee Chair 
energy@newyork.sierraclub.org 
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
3817 Luker Road

Cortland, NY 13045

August 2, 2010

Dr. Jerry Pell
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585

Dear Dr. Pell:

This is in response to a June 18, 2010, Notice to Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the proposed granting of a Presidential Permit to Champlain Hudson Power
Express, Inc., to construct, operate, maintain, and connect a new electric transmission line across
the U.S.-Canada border in northeastern New York. The approximately 380 mile long project
would deliver electricity via a direct current buried cable within Lake Champlain and the Hudson
River. Several land routes would also be used to avoid navigation locks and the Hudson River
polychlorinated biphenyl clean-up site.

We offer the following comments as technicai assistance pursuant to the Endangered Species Act
of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and the National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.c. 4321 et seq.). The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service) may provide additional information and comments on the project pursuant to the Bald
and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 U.S.c. 668-668d), Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48
Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (40 Stat. 755;
16 U.S.C. 703-712), as applicable.

As part of the scoping process, the Department of Energy is requesting input on the range of
studies which should be incorporated into the project planning process. Thirteen items are listed
in the Federal Register as being issues which should be addressed in further detail in the EIS.
Potential impacts to aquatic biological resources are listed but no studies are proposed for
terrestrial plants and animals. We recommend the EIS include an analysis of terrestrial biota
which may be affected by the project. In those areas where earth disturbance and overhead lines
are proposed, the EIS should thoroughly define existing terrestrial wildlife and habitat resources
as well as the potential impact of the project to these resources.

In addition, the EIS should explore potential secondary and cumulative effects of this and other
projects which may affect the resources of the project area. This analysis' should consider
previous and future dredging activities and their affects on project area waterways.



Federal agencies have responsibilities under Section 7(a)(2) of the ESA to consult with the
Service regarding projects that may adversely affect Federally-listed species or "critical habitat,"
and confer with the Service regarding projects that may adversely affect Federally-proposed
species or proposed "critical habitat." Several Federally-listed species were addressed in the
June 2010 Federal Register Notice. It appears that species primarily under National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration Fisheries jurisdiction were addressed; however, species under
Service jurisdiction were not. The Service has been coordinating directly with TRC Solutions,
Inc., consultants for Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. (CHPEI), for several months on
Service jurisdiction species and CHPEI should provide you with copies of all project-related
correspondence. While there are several species that will need to be considered and addressed in
the EIS (see information about our listed species website below), the species that has the greatest
potential for impacts from the proposed project is the Federally-listed endangered Karner blue
butterfly (Lycaeides melissa samuelis). Surveys for Karner blue butterfly habitat were conducted
in 2010. Suitable habitat occurs in several portions of the project, as well as some known
occurrences of Kamer blue butterflies. Butterfly surveys were initiated late in the season and
additional surveys are recommended for next year.

The most recent compilation of Federally-listed and proposed endangered and threatened species
in New York is available for your information. * Until the proposed project is complete, we
recommend that you check our website every 90 days from the date of this letter to ensure that
listed species presence/absence information for the proposed project is current.

Species listed by the Service are also protected by the State of New York. Additional
information regarding the project and its potential to impact listed species should be coordinated
with both this office and with the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC). The NYSDEC contact for the Endangered Species Program is Mr. Peter Nye,
Endangered Species Unit, 625 Broadway, Albany, NY 12233 (telephone: 518-402-8859).

Thank you for your time. If you require additional information please contact Timothy Sullivan
or Robyn Niver at 607-753-9334.

Sincerely,

David A. Stilwell
Field Supervisor

*Additional information referred to above may be found on our website at:
http://www.fWs.gov/northeastinyfo/es/section7.htm

cc: NYSDEC, Schenectady, NY
NYSDEC, Albany, NY (Endangered Species; Attn: P. NyelK. O'Brien)
NYSDEC, Albany, NY (Natural Heritage)
COE, New York, NY
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Via Electronic Mail to Jerry.Pell@hq.doe.gov  
 
August 1, 2010 
 
Dr. Jerry Pell 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE-20) 
U.S. Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW 
Washington, D.C.  20585 
 
Subject: Scoping Comments, Champlain Hudson Power Express Transmission Line  
  Project Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/EIS-0447) 
 
Dear Dr. Pell: 
 
Please see below comments on scoping for the above-referenced proposed environmental impact 
statement (EIS) for the Champlain Hudson Power Express (CHPE) transmission line project. 
 
1. Cooperating Agencies – The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Association (NOAA) should 
be included as a cooperating agency because of the agency’s expertise in evaluating impacts to 
fisheries and aquatic biota.  In addition, the New York State Hudson Valley Greenway Council 
should also be included as a cooperating agency to evaluate potential project impacts and 
consistency with the criteria established by New York State during the creation of this 
organization.  See New York Environmental Conservation Law Article 44, Hudson River Valley 
Greenway. 
 
2. Visual Resources – DOE’s June 18, 2010 Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS for the 
project includes visual impacts among the listed impacts identified for analysis.  75 Federal 
Register 117, at 34,723 (Fri., June 18, 2010).  The analysis should also consider visual impacts 
during construction of the facilities as well as maintenance.  This should apply to below-ground, 
submarine, and above-ground facilities.  The proposed submarine cables will pass through 
several areas that have been specially designated as scenic districts by New York State under 
New York Environmental Conservation Law Article 49, Protection of Natural and Man-Made 
Beauty (e.g., the Tappan Zee East Scenic District, Olana Scenic District).  Extended construction 
and/or maintenance of facilities, included below-ground facilities, can produce visual and 
aesthetic impacts.  As such, these impacts should be identified and evaluated.  Presently, the NOI 
only states that above-ground components will be evaluated.  NOI at 34,723 (item #10). 
 
3. Environmental Impacts of Electric Reliability – While the evaluation of the Presidential Permit 
will separately assess the impact on electric reliability for consistency with the public interest, it  
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is also necessary to consider the environmental impacts from any necessary facilities, 
maintenance, or other activities that are needed to ensure the CHPE project is compliant with 
North American Electric Reliability (NERC) standards.  Compliance with NERC standards, such 
as vegetation management, can sometimes yield significant environmental impacts.  It is not 
clear what NERC standards would be applicable to the proposed CHPE facilities; but such 
NERC standards should be identified and evaluated for potential environmental impacts in 
construction and operation of the CHPE facilities. 
 
4. Potential Power Generation and Transmission Uses – The NOI indicates the proposed CHPE 
facilities will transmit electricity that is produced from renewable sources in Canada for delivery 
to New York recipients.  NOI at 34,721.  In the event that renewable resources are not utilized 
for power generation or are discontinued, then the environmental impact of the project would 
vary from the proposal.  Therefore, the EIS should consider alternative power generation 
sources, for example fossil fuel sources, that may be used with the new CHPE facilities and 
evaluate environmental impacts.  In addition, it is possible that the CHPE facilities would be 
used to transmit New York –generated electricity for export to Canada.  Under this scenario 
fossil-fuel sources, rather than renewable sources, might be utilized.  Alternative transmission 
and generation scenarios should thus be considered in the evaluation of environmental impacts. 
 
5. Impacts Upon Existing Infrastructure – The construction and operation of the CHPE facilities 
could produce environmental impacts because of the existing infrastructure at or near the 
proposed facilities’ location.  For example, the HVDC and AC cables in Yonkers will pass near 
the Westchester County North Yonkers Pump Station, which pumps large volumes of sewage to 
the Yonkers Joint Wastewater Treatment Plant (a 120 MGD WWTP located south of the 
proposed converter station in Yonkers).  There are several large diameter pipelines near the 
North Yonkers pump station that deliver sewage to the WWTP, and the proposed location of 
cables would likely cross over or under these pipelines.  In the event that construction or 
operation of the CHPE facilities results in a release of sewage, such as through inadvertently 
fracturing a pipeline, this would produce substantial environmental impacts.  As another 
example, the HVDC and AC cables will pass under the high-voltage electrified lines along the 
Metro-North Railroad (MNR).  Potential electrical or magnetic interference with CHPE facilities 
because of the proximity of the MNR lines should be evaluated along with environmental 
impacts.  Any other possible infrastructure impacts should be identified in the EIS. 
 
6. Cumulative Impacts  The impacts analysis should consider cumulative effects of other 
potential projects and uses in the vicinity of the project site.  The downtown Yonkers area is 
undergoing substantial renovation, and there are believed to be several projects of significant size 
proposed in the vicinity of the proposed converter station location.  As such, a cumulative 
impacts analysis is necessary to properly identify the scale of potential impacts that might occur 
should several projects and the CHPE project go forward. 
 
7. Facility Decommissioning – The analysis should include the environmental impacts of 
decommissioning or abandoning the proposed CHPE facilities.  For example, what types of 
decommissioning might occur and what are the accompanying environmental impacts? 
 
8. Transparency of Mitigation and Monitoring – The environmental review and EIS 
development should proceed with a perspective of incorporating transparency during the review 
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OFFICE OF THE CITY COUNCil PRESIDENT 

CHUCK LESNICK 

On' COUNCIL PRESIDENT 

August 2, 2010 

Dr. Jerry Pell 

U.S. Department of Energy 

1000 Independence Ave., SW 

Washington, DC 20585 

Fax 202-586-4403 

j§Ty,pell@hq.doe.gov 

Dear Dr. Pel! 

These written comments, are intended to supplement my verbal comments made at the public seeping 

session on July 22, 2010. The proposed Champlain Hudsoli Power Express project should consider the 

following additional comments when creating their tIS statement. 

Yonkers has work diligentlY toward revitalization, preservation} and rehabilitation of our Downtown 

Water Front district, specifically the area around the Alexander Street proposed portion of the I-park. 

This proposed project does not add people to the downtown to utilize our restaurants and shops, 

provides no housing} few employees, and seems to take away valuable parking spaces. It may even ruin 

the view for some. It remains to be seen what benefits, if any, the project will bring to Yonkers, Before 

you decide to locate the project in Yonkers please show the visual impact of the structure from the 

library, the BOE, and from the Beczak Community Center, In addition look at the impact on job creation, 

parking, and upon local business. I see no reason to site the project in Yonkers and would recommend 

other locations. If it must be situated in Yonkers, we would like you to look at other alternatives, 

CITY HALL • 40 SOUTH BROADWAY· ROOM 403 • YONKERS, NY 10701 

TEl. 914/377-6060 FAX 914/964-1949 
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The! Glenwood Power Plant has been deemed "Seven to SaveR by the Preservation League of New York 

State. The YonkBrs Landmarks Board recommended local landmarks designation to the City Council 
in 200S.Although the Council did not adopt the designation it did adopt the Alexander Street 
Master Plan, which called for the adaptive reuse ofthe Glenwood Power Plant. If the Glenwood 
Power Plant can be used it would be a public policy benefit to keep the building intact. If there 

would be enough income generated to do millor reinforcement of the facade, which as we 
understand it is not structurally damaged~ then it would be a good idea to site this project at the 
Glenwood Power Plant. TIlerc is no policy benefit to using this building or area ifthe building is 
not preserved. 

Currently the Glenwood Power Plant does not have a tenant and is immediately available for 

reconstruction. The Glenwood Power Plant's area is 2.03 acres. The building stands 10 stories high. The 

building could be decked to meet the needs ofTDlls project. There Is an area on its south side that could 

be filled to add additional area. If this were necessary the additional benefit is that Alexander Street 

could be extended as per the Alexander Street Master Plan and GElS, which you need to do to access 

that area. The possibility for a limited access free standing bullding off this land should also be 

considered. 

Also any and all co-generation ideas should be considered with the Westchester County Water 

Treatment Plant or the American Sugar Refinery with potential steam creation. These industrial users in 

Yonkers, and perhaps other users, would be interested in receiving some of the transformed energy. 

Please examine the possibility for local access to less expensive energy, particularly Within the 

downtown area near the! proposed site. It has yet to be shown Yonkers would benefit from the 

electricity Dr steam created. Lots that should also be considered are on the south side of the American 

Sugar Refinery. East of ludlow 6.15-16 - 2.33 acres, 6.15-30 -1.69 acres. 

Thank you for consideration, 

Sincerely, 

Chuck Lesnick, 

City Council President 


CITY HALL 40 SOUTH BROADWAY· ROOM 403 • YONKERS, NY 10701Ii 

TEL. 914/377-6060 FAX 9;14/964-1949 
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August 2, 2010 
 
 
Dr. Jerry Pell, CCM 
Principal NEPA Document Manager 
Permitting, Sitting and Analysis 
Office of Electricity Delivery and  
Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, DC 20585 
 
Dear Dr. Pell: 
 
Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc., (CHPEI) proposes to construct, operate and 
maintain a new 1000 megawatt underwater/underground electric transmission system to 
be known as the Champlain Hudson Power Express Project.  The circuit would extend 
approximately 319 miles from the Canadian border to Yonkers, New York, where it 
would connect with a converter station to be owned by CHPEI.  As such, it is the only 
place along the planned 385 mile route that will be subject to a permanent, visible 
installation. 
 
The proposed site for the converter station is in an area of the City of Yonkers adjacent to 
the Hudson River that formerly was an industrial area.  Today, it is more appropriate to 
characterize this same area as a suburban mixed use office/commercial park.  As such, 
there is a significant number of people who use this area including public access uses 
such as the Board of Education, the Main Branch of the Yonkers Public Library and five 
hundred feet from the proposed converter station is the Beczak Environmental Education 
Center. 
 
Even though the proposed transmission line will make landfall here in the City of 
Yonkers, we recognize the need for the converter station.  Essentially, the City has 
concluded that the overall benefits of this project will outweigh any detriment.  It is for 
this reason that I write in support of the project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CITY HALL     YONKERS, NY 10701     TEL.  914.377.6300     FAX  914.377.6048     WWW.YONKERSNY.GOV



 
The City, nevertheless, harbors certain concerns about the proposed development.  
However, these issues are being addressed in earnest by the parties and we hope to 
conclude these discussions in an expeditious fashion to arrive at a solution mutually 
agreeable to all. 
 
The City recognizes that the project represents approximately $1.9 billion in new capital 
investment and will bring much needed employment opportunities to a region clamoring 
for such an incentive.  The project will also deliver a clean renewable energy from 
Canadian and American sources to the greater New York Metropolitan Area and will 
provide significant rate relief to this area.  Furthermore, upon completion of the converter 
station, the new construction will place a new ratable on the City’s ledger generating a 
new source of tax revenue which will assist to stabilize the City’s tax base. 
 
I look forward to completion of this project and am available to discuss any issues or 
concerns that you or any member of your staff might possess. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Philip A. Amicone 
Mayor 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 
  PHILIP A. AMICONE            87 NEPPERHAN AVENUE, ROOM 320 

          MAYOR                YONKERS, NEW YORK 10701-3892 
                  914-377-6555 

 LEE J. ELLMAN, AICP                            FAX  914-377-6552           
PLANNING DIRECTOR              

 
 

PLANNING BUREAU 
CITY OF YONKERS 

 
 
 
 

July 30, 2010 
 
 
Dr. Jerry Pell 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE–20) 
U.S. Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW. 
Washington, DC 20585 
 
 
Dear Dr. Pell: 
 
On behalf of the City of Yonkers attached are comments on the scope of the DEIS being prepared for the 
proposed Champlain Hudson Power Express project.   
 
If you have any questions regarding this material please do not hesitate to call me. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Lee J. Ellman,  AICP 
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Champlain Hudson Power Express  
Transmission Line Project 
Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/ EIS–0447) 
 
City of Yonkers, NY Scoping Comments 
 
The City of Yonkers, NY is the proposed location of the inverter station for the proposed 
Champlain Hudson Transmission Line Project.  As such, it is the only place along the 
entire 385 mile route that will be subject to a permanent, visible, landscape and land use 
changing installation.  The inverter station will be a significant addition to the Yonkers 
landscape changing the potential uses of the site upon which it sits. The scale of the 
inverter building will cause construction period impacts that are different than the short 
term impacts that other communities will experience from the cable burial.   The landfall 
of the cables to and from the inverter will have both physical construction period impacts 
and long term developmental impacts upon the city as the cables may forestall 
development over them. Yonkers seeks to point out the areas of investigation that must 
be made a part of the DEIS for the CHPE Transmission line project. 
 
1. Impacts on Land Use  
 
The proposed project site is in an area of Yonkers that was formerly an industrial 
precinct.  Industrial uses have been fading away in the vast majority of the area around 
the project site.  It is more accurate to characterize the IPark/inverter site portion of the 
project site as a mixed use commercial park.  There is as much office use as there is 
“industrial use” at this site; the industrial uses are what a planner would characterize as 
“light, non-nuisance, assembly and fabrication” and not as heavy industrial uses.  The 
uses found around the proposed inverter site have more in common with a modern 
suburban mixed use office/commercial park than with the areas industrial history.   
 
The proposed inverter site and the land fall area of the cables to and from that site are 
undergoing changes in land use that may not be reflected in the current zoning of these 
sites.  The city of Yonkers would like to see the following areas addressed in the DEIS: 

 
1.1. Properly characterize the areas land uses in a quarter mile radius around the 

inverter station and at the cable land fall. 
 

1.2. Discuss the actual land uses in the IPark area that the inverter station is proposed 
to be located within in.  Compare the compatibility of the inverter station to those 
uses.  Discuss the impacts of the inverter station upon those current uses and 
upon the marketability of the site for such uses with the inverter station building 
in place. 

 
1.3. Discuss the Alexander Street Master Plan (Master Plan, Urban Renewal Plan and 

BOA Plan) in light of that plans recent adoption, its land use controls over the  
proposed area for the inverter station and stated intentions for redevelopment by 
the City of Yonkers.   
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1.4. Discuss the potential impacts of the inverter station on future economic 

development activities in the area including foreclosure of potential plans for 
commuter parking, redevelopment of the IPark parking lot and impacts of the 
industrial land use upon current plans. 

 
1.5. Discuss the status of planning programs currently underway by the City of 

Yonkers and others that may be affected by the proposed cable land fall and by 
the location of the inverter station. 

 
1.6. Discuss the potential impacts upon marina development and harbor management 

by the city of Yonkers due to the cables being in the Hudson River in the 
Yonkers area and the impact caused by the cables land fall in Yonkers. 

 
1.7. Discuss the impact, if any, upon the Beczak Environmental Education Program 

and on the Yonkers Canoe Club. 
 

1.8. Discuss the impact, if any, upon the continued use of the Yonkers Recreation 
Pier as a ferry port and a point of embarkation for other ship borne uses. 

 
1.9. Discuss Alternative siting options for the inverter station.  Can the station be 

moved within the general area of the current IPark proposal?  Identify other sites 
for the inverter that will reduce or eliminate impacts to proposed plans.  Identify 
other sites for the inverter that will have a positive land use impact. 

 
  
2. Impacts on Cultural and Historical Resources 
 
The proposed inverter station and the cable land fall are occurring in the oldest developed 
part of the city of Yonkers.  The inverter station is proposed to be built on lands of the 
former Otis Elevator Plant.  The older buildings surrounding the proposed inverter site 
have been determined to be National Register of Historic Places eligible.  There are other 
potentially historic structures in the vicinity that need to be taken into account during 
permitting. 
 
The following areas of investigation should be included in the DEIS: 
 

2.1. The former Otis Elevator Plant, now called IPark, surrounds the proposed 
inverter site.  Discuss the impacts upon these potentially historic buildings 
stemming from the construction of the inverter station.   Discuss means to blend 
the proposed station into the historic architecture of the former Otis Plant. 
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2.2. The Philips Manor Hall is approximately 500 feet from the proposed inverter 

site.  Discuss potential construction and operational impacts upon this 17th 
century building stemming from the inverter station.  Based upon local 
knowledge of the inverter site it is likely that pile driving will be required for 
construction.  Additionally, delivery of construction materials to the inverter and 
land fall sites will likely pass the Manor Hall site.  An important architectural 
historical feature of the Manor Hall is the papier mache ceiling in the parlor that 
has been deemed highly susceptible to vibration impacts.  Discuss the impacts of 
construction activity (delivery of construction materials and pile driving) and 
operations activity (delivery of materials) from the inverter upon the Manor Hall. 

 
2.3. Approximately 350 feet from the inverter site is the City of Yonkers Jail.  

Discuss the impacts of the inverter station construction and operations upon the 
city jail a) in its current use as a city jail and b) under proposals for reuse found 
in the Alexander Street Master Plan. 

 
2.4. Approximately 500 feet from the inverter station is the Beczak Environmental 

Education Center.  Discuss the impacts of the inverter and the cable land fall 
upon the operations and mission of the center and upon its potentially historic 
building (the former Habishaw Club site).   

 
2.5. Approximately 350 feet from the inverter station and in the area of the cable land 

fall is the Westchester County North Yonkers Pump station.  The 1930’s vintage 
building is historically notable for its smoke stack built to appear as a light house.  
Discuss the impacts, if any, of the construction of the inverter and the cable land 
fall upon this locally important visual and historical resource. 

 
2.6. Special care needs to be taken to properly characterize the archeological issues 

surrounding the inverter station site and the cable land fall.  Local experience 
suggests that a Phase 1A archeological survey will be the minimum required and 
that there may be a need to have archeologists on site during construction.  The 
nature and extent of archeological study needs to be determined in the course of 
the DEIS. 

 
2.7. The Glenwood Power Station has been deemed in 2008, by the Preservation 

League of New York State, as one of their most threatened historic buildings in 
New York State.  If the cable land fall will occur anywhere in the vicinity of this 
building the impacts of cable siting upon this building needs to be taken into 
account in the DEIS 

 
 



  

W:\Flexiplace Backup\Champlain Hudson Power Express\Scoping COMMENTS\august 2 scoping comments.docx  

Champlain Hudson Power Express  
Transmission Line Project 
Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/ EIS–0447) 
City of Yonkers, NY Scoping Comments 
Page 4 
 
 
3. Impact upon Human Health:  The area immediately surrounding the proposed inverter 

station and the area of the cable land fall (including the exit of the AC cable from the 
inverter station) are areas of high density of human use.  The IPark/Otis Plant area is 
a densely populated mixed-use office and manufacturing area including public access 
uses such as the Yonkers Board of Education and the Yonkers Main Branch Public 
Library.  Unlike a heavy industrial and commercial neighborhood there is significant 
numbers of persons using the area that have no reason to believe that there may be 
any health or safety issue present in the vicinity.  Additionally, planning efforts on the 
part of the city of Yonkers would have this neighborhood even more densely 
populated with both employees and residents. 

 
The following areas of investigation should be included in the DEIS 
 
3.1. Explain the operation of the inverter station and the cables serving the station.  

Discuss the potential for explosion and/or fire of electrical equipment contained 
in the facility.  Discuss mitigation measure to be taken to reduce impacts of 
potential fire and/or explosion such are deluge systems, fire suppression systems 
and the like. 

3.2. Discuss the presence of any toxic materials used at the facility.  Are there non-
toxic materials used at the facility that when combined with other non-toxic 
materials at the faculty might become toxic?   

 
3.3. Explain the electrical and magnetic field impacts of the proposed inverter station 

and the DC/AC cables coming to and leaving the station.  The Alexander Street 
area is planned to become increasingly residential; are there any known impacts 
that would hinder that conversion from industrial to residential/mixed use 
usages?  Are there any human health impacts upon workers in adjacent buildings 
in the IPark/Otis Plant complex?  Are there any potential impacts upon 
equipment or manufacturing or research activities that may take place in the 
buildings surrounding the proposed inverter station or adjacent to the cables 
serving the station. 

 
4. Impacts upon Air Quality:  There are several businesses and many area employees 

and residents proximate to the proposed inverter station and the cable land fall that 
may be impacted by air quality issues.  The city of Yonkers requests that the 
following issues be investigated and discussed in the DEIS: 

 
4.1. Investigate and discuss area businesses that would be negatively impacted by 

construction period air quality impacts.  Discuss mitigation that can be instituted 
to eliminate any air quality impacts. 
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4.2. Discuss air quality impacts of operation of the inverter station.  Will there be 

ozone creation from the electrical equipment?  Will there be any public health 
issues to area residents from the operation of the plant?  What mitigation can be 
instituted to deal with air quality issues to area residents? 

 
4.3. Yonkers has had several major transformer fires at Con Edison sub-stations.  

Discuss the potential for the same type of issues to occur at this facility.  What 
impacts can be reasonably expected from such an event given the high 
population density in the area?  What mitigation measures will be taken to reduce 
the potential for electrical substation type of fires?   

 
4.4. Southwest Yonkers is an asthma problem area.  Discuss any impact that might 

add to the asthma problem stemming from the proposed inverter station. 
 
5. Visual Impacts:  The proposed inverter site is in the forefront of a potential national 

register eligible site.  Discuss the visual impacts of the proposed new structure and 
how these visual impacts might be mitigated by alternative design or siting.  Prepare 
sections though the site to allow a good understanding of the relative heights of the 
new versus the old buildings.  It is important to also prepare and show in the DEIS 
visual simulations of the proposed new building in its setting from public viewing 
locations.  At a minimum the visual impacts from the Yonkers Train Station Platform 
should be shown.  Typical to DEIS practice in NYS would be to also produce visual 
simulations of the impacts of the new visual element upon users of local resources 
including area parks, the Hudson River, the Palisade Interstate Park overlooks and 
from areas such a the Phillips Manor Hall, the Bell Place National Register Historic 
District, the Old Croton Aqueduct State Park, the locally landmarked Phillips Manor 
Hall historic district and notable viewing areas of the downtown such as Leslie 
Sutherland Park overlook in the Park Hill neighborhood.  It is important that visual 
impact simulations be produced even from those sites, such as the Philips Manor Hall 
site, that may be screened from the inverter site.  Proving the null impact to these 
important sites is a crucial part of the environmental review.  
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6. Socio-economic impacts:  the downtown area of Yonkers is making a positive 

transition after significant effort on the part of the city government, community and 
business groups and the various property owners in the downtown area.  There is 
concern that the proposed inverter station may have negative impacts upon plans for 
the area and for the move towards a mixed use, commercial- residential downtown.  
The following issues should be investigated and discussed in the DEIS: 

 
6.1. Discuss the property tax implications of the proposed inverter station and any 

other real property installations that are a part of the proposed action. 
 
6.2. Examine and analyze the impacts of the proposed inverter station and cable land 

fall upon other properties in their vicinity.  Will the inverter station have a 
positive or negative net property tax impact upon the city of Yonkers? 

 
6.3. Examine and analyze the occupancy impacts of the inverter station upon nearby 

properties.  Will the inverter station cause a change in the quality of occupancy in 
the commercial buildings to the east of the proposed site?  Will the inverter 
station have any impacts upon the residential community to the north of the 
IPark/Otis site? 

 
6.4. Examine the impacts upon the planned changes to the downtown area around the 

site of the proposed inverter station adopted planning documents.  What socio-
economic changes are likely with and without the inverter station? 

 
6.5. Can planned building programs be carried out with the inverter station in place?  

If the planned Metro Center program cannot be built with the inverter station in 
place detail the socio-economic differences between the Metro Center project 
and the inverter station project. 

 
6.6.  Detail the tax impacts of the inverter station versus other planned uses of the 

site.  Discuss employment at the site, income tax implications of employment at 
the site, sales tax spin-off impacts of employment at the site and the impacts 
upon the surrounding downtown with the inverter, with other planned uses and 
without the inverter. 
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7. Environmental Justice:  The city of Yonkers location within the regions geography 

has resulted is a large amount of region serving utility and transportation land uses 
that may have disproportionate impacts upon area residents.  Yonkers hosts two 
major Con Edison substation facilities as well as other Con Ed transmission lines.  
The New York City water supply reservoir and aqueducts cross the city of Yonkers 
causing a level of development impacts.  Transportation corridors such as the New 
York State Thruway and the several parkways use a larger amount of land in Yonkers 
than in other communities that these roads transit.  While there are undoubtedly 
positive impacts from each of the above cited examples they nonetheless raise the 
question of whether or not the city of Yonkers and its residents are shouldering more 
than their fair share of the regions burden of these uses.  Additionally, the city of 
Yonkers has a higher share of the county’s low income and minority populations than 
would be proportionate to its share of the county’s overall population.  The area 
around the proposed inverter station is overwhelmingly low income and minority.  
The following issues should be discussed and examined in the DEIS: 

 
7.1. Analyze and discuss in the DEIS the impacted population in the vicinity of the 

proposed inverter station that may be subject to environmental justice issues. 
 

8. Miscellaneous issues. 
 

8.1. Utility issues.  The area surrounding the proposed inverter station is the oldest 
developed portion of the city.  The city’s experience with other development 
projects has shown that there are significant problems to be dealt with due to 
underground utilities that may not show on available plans. It is likely that work 
required underground will take longer than otherwise anticipated and may cause 
larger impacts to traffic than in other cases.  The DEIS should take this fact into 
account in all relevant sections.  

8.2. Made land.  The area surrounding the proposed inverter station, particularly the 
Alexander Street area, is made land that did not exist 100 years ago.  Projects 
built in the immediate vicinity have had to drive piles to approximate depths of 
100 feet.  The impact of pile driving on other land uses and historic buildings has 
been noted in earlier comments.  The cable land fall may have to be supported on 
piles and the impacts of that activity should be investigated in the DEIS. 

8.3. City of Yonkers infrastructure.  Will the inverter station require service from city 
of Yonkers infrastructure including water, storm or sanitary sewer?  What 
volume of water will be required at the inverter station?  Will potable water be 
used for any reason other than human consumption and sanitary needs?  Where 
will connections for city infrastructure be made?  Does sufficient capacity exist 
for the needs of the inverter station or will new connections be required to be 
made? 
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Appendix F 
 
Appendix F presents detailed maps of the entire proposed project route.  The source of the base maps, 
prepared by the Applicant, is either National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration bathymetric 
charts or New York State Department of Transportation 1:24,000-scale planimetric quadrangle 
maps.  Table F-1 lists each of the maps presented in this appendix.  The maps are presented 
geographically from north to south and contain local parks, state parks, historic sites, scenic areas, 
and untouched wilderness found along the proposed project route. 
 

Table F-1. Map Guide 

Map 
Number 

Mile Posts Geographic Area Key Geographic Feature 

1 0-8 Upper Lake Champlain Segment  Rouses Point, NY 

2 9-17 Upper Lake Champlain Segment  Isle La Motte 

3 18-25 Upper Lake Champlain Segment  Point Au Roche, NY 

4 26-33 Upper Lake Champlain Segment  Plattsburgh Air Force Base 

5 34-43 Upper Lake Champlain Segment Port Kent, NY 

6 44-51 Middle Lake Champlain Segment Willsboro Point, NY 

7 52-61 Middle Lake Champlain Segment Essex Village, NY 

8 62-70 Middle Lake Champlain Segment Camp Dudley, NY 

9 71-78 Middle Lake Champlain Segment Port Henry, NY 

10 79-87 Lower Lake Champlain Segment Crown Point, NY 

11 88-96 Lower Lake Champlain Segment Ticonderoga, NY 

12 97-105 Lower Lake Champlain Segment Putnam Station, NY 

13 106-114 Lower Lake Champlain Segment Whitehall, NY 

14 115-124 Upper Railroad ROW Segment Fort Ann, NY 

15 125-132 Upper Railroad ROW Segment Baldwin Corner, NY 

16 133-142 Upper Railroad ROW Segment Hudson Falls, NY 

17 143-154 Upper Railroad ROW Segment Saratoga Springs, NY 

18 155-162 Lower Railroad ROW Segment Ballston Spa, NY 



 

 

19 163-171 Lower Railroad ROW Segment Ballston Lake 

20 172-182 Lower Railroad ROW Segment Schenectady, NY 

21 183-191 Lower Railroad ROW Segment Albany, NY 

22 190-200 Lower Railroad ROW Segment Bethlehem, NY 

23 200-208 Upper Hudson River Segment Schodack Island 

24 209-216 Upper Hudson River Segment Stuyvesant, NY 

25 217-226 Upper Hudson River Segment Hudson, NY 

26 227-235 Upper Hudson River Segment Germantown, NY 

27 236-243 Upper Hudson River Segment Ulster Landing, NY 

28 244-251 Middle Hudson River Segment Kingston, NY 

29 252-259 Middle Hudson River Segment Hyde Park, NY 

30 260-267 Middle Hudson River Segment Poughkeepsie, NY 

31 268-276 Middle Hudson River Segment Wappingers Falls, NY 

32 277-285 Middle Hudson River Segment Newburgh, NY 

33 286-294 Lower Hudson River Segment Peekskill, NY 

34 295-303 Lower Hudson River Segment Haverstraw, NY 

35 304-311 Lower Hudson River Segment Scarborough, NY 

36 312-319 Lower Hudson River Segment Hastings-on-Hudson, NY 

37 320-329 New York City Metropolitan Area 
Segment 

New York, NY 

38 327-333 New York City Metropolitan Area 
Segment 

New York, NY 
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DATA SOURCES:
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NOTES:
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2. Width of Cable Route lines are not drawn to scale.
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Jackson Avenue Subway Station (IRT)

Westchester Square Station (Dual System IRT)

Hotel Theresa

72nd Street Subway Station (IRT)

59th Street  -- Columbus Circle Subway Station (IRT) Main Street Subway Station (Dual System IRT)

Prospect Avenue Subway Station (IRT)

Look Building

86th Street Subway Station (Dual System IRT)

Public School 109

Long Island City Courthouse Complex

Low Memorial Library, Columbia University

Scribner's, Charles Sons, Building

Dorilton

Simpson Street Subway Station and Substation #18 (IRT)

General Electric Building

East 54th-55th Streets Historic District

St. Thomas Church and Parish House

Guggenheim, Solomon R., Museum

Town Hall

Holy Trinity Church, St. Christopher House and Parsonage

Students' Hall (Barnard College)

Central Synagogue

Level Club

Red House

69th Street Transfer Bridge

French, Fred F., Building

Plaza Hotel

Lighthouse

Milbank, BRinckerhoff, and Fiske Halls (Barnard College)

Casa Italina

Sunnyslope

Lamb's Club

Church of St. Mary the Virgin Complex

Hotel Gerard

City Hospital

Bailey House

Octagon, The
Carnegie Hall

79th Street Subway Station (IRT)

Coty Building

Substation 42

Actors Temple

St. Walburga's Academy

St. Andrew's Episcopal Church

Racquet and Tennis Club Building

Bohemian Hall and Park

Webster Hotel

Ansonia Hotel

Mecca Temple

Biltmore Theater

Carnegie, Andrew, Mansion

Apollo Theater

Mount Sinai Dispensary

Lescaze House

45th Road - Court House Square Station (Dual System IRT)

University Club

Public School 9

Grand Central Terminal (Boundary Increase: Park Avenue Viaduct)
Chanin Building

Steinway House

116th Street -- Columbia University Subway Station (IRT)

Duke Residence

Blackwell House

Flushing Armory

Public School 35

Sofia Warehouse

Brooks and Hewitt Halls (Barnard College)

Central IND Substation

Grand Concourse

Burden, James A., Jr. House and Kahn, Otto H., House

New York Presbyterian Church

East 66th St., 131-135, East 67th St., 130-134, Apt. Bldgs at

Smallpox Hospital

Substation 7

Claremont Stables

Studio Apartments

Mount Morris Bank

Flushing Town Hall

Dakota Apartments

Marine Air Terminal

Harlem Courthouse

Hertlein and Schlatter Silk Trimmings Factory
International House

Minton's Playhouse

Belnord Apartments

First Hungarian Reformed Church
RKO Keith's Theater

Apthorp Apartments

Weeping Beech Tree

St. Philip's Protestant Episcopal Church

Bowne, John, House

Sullivan, Ed, Theater

Park Avenue Houses

New York Yacht Club

Osborne Apartments

Harlem River Houses

Radio City Music Hall

Flushing High School

Robeson, Paul, Home

Central Savings Bank

Mt. Neboh Synagogue

Kingsland Homestead

Mills, Florence, House

Morris-Jumel Mansion

Schinasi House

Poppenhusen Institute

Park Plaza Apartments

Rice, Isaac L., Mansion

Saint Michael's Church

210 East 68th Street, Building at

Pomander Walk District

Rogers, John S., House

369th Regiment Armory

Municipal Asphalt Plant

Morris, Lewis G., House

Harlem Fire Watchtower

East 78th Street Houses

110th Street--Cathedral Parkway Subway Station (IRT)

Delta Psi, Alpha Chapter

Alwyn Court Apartments

Harlem Savings Bank

Moore, William H., House

Armstrong, Louis, House

Cook, Will Marion, House

Hughes, Langston, House

Beacon Theater and Hotel

New York Cancer Hospital

Old Quaker Meetinghouse

Bronx County Courthouse

Jeffrey's Hook Lighthouse

McKay, Claude, Residence

Tudor City Historic District

US Post Office--Morrisania

Warburg, Felix M., Mansion

Substation 219

American Fine Arts Society

Sheffield Farms Stable

Verdi, Giuseppe, Monument

48th Police Precinct Station

Bronx Borough Courthouse

St. Nicholas Historic District

Union Theological Seminary

Henson, Matthew, Residence

Sutton Place Historic District

Croton Aqueduct Gate House

Century Association Building

Loew, William Goadby, House

Chapel of the Good Shepherd

Dahlgren, Lucy Drexel, House

Strecker Memorial Laboratory

Harvard Club of New York City

Lent Homestead and Cemetery

Smith, Abigail Adams, Museum

Zion-St. Mark's Evangelical Lutheran Church

Johnson, James Weldon, House

East 73rd Street Historic District

US Post Office--Long Island City

West 76th Street Historic District

General Grant National Memorial

St. Cecilia's Church and Convent

Henderson Place Historic District

Audubon Terrace Historic District

Chatsworth Apartments and Anex

Hatch, Barbara Rutherford, House

Fifth Avenue, Houses at 1026-1028

Houses at 208-218 East 78th Street

Church of Notre Dame and Rectory

Apartment at 1261 Madison Avenue

Turtle Bay Gardens Historic District

Houses at 146--156 East 89th Street

Hamilton Grange National Memorial

Ivey Delph Apartments

Residences at 5-15 West 54th Street

Vanderbilt, Mrs. Graham Fair, House

St. Vincent Ferrer Church and Priory

Baker, George F., Jr. and Sr., Houses

New York Amsterdam News Building

American Museum of Natural History

Rowhouses at 322-344 East 69th Street

Firemen's Hall

Bronx Central Annex-U.S. Post Office

St. Jean Baptiste Church and Rectory

West 73rd-74th Street Historic District

Association Residence Nursing Home

Casa Amadeo

Houses at 311 and 313 East 58th Street

Houses at 120 and 122 East 92nd Street

US Post Office--Jackson Heights Station

New York Public Library, Yorkville Branch

Park East Synagogue, Congregation Zichron Ephraim

Founder's Hall, The Rockefeller University

Ellington, Edward Kennedy "Duke", House

Saint Ignatius of Antioch Episcopal Church
Riverside-West 105th Street Historic District

New York Public Library, 115th Street Branch

Our Lady of Lourdes Roman Catholic Church

Sidewalk Clock at 783 5th Avenue, Manhattan
Sidewalk Clock at 522 5th Avenue, Manhattan

Association of the Bar of the City of New York

Sidewalk Clock at 1501 3rd Avenue, Manhattan

Rieger's, C., Sons, Factory

Duffy, Father Francis P., Statue and Duffy Square

Schomburg Center for Research in Black Culture

Pupin Physics Laboratories, Columbia University

New York Public Library, Hamilton Grange Branch

Madison Avenue Facade of the Squadron A Armory

City & Suburban Homes Company's York Avenue Estate

Houses at 647, 651-53 Fifth Avenue and 4 East 52nd Street

New York Architectural Terra Cotta Company Office Building

New York, Westchester and Boston Railroad Administration Building

352 and 353 Riverside Drive, Townhouses at

City and Suburban Homes Company's First Avenue Estate Historic District

Old Broadway Synagogue
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Table G-1.  Chronological Listing of Scoping Commenters and Summarized Comments 

Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

Email from Jean 
Public, Private 
Citizen, June 19, 2010 

Proposed Action There are not sufficient environmental impact studies done to let this project go forward.  The project 
should be shut down now. 

Public Health & 
Safety 

The area considered here is already filled with horrible amounts of PCBs from General Electric causing 
cancer to be rampant in this area. 

Email submitted to 
CHPExpressEIS.org  
Angela Pernice, 
Alliance for 
Independent Long 
Island, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, July 8, 
2010 

Alternatives There are many other options available that do not require this tremendous expenditure.  I would like a 
cost analysis. 

Oral Comments, New 
York City, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Alain Olivier, 
Government of 
Quebec, July 9, 2010 

Affected Environment As it relates to Quebec Power, it’s important to point out that power projects in Canada and in Québec go 
through both a provincial and Federal environmental process.  Hydro-Québec observes all FERC rules 
and regulations and provides free and open access to its transmission lines for its users at market rates. 

Cultural Resources In 2002, the government of Québec entered into agreement with the Cree Nation which provided benefits 
to the Crees of 2 billion dollars over a 50-year period that would lead to the joint development of hydro 
projects with the full partnership with the Cree Nation.  Consultations with other native groups such as 
the Innus are underway.   

Air Quality From an environmental perspective, hydropower produces 35 times less GHG emissions than gas-fired 
power plants, and 70 times less GHG emissions that coal-fired power plants. 

Proposed Action I think we all have an interest in that the power portfolio be as diverse as possible, that local power 
producers in New York State and other states in the U.S. have the opportunity to benefit from the RPS 
program, and that hydro should be seen as one among many sources of energy that are out there for U.S. 
consumers to benefit from. 

Proposed Action In the context where New York State pays among the highest rates in the country for its power, I think a 
lot of people with good will are looking at alternatives, whether it's solar, wind, hydro, or others that can 
provide energy at cheaper rates for consumers.  And I think that hydro should be considered among 
others available for that purpose. 
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Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

Oral Comments, New 
York City, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Alain Olivier, 
Government of 
Quebec, July 9, 2010 
(continued) 

Environmental Justice (In context of Native American rights on hydro projects in Quebec) …hydro projects in the current day 
are done not against Native peoples, but in partnership with them, creating economic development 
opportunities for both parties.   

Oral Comments, New 
York City, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Rose Van Guilder, 
Alliance for 
Independent Long 
Island; Long Island 
Rockaway Ratepayers 
Alliances, July 9, 
2010 

Alternatives The EIS should explain why other avenues of obtaining electricity, rather than going to Canada, aren’t 
being considered including options that are a lot less expensive.  A concern is that we do not need to pay 
this amount of cost to get this electricity.  The 350-MW Caithness plant is referenced.  The cost [for 1 
GW] does not warrant this kind of expenditure.  We do not need this cable and it's absolutely 
unnecessary. 

Proposed Action There is a concern regarding whether this could potentially be another Federal takeover.  We have had 
the Federal government take over the banking industry, the car industry, and the college business. 

Oral Comments, New 
York City, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Frank Eadie, private 
citizen, July 9, 2010 

Proposed Action The scope should include an analysis of whether or not the projects that are going to provide the power 
are in fact green projects.  If the justification for building this project is that it's green power delivered 
cheaply, then it needs to be green power and not polluting. 

Alternatives The EIS should include justification of this project.  In the past 22 years, New York City ran out of 
power when the grid went down in Ohio, which is not an issue relating to the amount of electricity, but a 
grid problem.  There's never been a problem with the amount of power being delivered to New York 
City. 

 Proposed Action If there is 1,000 to 1,500 miles of transmission cables producing nothing but heat, that means a 30 to 40 
percent loss.  That's loss for producing heat that warms the atmosphere and does nothing else, so that 
needs to be looked at in terms of costs.   
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Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

Oral Comments, New 
York City, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, Joel 
R. Kupferman, NY 
Environmental Law 
and Justice 
Organization, July 9, 
2010 

Public Health & 
Safety 

There is a concern with any type of environmental project by a private company that would have 
problems getting information.  The EIS needs to have requirements imposed, whereby the public has a 
real source of information from project inception.  If anything happens, it should be ensured that the 
public has access to those records, on a Web site, or something along those lines. 

Public Health & 
Safety 

The EIS needs to include how much is being allocated in resources in this whole budget to the health and 
safety and also to contingency planning and safety response plans in case they're required. 

Public Health & 
Safety 

The EIS needs to address that the health and safety of the construction workers is protected.  It should be 
ensured that the full environmental impact studies conducted include health evaluations of these workers 
before they're hired. 

Oral Comments, New 
York City, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Demosthenes Matsis, 
private citizen, July 9, 
2010 

Alternatives We are on the verge of progress in this area where we have appliances that rely on electric power.  And 
there are even now wind turbines available in a small size that can be used in individual homes.  That 
might not apply to the congested areas of New York and Manhattan, but there are some people that 
might have the space for these systems.  These will displace the need for this particular project. 

Affected Environment It has to be considered that the Blackstone Group might also be putting the Hudson River at risk while 
doing so. 

Proposed Action Are the Blackstone Group and TDI capable financially of curing any environmental problem they might 
cause?  If not, they should have an insurance bond for that. 

Alternatives Why is another transmission line down the Hudson River being proposed when we have at least two 
already.  One comes from the Buffalo area along the Erie Canal down the Hudson River.  And the other, 
I guess, is the one that comes from the Canadian border down the Hudson River.  Why can't Quebec 
Hydro just sell its power to the existing lines?  Is there some technological problem that prevents this?  I 
think the environmental impact statement should address that. 

Oral Comments, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Susan Leifer, 
private citizen, July 
12, 2010 

Proposed Action I know one of the possibilities of an EIS is a no-build possibility, and I've just been reading that oil and 
gas get 36 billion in subsidies and incentives and perks.  When is our stimulus money going to end up in 
New York State for the benefit of New York State.  This is a proposal to export our energy from a dam 
that has not been built yet, a thousand miles away, that does not meet sustainable criteria because it 
floods, that's a detriment to its community, in terms of environmental justice. 

Alternatives I would like us to spend the money in New York State with a sustainable wind solar retrofit conservation 
smart grid.  And this would give us many thousands of jobs instead of the 200 or so that are projected 
from this.  When is our tax money going to benefit us?  The oil and gas companies get our tax money.  
The banks get our tax money.  This is stimulus money that's supposed to go to benefit New York State.  
And so my proposal is a no-build. We can use solar and wind locally.  It does not have to go a thousand 
miles up to Canada and come back to us. 
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Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

Oral Comments, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Richard S. 
Tarantelli, private 
citizen, July 12, 2010 

Proposed Action My main concern is bringing another energy company through the City of Yonkers.  We're living a 
nightmare with Con Edison.  I live up on Kingston Avenue, and for the past 11 years they've been 
digging, making noise. We've had two explosions recently; it's been a total disaster for the community.  
And that is my concern of the safety factor of this project. 

Alternatives When it gets to its final destination in the Hudson, at Yonkers, where does it go from there, how does it 
go from there?  I hope it doesn't go to any other Con Edison power station around my neighborhood, 
because we're really frustrated with the power authority for the past 11 years.  That's my concern. 

Proposed Action I hope you choose to put this in another place other than Yonkers.  It's unfair for the people here who are 
paying fairly high taxes.  We're paying more money and getting less.  I would appreciate, if you could 
think of putting this project in another location other than Yonkers. 

Oral Comments, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Clifford 
Schneider, Beczak 
Environmental 
Education, July 12, 
2010 

Alternatives We have a 2.2-acre park right at the point where this is projected to enter into Yonkers.  And there's been 
a lot of planning with the Alexander Street development and it doesn't seem like this fits into anybody's 
plan, anybody's zoning, or anybody's discussions about the future of what's supposed to be happening 
down there.  Given the limitations, I would like to know exactly where this is planned to come into 
Yonkers? 

Recreation I'm also concerned [that] there's a lot of recreational activity that takes place in this exact spot.  And it's 
not the kind of thing that’s going to show up in any studies or any evaluations or anything, but it's one of 
the oldest paddle rowing clubs in the country, and it's exactly at this location where it's projected to enter. 

Socioeconomics, 
Recreation 

What's this going to do for the commercial trade on the Hudson River?  Does this disrupt barge traffic 
and commercial shipping that is going up and down the Hudson River?  What's it do to recreational 
people while it's being done?  And if it's all approved, how long does it take?  It's really important to say 
that there are a lot of little people that depend on the Hudson River, and I hope they'll look at them, 
because you're not going to have many people that are speaking for them. 

Oral Comments, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Frank Stilo, 
elected official, July 
12, 2010 

Proposed Action As you know, we have had Con Edison in our city.  It's disrupted our city streets.  It's disrupted our 
traffic.  It's done nothing but destruction in our city to get power to New York City with no benefit to this 
city.  I see no reason why we should add another energy corporation to do the same. 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
William Ovenstone, 
Private Citizen, July 
13, 2010 

Land Use There are legal questions involved in a right-of-way for people who own property on the river and 
boatyards. 

Geology and Soils The entire length of the Hudson River is an ancient earthquake fault, so let’s work with the transmission 
lines that we have and leave the Hudson River alone. 
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Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Jurgen Wekerle, 
Private Citizen, July 
13, 2010 

Proposed Action This presentation (the proposed project) is a classic example of segmentation, and that is something that 
the whole NEPA and the Article 7 process should acknowledge and should be a little bit more careful in 
terms of the source of the electricity and the end-users of that electricity.  The project takes no 
responsibility for the supply, reliability, for the need, or for the end-use of that electricity. 

Cumulative Impacts It is the cumulative environmental, social, economic, and public cost impacts that will both drive this 
project and will be driven by this project that must be examined by the EIS, not just the construction 
aspects in isolation of the total picture. 

Proposed Action The EIS must establish whether a need actually exists for the new sources of supply to the New York 
City/North Jersey metro region. 

Proposed Action (In the context of NEPA and Article 7) If there is no need (power), the no action option should prevail. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the results of efficiency. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate recent additions to the supply, such as the cable under Long Island Sound from 
Connecticut to Suffolk and Nassau counties, and the cable across New York Harbor from New Jersey to 
Long Island. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the current project in advance planning on the books here in New York.   

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the applicant’s own New England Project, the Maine Express. 

Proposed Action The ability of sharing that electricity (Quebec-generated electricity w/ Maine Express Project) with the 
New York State ISO must be evaluated and detailed in the EIS. 

Proposed Action The EIS must examine the full range of demand-side initiatives from improved building codes and code 
enforcement to smart meters, which include the simple, really dated time-of-day meters to the fully 
digitized systems that are planned. 

Alternatives The EIS must evaluate alternate supply from renewable sources such as programs funded by NYSERDA. 

Proposed Action The issues of cogeneration, which are coming online, are getting special subsidies that’s from heat, will 
produce electricity for many generators, also had to be looked at (in the EIS). 

Proposed Action (In context of the multiple proposed routes) The EIS must describe the role of eminent domain in 
acquiring the properties for these routes.   

Proposed Action The EIS must detail the sources of electricity and evaluate if they (the electricity sources) are a net 
renewable eco-friendly source. 

Proposed Action A cost-benefit analysis must also be included in the EIS. 

Hazardous Waste The EIS must document those deposits (buried pollutants) and also evaluate the consequences of 
riverbed channeling, especially in the active, dynamic tidal river as is the Hudson. 
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Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Randolph Horner, 
Solar Evolution, LLC, 
July 13, 2010 

Alternatives Although this has been represented to be a renewable energy-related project, actually, merchant 
transmission projects are indifferent to the source of electricity. 

Proposed Action Because the resources do not now exist (the hydro facilities in Canada), there is no assurance whatsoever 
that, whatever the source of the investment, once this merchant transmission facility is constructed, it 
will be able to transmit the dirtiest of power as well as the cleanest of power. 

Proposed Action Why will this arguably unneeded facility be constructed with what is tantamount to American taxpayer 
subsidy in the form of loan guarantees when it is itself uneconomic? 

Proposed Action Scoping document must rigorously take not only a hard look, but dig very, very deeply into the way in 
which this proposed project would undercut and undermine the infant renewable energy industry in the 
State of New York, which we intent to grow into a major force. 

Affected Environment I believe that this EIS must rigorously investigate all the things that have been cited here and at other 
hearings. 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Geddy Sveikauskas, 
Ulster Publishing 
Company, July 13, 
2010 

Proposed Action I think the question of demand studies is central core to what we’re talking about here. 

Cumulative Effects Scoping document has to contain some kind of analysis bringing in all those factors: the economic, the 
demographic, the nature of New York City, what’s likely to happen in new energy, our desires, the State 
energy plan, and other things. 

Affected Environment I would like to see part of what the Energy Department is going to do, a real search of literature of the 
projects all over the world that use direct current, and studies about the environmental consequences. 

Alternatives Part of the indirect cost of this project would be to include all possibilities (related to disturbances of 
cables). 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
June Sanderson, 
Private Citizen, July 
13, 2010 

Affected Environment We do care about input, we do care about the environment, and there are hints from the speakers of 
unintended consequences. 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
George Sanderson, 
Private Citizen, July 
13, 2010 

Affected Environment What’s the end gain/loss of power in the transmission line so that you can compute what the local 
temperature rise might be, and also the same number including the two up and down converter stations at 
each end so we note the efficiency. 
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Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

July 13, 2010, Oral 
Comments, Kingston, 
NY, Public Scoping 
Meeting, Sondra 
Tillou, Private Citizen, 
July 13, 2010 

Proposed Action If, as it’s been said, we don’t need this project or we don’t need it from Canada, or why can’t we get it 
from our own rooftops, I’m all for anything. 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Kenneth Vogel, 
Private Citizen, July 
13, 2010 

Affected Environment Many concerns about the environment; it’s still a product utility. 

Proposed Action It seems more of an issue of crossing borders: For example, U.S. and Canada, New York and New 
Jersey, New York and Connecticut.  That might be one of the reasons why you got this one line instead 
of the offshoot. 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Michael McCabe, 
Private Citizen, July 
13, 2010 

Proposed Action Is there a taxation base along the railroad rights-of-way? 

Affected Environment I’m just wondering anywhere where it (the cable) affects the towns, outside of the initial cost of building 
it. Is there any maintenance or any services that the localities have to take care of? Do they do it on their 
own or is that being funded by the company that puts the line in? 

Oral Comments, 
Kingston, NY Public 
Scoping Meeting 
Bonacic, John, New 
York State Senate, 
State Government, 
July 13, 2010 

Proposed Action How did you decide the capacity for this line to enhance 1 million residents in Manhattan, and what 
percentage of the city’s needs would this cable line take care of? 

Proposed Action (Regarding hydro and wind coming out of Canada) Will there be an endless supply of this transporting of 
energy to feed the City? 

Oral Comments, 
Albany, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Ronald Miller, Elected 
Official (Village of 
Menands), July 14, 
2010 

Proposed Action (In context as part of a benefit analysis in the Article 7 and EIS)  If the developer of the project is 
approved and it’s going to build it (the project), it would be either paying leasing rights to OGS or on 
land there is property tax.  The utilities pay property tax and the State Office of Real Property Services 
does the valuation of what the property taxes should be. 

Recreation (In context of what the EIS should address)  It’s important that if this line is constructed, that there is a 
minimization of any adverse effects on recreation, boating, and other things. 

Proposed Action The issue of benefits to local governments of any property tax revenue should be identified…if not 
measured quantitatively (in EIS). 
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Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

Oral Comments, 
Albany, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Ronald Miller, Elected 
Official (Village of 
Menands), July 14, 
2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action (In context of what should be addressed in the EIS)  The whole issue of the state, the benefit to the state, 
of OGS getting revenue from leasing rights, is a legitimate issue.   

Oral Comments, 
Albany, NY, Public 
Scoping Meeting, 
Tom Ellis, Citizen’s 
Environmental 
Coalition, July 14, 
2010 

Affected Environment The project, if approved, would have a devastating impact on the environment in Canada and the 
Canadian First Nations.   

Affected Environment Call upon the Federal Department of Energy to, as part of the environmental review carefully examine 
the health and environmental impacts of existing and proposed large-scale hydroelectric development in 
Quebec and Labrador. 

Affected Environment (In context of  building new hydro projects in Canada to provide electricity for the cable)  The question 
before us tonight is whether additional rivers and watersheds in Quebec, and maybe Labrador, should be 
literally destroyed so people living in the northeastern part of the United States can continue to increase 
their already high electricity use. 

Oral Comments, 
Glens Falls, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Julia Stokes, 
Saratoga PLAN, July 
15, 2010 

Recreation (In context of recreation use to be addressed in the EIS)  Since you’re going to be using the railroad 
right-of-way all the way through Saratoga County…where there are areas where the railroad right-of-
way is wide enough that they bring the power corridor all the way to the edge, we’d like the opportunity 
for trail corridors along that with appropriate fencing. 

Cultural Resources (In context of archaeology issues to be addressed in the EIS)  When you’re coming out of the Champlain 
and you’re crossing Saratoga County, that is where a major portion of the Revolutionary War was 
fought, and we want to make sure that any archaeological resources are protected.   

Oral Comments, 
Glens Falls, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Gordon 
Boyd, Energy Next, 
Inc., July 15, 2010 

Alternatives (In context of project alternatives)  There is congestion here on the pathway of that project in between 
Quebec and New York City and we would like to recommend that the project consider dropping off 
some of that power on its way through the Capital Region. 

Proposed Action (In context of environmental benefits)  A number of customers in the Capital Region desire to purchase 
renewable energy, but because the price of power here is such a premium compared with areas of the 
state to the west and the north where a number of renewable projects are being developed and are 
looking for customers, the power from those renewable energy projects is unaffordable by the time it 
gets to the Capital Region, because of the overall cost of congestion. 
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Oral Comments, 
Glens Falls, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Gordon 
Boyd, Energy Next, 
Inc., July 15, 2010 
(continued) 

Proposed Action (In context of environmental benefits)  The second environmental benefit that would accrue from 
relieving congestion here would be to relieve the pressure on existing fossil generation both within the 
region and that generation we do import. 

Alternatives (In context of project alternatives)  The developers might want to consider laying a second pair of cables 
that would terminate somewhere here in the region and handle it that way.   

Oral Comments, 
Glens Falls, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Skip 
Stranahan, Private 
Citizen, July 15, 2010 

Socioeconomics Is there public funding in this 3.8 billion you intend to spend or whose money are you spending? 

Socioeconomics (In context of socioeconomic effects)  What kind of impact would us using all Canadian power off this 
line have on the people here as far as employment and us being self-sufficient with energy in America? 

Oral Comments, 
Plattsburgh, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, James Tyler 
Frakes, Adirondack 
Council, July 16, 
2010, 

Biological Resources Main concern is aquatic wildlife and what impacts are going to be on it. 

Biological Resources Our concern is with benthic organisms.   

Water Resources/ 
Biological Resources 

We’re worried about substrate, how long that’s going to be in the water column, what effects that it’s 
going to have on those (benthic) organisms. 

Biological Resources (In context of environmental effects to benthic organisms)  The concrete blankets that the company is 
going to be placing over the cables and in the portions where they cannot be buried, what effects is that 
going to have on the environment afterwards?  Is that going to be receptive for species to come back? 

Alternatives (In context of project alternatives)  Why is the company choosing to put it (cable) in a body of water that 
portions are 400 feet deep when there is a railroad running all the way down to New York City?  There is 
a highway running all the way down to New York City.  Why can’t the right-of-way be used? 

Oral Comments, 
Plattsburgh, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, David 
Manwell, Private 
Citizen, July 16, 2010 

Socioeconomics (In context of financial benefits of project)  If they (developer) can ship out their power on something 
like this (cable), then that will benefit the North Country.  Granted, if it helps Yonkers or someplace get 
cheaper power, that’s fine.  They’re paying us for it. 
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Oral Comments, 
Plattsburgh, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Peter D’Elia, 
Private Citizen, July 
16, 2010 

 No questions asked.  Stated all questions answered in the informal session. 

Oral Comments, 
Plattsburgh, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Lori Fisher, 
Lake Champlain 
Committee, July 16, 
2010 

Recreation/Water 
Resources/Cultural 
Resources 

(In context of what should be addressed in the EIS)  Concerned about any recreational impacts, the 
mapping route for cultural resources, recreational impacts, and water quality impacts and share the 
concern about benefit to communities and the resuspension. 

Alternatives (In context of project alternatives)  Is this the best route for this to take and the one where particularly the 
environmental impacts would be best mitigated? 

Water Resources/ 
Biological Resources 

(In context of what should be addressed in the EIS)  Have concerns about the electromagnetic fields. 

Biological Resources (In context of what should be addressed in the EIS)  And the heat issue, in terms of the impacts on 
aquatic species. 

Oral Comments, 
Plattsburgh, NY, 
Public Scoping 
Meeting, Jack Hills, 
Private Citizen, July 
16, 2010 

Socioeconomics (In context of benefits)  What does it (project) do for communities along the way? 

Socioeconomics (In context of benefits)  Is this going to benefit the North Country so that we can have power upgrades, 
benefit the home, the average individual, so that they can be up-to-date in technology, or is it just a path 
to New York City directly? 

Socioeconomics (In context of benefits)  Will it benefit our nation’s goal of integrating East Coast power into a unified 
way that helps the rest of us in the country? 

Email from Steve 
Davis, Private Citizen, 
July 21, 2010 

Public Health & 
Safety 

The USEPA had to stop the PCB dredging, after saying their initial studies and research indicated there 
would be no problems with PCB resuspension in the water.  Now some greedy power company wants to 
stir up the PCB's and cause other problems to feed NYC. 

Proposed Action Is that part of NYS Energy Plan?  It might be a smart idea to use less energy and avoid all the other 
problems. 

Public Health & 
Safety 

As if PCBs in the Hudson River wasn't a problem, don't try swimming or boating in it for other reasons; 
the electric field currents will kill you, aided by the conductivity of the medium (water) and, like BP in 
the Gulf, there will be no leakage. Leakage off overhead transmission lines is common.  I can hear the 
lifeguard at Moreau State Park blowing the whistle to "get out of the water" due to the approaching 
thunderstorm. 
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Letter from Grace 
Musumeci, Chief 
Environmental 
Review Section, 
Environmental 
Protection Agency, 
Federal Agency, July 
28, 2010 

Proposed Action The purpose of and need for statement should establish the evidence that the need for electricity exists 
in the area, or will exist if projected population and planned land use growth are realized. 

Proposed Action An evaluation of alternatives to the proposed action, including reasonable alternatives not within the 
jurisdiction of the lead agency. 

Proposed Action A discussion of all potential permits, including Section 404 permits from the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers that might be required for this project should be included in the EIS. 

Cumulative Impacts A comprehensive evaluation of cumulative, indirect, and secondary impacts.  The cumulative impacts 
analysis should consider the environmental impacts of the project as a whole, and if any, as one of a 
number of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects and/or actions in the project 
area.  Please refer to the Council on Environmental Quality's January 1997 guidance, Considering 
Cumulative Effects Under the National Environmental Policy Act, which can be found at 
www.whitehouse.gov/ceq/, if you require further guidance on the requirements of this analysis.  The 
evaluation should include, but not be limited to, the impacts from the demolition and replacement of 
the Crown Point Bridge. 

Air Quality EPA recommends that the General Conformity Applicability Analyses be included in the 
environment impact analysis and any environmental performance commitments must be cited in the 
Record of Decision. 

Affected Environment A full discussion of the siting and environmental impacts of the Yonkers converter station, 
including the risks of possible flashovers, should be included in the EIS.  The siting of the converter 
station might require a detailed environmental justice analysis. 

Affected Environment Discuss the expected project life, and how the cable will be repaired if necessary.  With respect to the 
upland placement of the cables, the General Accounting Office briefing on "Issues Associated with 
High-Voltage Direct-Current Transmission Lines along Transportation Rights of Way" dated February 
2008, stated that electromagnetic fields and stray current could interfere with railroad signaling systems 
and highway traffic operations, and accelerate pipeline corrosion.  The briefing also states that workers 
could be more likely to be injured given increased safety risk from close proximity of transmission lines 
to transportation rights of way.  These issues should be discussed in the EIS. 

Biological Resources Describe the area and quality of benthic habitat, including oyster beds, submerged aquatic vegetation, 
that will be disturbed due to the placement of the cables in the sediments of Lake Champlain and the 
Hudson River.  Also, discuss the area and quality of benthic habitat that will be permanently lost due to 
the placement of concrete mats on the cables if it is laid on the surface of the sediment.  All mitigation 
plans should be included in the EIS. 
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Letter from Grace 
Musumeci, Chief 
Environmental 
Review Section, 
Environmental 
Protection Agency, 
Federal Agency, July 
28, 2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action The Champlain Hudson Power Express Cable System Study Report dated January 18, 2010, describes 
laying the cables using water jetting and mechanical plows.  The EIS should clearly describe what 
construction methods will be used, and where they will be used.  The document should also include a 
discussion of sediment testing and the suspension of sediments during cable lying. 

Water Resources EPA Region 2 is involved in the investigation of a tugboat wreck, i.e., the McAllister which sank in Lake 
Champlain in1963, for possible fuel tank leaks.  The wreck is in approximately 160 feet of water off the 
coast of Westport, NY.  The following link should be reviewed to determine if the cable path could 
impact upon this area.  http://www.epaosc.org/site/siteprofile.aspx?site_id=5728 

Cultural Resources The EIS should include the historic and cultural reviews of the Hudson River and Lake Champlain. 

Biological Resources The EIS should discuss whether the proposed project will effect the proliferation of aquatic invasive 
species in Lake Champlain or the Hudson River. 

Air Quality EPA would also like to use this opportunity to encourage you to implement green practices and 
techniques during design and construction.  For example, air emissions during construction will include 
particulate matter (PM2.5 and PM10).  To reduce the potential health and environmental impacts of these 
pollutants in the project area and to improve the conditions for the workers, the installation of diesel 
particulate filters (DPF) on construction equipment should be considered.  DPFs can reduce diesel 
particulate emissions by 90 percent for stationary and nonstationary diesel equipment.  To learn more 
about this technology and its application, you can reference DPFs at 
http://www.epa.gov/oms/retrofit/nonroad-list.htm or contact us directly. 

Letter from Roland 
Vosburgh, Principal 
Planner, Columbia 
County, NY 
Local Government, 
July 28, 2010 

Biological Resources Explain the impacts on fish habitat and spawning periods. 

Recreation/Socioecon
omics 

Evaluate the impacts on recreational and commercial river traffic. 

Affected Environment Evaluate the impacts on existing infrastructure (Rip Van Winkle Bridge piers, pipelines, or cables buried 
beneath or laying on the riverbed). 

Water Resources Evaluate the impacts of disturbance and re-suspension of riverbed sediments and contaminants found in 
riverbed sediments. 

Proposed Action Are there landside staging area requirements for power cable installation? 
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Letter from Roland 
Vosburgh, Principal 
Planner, Columbia 
County, NY 
Local Government, 
July 28, 2010 
(continued) 

Affected Environment Evaluate the impacts (physical and biological) of functioning power cables for human, plant, and animal 
life. 

Affected Environment Evaluate the impacts on other adjacent infrastructure (pipelines or cables, whether crossed or parallel, 
and municipal and industrial outfall points) and, conversely, the impacts of operational infrastructure 
(pipelines, cables, or outfalls) on the power cables. 

Land Use Evaluate the impacts on the Hudson River Federal Navigation Channel which is authorized at 32-foot 
depth and how to avoid damage to the power cables due to periodic maintenance dredging to maintain 
the 32-foot depth. 

Geology and Soils Evaluate the impacts of scheduled maintenance for the power cables, impacts of power cables needing 
repair or catastrophic failure (severance) of the power cables, and impact of seismic activity on power 
cable integrity. 

Recreation Explain proposed signage to alert river users to the presence of the buried power cables to avoid 
disturbance and damage. 

Letter from Peter 
Casper, Assistant 
Counsel, New York 
State Canal 
Corporation, State 
Government, July 29, 
2010 

Water Resources The Department of Energy's (DOE) DEIS for the above-referenced project should identify the TZB 
DEIS as a potential future project and discuss it in the DOE DEIS.  The above-referenced project DEIS 
should consider potential impacts on NYSTA's ongoing maintenance and capital improvements of the 
existing TZB, including but not limited to potential impacts on tug and barge operations at the existing 
bridge.   
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Letter from Peter 
Casper, Assistant 
Counsel, New York 
State Canal 
Corporation, State 
Government, July 29, 
2010 (continued) 

Water Resources/ 
Biological Resources/ 
Recreation 

The Champlain and Erie Canal systems are designated as a National Heritage Corridor.  The DOE's 
DEIS should consider impacts on the operation, maintenance, and use of the Champlain Canal by the 
project, including, but not limited to, the following: 
Underground Utility Depth Requirements  
The NYSCC generally requires that utilities be placed a minimum of 5 feet below the official channel 
bottom and that sufficient protection is provided to the cover of the utility at the 5-foot depth mark (not 
higher).  Where horizontal directional drilling is used, a minimum of 10 feet is required.  The CHPEI 
report prepared pursuant to Article VII ofthe New York State Public Services Law (CHPEI report) states 
that the cables will be placed 3 feet below the current channel bottom.  The requirement to place utilities 
no higher than 5 feet below official channel bottom is to protect the utility conduits from accidental 
damage from vessel anchors and from dredging operations.  The DOE's DEIS should consider potential 
impact of the proposed cable depth of 3 feet on the Champlain Canal, including vessel use of the canal 
and operation and maintenance activity by the NYSCC.  An alternative depth of no less than 5 feet below 
official navigational depths should be discussed and identified as a mitigation measure for the potential 
impacts on vessel operations and maintenance of the channel. 
Rock Crossings  
At locations where rock or a hard surface is located, the CHPEI report calls for the cable to be placed on 
top of the rock, and then covered with a concrete or similar mat.  This would place the cables within the 
official channel.  Any encroachment into the channel is not acceptable and not permitted.  There is one 
location where the channel is in a rock cut for approximately 400 feet, about 3 miles south of Lock C-11.  
Alternatives to effectively crossing rock within the Champlain Canal that do not impact the use and 
maintenance of the channel should be discussed in DOE's DEIS. 
Real Property Rights 
The DOE's DEIS should acknowledge that certain real property rights or a permit must be acquired from 
the NYSCC by the project sponsor to use the Champlain Canal. 
Extent of Project on Canal Corporations Operations 
The impact of the cables to the canal is significant as the Project corridor linearly follows along the 
channel.  If the corridor width is considered to be 25 feet, the proposed corridor is 33 percent of the 
official channel width of 75 feet.  Any impacts of the project, including the cables installation, operation, 
and future maintenance on the NYSCC's operations, maintenance, or engineering of the canal should be 
considered in the DOE's DEIS. 
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Letter from Peter 
Casper, Assistant 
Counsel, New York 
State Canal 
Corporation, State 
Government, July 29, 
2010 (continued) 

Water Resources/ 
Biological Resources/ 
Recreation 

Commercial Navigation 
The CHPEI report states that the project vessels installing the cable could cause delays in commercial 
boating traffic.  It is not acceptable to disrupt commercial traffic; however, it would be appropriate to 
coordinate commercial traffic with the NYSCC.  The DOE's DEIS should discuss construction related 
impacts of the project on the Champlain Canal, including possible mitigation measures such as 
coordinating construction activity with the NYSCC. 
Safety to Employees 
The NYSCC uses spuds on its barges to secure vessels during maintenance and dredging activities.  
These spuds could potentially pierce the cables.  Any precautions and future coordination with NYSCC 
to mitigate this potential impact should be discussed in the DOE's DEIS, including, but not limited to, 
potential effects on the canal system and NYSCC employee's in the event a cable is compromised. 
Impact of Electromagnetism 
The CHPEI report on electromagnetism concludes that there is no danger or impact due to 
electromagnetism.  The results show that for the length of cable in the channel, a maximum of 394 
milligauss is calculated.  The readings on canal lands show a maximum of 755 milligauss calculated.  
Both are above the CHPEI report's 200 milligauss recommended maximum at the edge of Right of Way.1 
The DOE's DEIS should discuss the potential impact of electromagnetism on NYSTA/NYSCC 
employees, and on directional and communication equipment used by boaters and NYSTA/NYSCC 
employees. 
Turbidity 
The DOE's DEIS should discuss impacts associated with turbidity within the Champlain Canal system. 
National Historic Register 
The CHPEI report's discussion on Historic and Archaeological Resources fails to mention that the Canal 
System is eligible for the State and National Historic Registers, and that the Champlain Canal is part of 
the Erie Canalway National Heritage Corridor.  DOE's DEIS should identify the Champlain Canal as part 
of a National Heritage Corridor and its eligibility for the State and National Historic Registers. 

Letter from M. Jodi 
Rell, Governor State 
of Connecticut, 
Governor’s Office, 
July 30, 2010 

Hazardous Materials 
and Waste 

Connecticut appreciates the high level of communication that we have had with the project sponsors over 
the past year as we have discussed and evaluated the environmental effects of various options for cable 
placement within Connecticut waters and at the cable's Connecticut landfall. 

Proposed Action While I am surprised that the project developers have reduced the scope of the proposed project before 
Connecticut's resource agencies could reach a conclusion concerning the project's environmental 
efficacy, it is very likely that Connecticut will nonetheless benefit indirectly from an additional regional 
supply of clean energy. 
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Letter from M. Jodi 
Rell, Governor State 
of Connecticut, 
Governor’s Office, 
July 30, 2010 
(continued) 

Air Quality The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) is on the verge of finalizing a revised National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard for ozone.  The new standard will be 20–40% more stringent than the 
current standard and will require significant emissions reductions, possibly by 70% or more, within the 
eastern United States.  DOE should work with the New York Independent System Operator (NY-ISO) 
and the New York Public Service Commission (NY PSC) to assess the air quality impacts associated 
with importing an additional 1,000 MW of clean new capacity to the greater New York City (NYC) 
metropolitan area.  This effort should assess ozone precursor reductions, toxic air pollutant emissions 
reductions, and any environmental justice benefits associated with reduced emissions from older, less 
efficient electric generating units (EGUs) in the area to be served by this new capacity. 

Air Quality DOE should also work with NY-ISO to identify those EGUs likely to become uneconomic as a result of 
an influx of significant new capacity so that USEPA may develop appropriate air quality modeling 
assumptions for the implementation of the revised ozone standard. 

Socioeconomics DOE should evaluate the economic benefits of this additional 1,000 MW arising from its impact on 
marginal electric supply costs, including the potential for these benefits to accrue beyond the immediate 
NYC metropolitan area. 

Proposed Action The EIS should consider and discuss the potential of the proposed cable, now terminating at Yonkers, to 
be extended in geographic reach or expanded in capacity if market conditions should become favorable 
to such enhancements in future years.  Consideration of this possibility in the EIS should include 
potential environmental impacts associated with extending infrastructure, such as cables, east into Long 
Island Sound. 

Letter from Lee 
Ellman, Planning 
Director Yonkers 
Planning Bureau, 
Local Government, 
July 30, 2010 

Affected Environment The areas where the cables to and from the inverter will land have both physical construction period 
impacts and long-term developmental impacts upon the city as the cables may forestall development 
over them. 

Land Use Properly characterize the area’s land uses in a quarter-mile radius around the inverter station and at the 
cable landfall. 

Land Use Discuss the actual land uses in the IPark area that the inverter station is proposed to be located within.  
Compare the compatibility of the inverter station to those uses.  Discuss the impacts of the inverter 
station on those current uses and upon the marketability of the site for such uses with the inverter station 
building in place. 

Land Use Discuss the Alexander Street Master Plan (Master Plan, Urban Renewal Plan and BOA Plan) in light of 
that plan’s recent adoption, its land use controls over the proposed area for the inverter station and stated 
intentions for redevelopment by the City of Yonkers. 
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Letter from Lee 
Ellman, Planning 
Director Yonkers 
Planning Bureau, 
Local Government, 
July 30, 2010 

Land Use Discuss the potential impacts of the inverter station on future economic development activities in the 
area including foreclosure of potential plans for commuter parking, redevelopment of the IPark parking 
lot, and impacts of the industrial land use upon current plans. 

Land Use Discuss the status of planning programs currently underway by the City of Yonkers and others that might 
be affected by the proposed cable land fall and by the location of the inverter station. 

Land Use Discuss the potential impacts upon marina development and harbor management by the City of Yonkers 
due to the cables being in the Hudson River in the Yonkers area and the impact caused by the cables’ 
landfall in Yonkers. 

Land Use Discuss the impact, if any, upon the Beczak Environmental Education Program and on the Yonkers 
Canoe Club. 

Land Use Discuss the impact, if any, upon the continued use of the Yonkers Recreation Pier as a ferry port and a 
point of embarkation for other shipborne uses. 

Land Use Discuss alternative siting options for the inverter station.  Can the station be moved within the general 
area of the current IPark proposal?  Identify other sites for the inverter that will reduce or eliminate 
impacts on proposed plans.  Identify other sites for the inverter that will have a positive land use impact. 

Cultural Resources The proposed inverter station and the cable landfall are occurring in the oldest developed part of the City 
of Yonkers.  The inverter station is proposed to be built on lands of the former Otis Elevator Plant.  The 
older buildings surrounding the proposed inverter site have been determined to be National Register of 
Historic Places-eligible.  There are other potentially historic structures in the vicinity that need to be 
taken into account during permitting.  Discuss means to blend the proposed station into the historic 
architecture of the former Otis Plant. 

Cultural Resources The Philips Manor Hall is approximately 500 feet from the proposed inverter site.  Discuss potential 
construction and operational impacts stemming from the inverter station on this 17th-century building. 

Cultural Resources Approximately 350 feet from the inverter site is the City of Yonkers Jail.  Discuss the impacts of the 
inverter station construction and operations on the city jail (a) in its current use as a city jail and (b) 
under proposals for reuse found in the Alexander Street Master Plan.  
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Letter from Lee 
Ellman, Planning 
Director Yonkers 
Planning Bureau, 
Local Government, 
July 30, 2010 
(continued) 

Cultural Resources Approximately 500 feet from the inverter station is the Beczak Environmental Education Center.  
Discuss the impacts of the inverter and the cable landfall on the operations and mission of the center and 
upon its potentially historic building (the former Habishaw Club site). 

Cultural Resources Approximately 350 feet from the inverter station and in the area of the cable landfall is the Westchester 
County North Yonkers Pump Station.  The 1930s vintage building is historically notable for its 
smokestack built to appear as a lighthouse.  Discuss the impacts, if any, of the construction of the 
inverter and the cable landfall on this locally important visual and historical resource. 

Cultural Resources Special care needs to be taken to properly characterize the archaeological issues surrounding the inverter 
station site and the cable landfall. 

Cultural Resources In 2008, the Glenwood Power Station was deemed by the Preservation League of New York State as one 
of their most threatened historic buildings.  If the cable landfall will occur anywhere in the vicinity of 
this building, the impacts on this building need to be taken into account in the DEIS. 

Public Health & 
Safety 

The area immediately surrounding the proposed inverter station and the area of the cable land fall 
(including the exit of the AC cable from the inverter station) are areas of high density of human use.  
Unlike a heavy industrial and commercial neighborhood, there are significant numbers of persons using 
the area that have no reason to believe that there might be any health or safety issue present in the 
vicinity. 

Proposed Action Explain the operation of the inverter station and the cables serving the station.  Discuss the potential for 
explosion or fire of electrical equipment contained in the facility.  Discuss mitigation measures to be 
taken to reduce impacts of potential fire or explosion such as deluge systems, fire suppression systems, 
and the like. 

Hazardous Materials 
and Waste 

Discuss the presence of any toxic materials used at the facility.  Are there nontoxic materials used  that 
when combined with other nontoxic materials might become toxic? 

Public Health & 
Safety 

Explain the electrical and magnetic field impacts of the proposed inverter station and the DC/AC cables 
coming to and leaving the station.  The Alexander Street area is planned to become increasingly 
residential; are there any known impacts that would hinder that conversion from industrial to 
residential/mixed use?  Are there any human health impacts on workers in adjacent buildings in the 
IPark/Otis Plant complex?  Are there any potential impacts on equipment or manufacturing or research 
activities that might take place in the buildings surrounding the proposed inverter station or adjacent to 
the cables serving the station? 
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Letter from Lee 
Ellman, Planning 
Director Yonkers 
Planning Bureau, 
Local Government, 
July 30, 2010 
(continued) 

Air Quality Discuss air quality impacts of operation of the inverter station.  Will there be ozone creation from the 
electrical equipment?  Will there be any public health issues to area residents from the operation of the 
plant?  What mitigation can be instituted to deal with air quality issues to area residents? 

Public Health & 
Safety 

Yonkers has had several major transformer fires at Con Edison substations.  Discuss the potential for the 
same type of issues to occur at this facility.  What impacts can be reasonably expected from such an 
event given the high population density in the area?  What mitigation measures will be taken to reduce 
the potential for electrical substation type of fires? 

Air Quality Southwest Yonkers is an asthma problem area.  Discuss any impact that might add to the asthma 
problem stemming from the proposed inverter station. 

Visual Resources Discuss the visual impacts of the proposed new structure and how these visual impacts might be 
mitigated by alternative design or siting  It is important to also prepare and show in the DEIS visual 
simulations of the proposed new building in its setting from public viewing locations.  At a minimum, 
the visual impacts from the Yonkers Train Station Platform should be shown.  Typical DEIS practice in 
NYS would be to produce visual simulations of the impacts of the new visual element on users of local 
resources including area parks, the Hudson River, and the Palisade Interstate Park overlooks; and from 
areas such a the Phillips Manor Hall, the Bell Place National Register Historic District, the Old Croton 
Aqueduct State Park, the locally landmarked Phillips Manor Hall historic district, and notable viewing 
areas of the downtown such as Leslie Sutherland Park overlook in the Park Hill neighborhood. It is 
important that visual impact simulations be produced even from those sites, such as the Philips Manor 
Hall site, that might be screened from the inverter site. 

Socioeconomics The downtown area of Yonkers is making a positive transition after significant effort on the part of the 
city government, community, and business groups and the various property owners in the downtown 
area.  There is concern that the proposed inverter station could have negative impacts on plans for the 
area and for the move towards a mixed use, commercial- residential downtown.  The following issues 
should be investigated and discussed in the DEIS: 
1. Discuss the property tax implications of the proposed inverter station and any other real property 
installations that are a part of the proposed action. 
2. Examine and analyze the impacts of the proposed inverter station and cable landfall on other 
properties in their vicinity.  Will the inverter station have a positive or negative net property tax impact 
upon the City of Yonkers? 
3. Examine and analyze the occupancy impacts of the inverter station upon nearby properties.  Will the 
inverter station cause a change in the quality of occupancy in the commercial buildings to the east of the 
proposed site?  Will the inverter station have any impacts on the residential community to the north of 
the IPark/Otis site? 
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Letter from Lee 
Ellman, Planning 
Director Yonkers 
Planning Bureau, 
Local Government, 
July 30, 2010 
(continued) 

Socioeconomic 4. Examine the impacts on the planned changes to the downtown area around the site of the proposed 
inverter station adopted planning documents.  What socioeconomic changes are likely with and without 
the inverter station? 
5. Can planned building programs be carried out with the inverter station in place?  If the planned Metro 
Center program cannot be built with the inverter station in place, detail the socioeconomic differences 
between the Metro Center project and the inverter station project. 
6. Detail the tax impacts of the inverter station versus other planned uses of the site.  Discuss 
employment at the site, income tax implications of employment at the site, sales tax spin-off impacts of 
employment at the site and the impacts upon the surrounding downtown with the inverter, with other 
planned uses and without the inverter. 

Environmental Justice The City of Yonkers location within the regions geography has resulted in a large amount of the region 
serving utility and transportation land uses that might have disproportionate impacts upon area residents.  
Yonkers hosts two major Con Edison substation facilities and other Con Ed transmission lines.  The New 
York City water supply reservoir and aqueducts cross the city of Yonkers causing a level of development 
impacts.  Transportation corridors such as the New York State Thruway and the several parkways use a 
larger amount of land in Yonkers than in other communities that these roads transit.  While there are 
undoubtedly positive impacts from each of the above cited examples they nonetheless raise the question 
of whether or not the City of Yonkers and its residents are shouldering more than their fair share of the 
regions burden of these uses.  Additionally, the City of Yonkers has a higher share of the county’s low-
income and minority populations than would be proportionate to its share of the county’s overall 
population.  The area around the proposed inverter station is overwhelmingly low-income and minority.  
The following issues should be discussed and examined in the DEIS.  Analyze and discuss in the DEIS 
the impacted population in the vicinity of the proposed inverter station that might be subject to 
environmental justice issues. 

Proposed Action Will the inverter station require service from City of Yonkers infrastructure including water or storm or 
sanitary sewer?  What volume of water will be required at the inverter station?  Will potable water be 
used for any reason other than human consumption and sanitary needs?  Where will connections for city 
infrastructure be made?  Does sufficient capacity exist for the needs of the inverter station or will new 
connections be required to be made? 
The landfall of the cables to and from the inverter will have both physical construction period impacts 
and long-term developmental impacts upon the city as the cables could forestall development over them.  
The DEIS should take this fact into account in all relevant sections. 
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Letter from Lee 
Ellman, Planning 
Director Yonkers 
Planning Bureau, 
Local Government, 
July 30, 2010 
(continued) 

Proposed Action The area surrounding the proposed inverter station is the oldest developed portion of the city.  The city’s 
experience with other development projects has shown that there are significant problems to be dealt 
with due to underground utilities that might not show on available plans. 
The area surrounding the proposed inverter station, particularly the Alexander Street area, is made land 
that did not exist 100 years ago.  The cable landfall might have to be supported on piles and the impacts 
of that activity should be investigated in the DEIS. 

Letter from Mike 
Winslow, Staff 
Scientist, Lake 
Champlain 
Committee, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, August 
1, 2010 

Proposed Action The purpose of the proposed project is to meet the existing and future electricity demands of New York 
City.  The scope of the EIS should be similarly broad.  The proposed power line is only one of many 
alternatives to meeting those needs.  Other alternatives to be addressed in the EEIS include aggressive 
energy efficiency and conservation measures, diversified generation within and around the city, and 
transmission from locations other than Quebec.   

Proposed Action One alternative for transmitting electricity from Quebec to New York that should be considered in the 
Environmental Impact Statement would be use of existing rights of way, including rail lines.  This 
alternative could eliminate the need for burying a cable in Lake Champlain.   

Biological Resources After consulting with New York DEC, Vermont Fish and Wildlife, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, the EIS should address whether the proposed line disrupts any known fish spawning areas. 

Biological Resources The installation of the cable will cause both permanent (where concrete mats or rip-rap are needed) and 
temporary disturbances of sediments.  The EIS should indicate the location and extent of any proposed 
permanent alterations to the lake and the project should make every effort to minimize the extent of such 
disturbances.  Areas of concern include impacts of these disturbances on benthic populations and any 
known or discovered fish spawning areas. 

Hazardous Materials 
and Waste 

There are known or likely accumulations of paper-processing waste including PCBs in the areas of 
Cumberland Bay and near the mouth of the LaChute River.  The area around the existing International 
Paper Plant in Ticonderoga should also be considered a potential area of contamination.   

Recreation The EIS should explain impacts of the proposed project and alternatives on anchoring boats in Lake 
Champlain.  The issue would be particularly relevant in the shallow and narrow southern part of the lake.  
If there are any risks to swimmers, divers, or snorkelers, these should also be addressed in the EIS. 

Biological Resources The EIS should examine impacts permanent electric fields generated by a submerged cable would have 
on behavior and reproduction of fish and other animals.   

Biological Resources The route of the proposed cable should avoid disruption to any lakeside wetlands, particularly in the 
southern portion of Lake Champlain.   
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Letter from Mike 
Winslow, Staff 
Scientist, Lake 
Champlain 
Committee, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, August 
1, 2010 (continued) 

Cultural Resources There are numerous historic shipwrecks on the bottom of Lake Champlain.  The power line route should 
minimize any impacts on these. 

Cumulative Impacts As part of the discussion of the cumulative impacts of the proposed project the EIS should consider the 
source of the energy that would be transmitted by the power line.  If the power line creates a demand for 
additional large-scale hydroelectric dams in northern Quebec then the cumulative environmental impacts 
of the power line will extend far beyond the project itself.  

Affected Environment The proposed project will pass through Lake Champlain but provide no benefits to the communities of 
the Lake Champlain region.  Project proposers should consider mitigation opportunities for these 
communities.  As one possible example, there have been discussions about the role of the Champlain 
Canal as a vector for invasive species into Lake Champlain.  Would it be possible for the electric cable, 
whose planned route passes by the canal, to supply power for an invasive species barrier in the canal? 

Letter from 
Christopher Crane, 
Esq., Legislative 
Counsel, Westchester 
County Board of 
Legislators, County 
Government, August 
1, 2010 

Purpose and Need The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) should be included as a cooperating 
agency because of the agency’s expertise in evaluating impacts on fisheries and aquatic biota.  In 
addition, the New York State Hudson Valley Greenway Council should also be included as a cooperating 
agency to evaluate potential project impacts and consistency with the criteria established by New York 
State during the creation of this organization.  See New York Environmental Conservation Law Article 
44, Hudson River Valley Greenway. 

Visual Resources The analysis should also consider visual impacts during construction and maintenance of the facilities.  
This should apply to below-ground, submarine, and above-ground facilities.  The proposed submarine 
cables will pass through several areas that have been specially designated as scenic districts by New 
York State under New York Environmental Conservation Law Article 49, Protection of Natural and 
Man-Made Beauty (e.g., the Tappan Zee East Scenic District, Olana Scenic District).  Extended 
construction and maintenance of facilities, including below-ground facilities, can produce visual and 
aesthetic impacts.  As such, these impacts should be identified and evaluated.  Presently, the NOI only 
states that aboveground components will be evaluated. 

Proposed Action While the evaluation of the Presidential Permit will separately assess the impact on electric reliability for 
consistency with the public interest, it is also necessary to consider the environmental impacts from any 
necessary facilities, maintenance, or other activities that are needed to ensure the CHPE project is 
compliant with North American Electric Reliability (NERC) standards.  Compliance with NERC 
standards, such as vegetation management, can sometimes yield significant environmental impacts.  It is 
not clear what NERC standards would be applicable to the proposed CHPE facilities; but such NERC 
standards should be identified and evaluated for potential environmental impacts in construction and 
operation of the CHPE facilities. 
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Letter from 
Christopher Crane, 
Esq., Legislative 
Counsel, Westchester 
County Board of 
Legislators, County 
Government, August 
1, 2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action The NOI indicates the proposed CHPE facilities will transmit electricity that is produced from renewable 
sources in Canada for delivery to New York recipients.  In the event that renewable resources are not 
used for power generation or are discontinued, then the environmental impact of the project would vary 
from the proposal.  Therefore, the EIS should consider alternative power generation sources, for example 
fossil fuel sources, that may be used with the new CHPE facilities and evaluate environmental impacts.  
In addition, it is possible that the CHPE facilities would be used to transmit New York-generated 
electricity for export to Canada.  Under this scenario, fossil-fuel sources, rather than renewable sources, 
might be used.  Alternative transmission and generation scenarios should thus be considered in the 
evaluation of environmental impacts. 

Affected Environment In the event that construction or operation of the CHPE facilities results in a release of sewage, such as 
through inadvertently fracturing a pipeline, this would produce substantial environmental impacts.  As 
another example, the HVDC and AC cables will pass under the high-voltage electrified lines along the 
Metro-North Railroad (MNR).  Potential electrical or magnetic interference with CHPE facilities because 
of the proximity of the MNR lines should be evaluated along with environmental impacts.  Any other 
possible infrastructure impacts should be identified in the EIS. 

Cumulative Impacts The impacts analysis should consider cumulative effects of other potential projects and uses in the 
vicinity of the project site.  The downtown Yonkers area is undergoing substantial renovation, and there 
are believed to be several projects of significant size proposed in the vicinity of the proposed converter 
station location.  As such, a cumulative impacts analysis is necessary to properly identify the scale of 
potential impacts that might occur should several projects and the CHPE project go forward. 

Proposed Action The analysis should include the environmental impacts of decommissioning or abandoning the proposed 
CHPE facilities.  For example, what types of decommissioning might occur and what are the 
accompanying environmental impacts? 

Proposed Action The environmental review and EIS development should proceed with a perspective of incorporating 
transparency during the review process and post-approval (if approved).  The alternatives that are 
evaluated should include a consideration of opportunity for public scrutiny of impacts, such as thorough 
review of monitoring data.  Accordingly, the alternatives design should incorporate facilities or options 
that promote public assessment during the project lifetime.  These might be metering abilities, equipment 
locations, or other facilities that aid in sampling and reviewing project impacts and success of mitigation 
measures. 
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Letter from 
Christopher Crane, 
Esq., Legislative 
Counsel, Westchester 
County Board of 
Legislators, County 
Government, August 
1, 2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action The NOI describes three proposed alternatives that only differ in location of the cables and alternative 
substations.  The EIS should also consider demand reduction, utility energy, or the potential efficiency 
requirements, and initiatives of the New York Public Service Commission and New York State Energy 
Research and Development Authority to influence the scope of the project.  By reducing customer 
electric demand, such measures could also reduce the size of new projects.  In addition, the need for the 
CHPE project should be provided, with adequate quantitative support, to help evaluate the project 
environmental impacts against electric reliability needs.   

Proposed Action If the proposed CHPE facilities must provide nondiscriminatory “open-access” to other electric 
providers, then the EIS should consider any accompanying environmental impacts to accommodate such 
open access. 

Proposed Action Thee EIS should include an evaluation regarding operation of the proposed CHPE facilities in 
relationship too the New York Independent System Operator or regional entities (NEISO, PJM, 
NPCCC).  For example, would CHPE operation in relationship to other facilities and regions yield any 
environmental impacts? 

Letter from Philip 
Amicone, Yonkers 
Mayor, Local 
Government, August 
2, 2010 

Proposed Action Even though the proposed transmission line will make landfall here in the City of Yonkers, we recognize 
the need for the converter station.  Essentially, the city has concluded that the overall benefits of this 
project will outweigh any detriment.  It is for this reason that I write in support of the project. 

Proposed Action The city recognizes that the project represents approximately $1.9 billion in new capital investment and 
will bring much needed employment opportunities to a region clamoring for such an incentive.  The 
project will also deliver a clean renewable energy from Canadian and American sources to the greater 
New York Metropolitan Area and will provide significant rate relief to this area.  Furthermore, upon 
completion of the converter station, the new construction will place a new ratable on the City’s ledger 
generating a new source of tax revenue which will assist to stabilize the city’s tax base. 

Letter from Jeffrey 
Zappieri, Office of 
Coastal Resources, 
Local Government 
and Community 
Sustainability, New 
York Department of 
State, State Govt., 
August 2, 2010 

Proposed Action A comprehensive analysis of alternatives should be provided that examines all feasible alternatives to the 
project as currently proposed.  It would be desirable for the current analysis (available under the NYS 
Public Service Commission Case 10-T-0139) to be expanded to consider an HVDC line buried within 
existing utility corridors, and an HVDC line using the currently proposed route from the United States 
border to the vicinity of Albany, NY, and then transitioning to a buried configuration within existing 
upland utility corridors for the remainder of the route. 

Proposed Action In addition to alternative siting options, comparable investment in alternative and distributed generation 
sources, upgrades to existing transmission infrastructure, and demand-side management alternatives 
should likewise be considered. 
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Letter from Jeffrey 
Zappieri, Office of 
Coastal Resources, 
Local Government 
and Community 
Sustainability, New 
York Department of 
State, State Govt., 
August 2, 2010 
(continued) 

Affected Environment Should a complete alternative analysis demonstrate that the currently proposed route remains the 
preferred alternative or if an alternative route that would still have coastal effects is selected, the 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should include an analysis of all applicable CMP and LWRP 
policies.  DOS requires all applicants seeking concurrence with a consistency certification to provide an 
analysis of all applicable CMP or applicable LWRP policies.  If the applicant proposes to use the NEPA 
documentation as a vehicle for necessary and additional information, all applicable CMP and LWRP 
policies should be evaluated within the EIS.  The Proposed Action would traverse multiple communities 
with federally approved LWRPs and, as such, where the Proposed Action would have an effect on such a 
community, an analysis of applicable LWRP policies for each LWRP community should be provided. 

Affected Environment The applicant should provide a full characterization of the entire corridor in which the transmission line 
is proposed to be constructed and characterize potential effects relating to the installation, operation, and 
maintenance of said line. 

Geology and Soils The applicant should provide a characterization of sediment size and soil type along the entire route and 
characterize the suitability of each area to use the proposed installation methodology.  For the in-water 
portions this analysis should characterize proposed and maximum achievable burial depths and 
susceptibility to sediment resuspension.  In underwater areas where burial in not possible, the potential 
effects of the proposed concrete mats should be discussed. 

Hazardous Materials 
and Waste 

The applicant should identify and characterize all pollutants along the route and analyze the likelihood of 
resuspension or release.  Where specific pollutants are identified, adequate preventative measures, 
including applicable alternatives, should be analyzed and their anticipated coastal effects included in the 
scope of the EIS. 

Biological Resources The applicant should analyze all Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitats (SCF WHs) that would 
be affected by the installation, operation or maintenance of the proposed transmission line and determine 
if those effects would affect the viability of the SCFWHs.  Any difference in effects between 
installations in disturbed versus undisturbed areas of applicable SCFWHs should be discussed. All data 
necessary to support this evaluation should be included. 

Recreation The applicant should characterize all public access opportunities and recreation activities that would be 
affected by the proposed transmission line.  This should include effects anticipated during installation 
operation and maintenance activities. 

Visual Resources The applicant should characterize all visual resources that might be affected by the installation, 
operation, or maintenance of the proposed transmission line and other proposed infrastructure. DOS has 
designated certain areas along the proposed route as Scenic Areas of Statewide Significance (SASS) that 
could assist the applicant in characterizing potential visual effects in these areas. 
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Letter from Jeffrey 
Zappieri, Office of 
Coastal Resources, 
Local Government 
and Community 
Sustainability, New 
York Department of 
State, State Govt., 
August 2, 2010 
(continued) 

Cultural Resources The applicant should characterize all historic resources to the satisfaction of the New York State Office 
of Parks Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP). 

Land Use The applicant should identify and characterize all agricultural land that might be affected by the 
proposed transmission line. 

Biological Resources The applicant should identify and characterize all freshwater and tidal wetlands along the proposed route. 

Affected Environment The applicant should discuss potential coastal effects of storm water discharges along above-ground 
portions of the proposed transmission line during installation, operation, and maintenance. 

Water Resources The applicant should characterize the potential effects of the installation, operation, and maintenance of 
the proposed transmission line on the ground and surface water regime along all buried portions of the 
route including freshwater and tidal wetlands. 

Air Quality The applicant should characterize the potential coastal effects of the electric generation source that will 
supply the proposed transmission line including the potential for said generation to affect air quality. 

Water Resources The applicant should determine the Hudson River navigation channel’s maximum depth practicable to 
support existing and future commercial navigation given existing, authorized depths, topography, 
necessary channel side slopes, port infrastructure, and aerial clearances. 

Letter from John 
Davis, Conservation 
Director, Adirondack 
Council, 
Non-Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 

Alternatives Bury the line entirely along existing railroads and roads. 

Affected Environment A much fuller ecological and climatological (carbon-footprint) analysis of the project is needed, 
including effects in Quebec. 

Alternatives We respectfully remind consumers and energy providers that the cleanest and most reliable means of 
meeting energy needs are through conservation and efficiency. 

Affected Environment The Champlain Hudson Power Express Inc. (CHPEI) project should not be marketed as “clean energy” if 
it encourages more dams to be built. 

Proposed Action Burying the CHPEI electric transmission line beneath Lake Champlain and the Hudson River could be 
unnecessarily disruptive ecologically and hydrologically. 

Purpose and Need A full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should be required.  The EIS should carefully review all 
relevant studies on the effects of power lines on aquatic and terrestrial wildlife and habitats, including 
possible effects from increased turbidity in the water column, resuspension of contaminants, 
electromagnetic fields, thermal resistivity, and shoreline disturbance.  The EIS should also anticipate 
possible worst-case scenarios (as the present crisis in the Gulf of Mexico so painfully reminds us), if any 
of the infrastructure or equipment used in its installation fails in any way. 



 
G-27 

Source of Comment EIS Resource Topic Comments 

Letter from John 
Davis, Conservation 
Director, Adirondack 
Council, 
Non-Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 (continued) 

Biological Resources The proposed power line would go through or near habitats of many aquatic species listed as threatened 
or endangered by the state or Federal government.  It would also cross or approach habitats of numerous 
threatened or endangered terrestrial species.  The EIS should fully examine the potential impacts on each 
of these species listed above. 

Biological  Resources All appropriate mitigation measures should be considered to avoid sensitive aquatic and terrestrial 
habitats; cable installation during mating, spawning and migration seasons; resuspension of 
contaminants; and permanent alternation of lake or river bed substrates. 

letter from Philip 
Musegaas, Hudson 
River Program 
Director, Riverkeeper, 
Non-Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 
 
 

Biological Resources/ 
Public Health and 
Safety 

The DOE must include in its DEIS a detailed study of the effects of the transmission line installation on 
the sediment and contaminants existing in the Hudson River to avoid or minimize adverse impacts on the 
estuarine and riverine ecosystem and potential impacts on public health. 

Proposed Action The DOE must carefully appraise alternative locations for the facilities and transmission line route to identify 
the path that minimizes both the localized and cumulative environmental impacts. 

Proposed Action The DEIS must analyze the effects of each installation method on existing habitats and carefully evaluate 
CHPEI’s selections to ensure the least harmful method is chosen for each habitat. 

Biological Resources It is essential that the DOE conduct a rigorous and independent analysis of the effects of Electromagnetic 
Fields (EMFs) produced by both Direct Current (DC) and Alternating Current (AC) transmission lines 
on the marine ecosystem; the DOE should rely on the precautionary principle to frame the DEIS. 

Proposed Action If the Applicant is exploring the use of upstate wind or other U.S. energy sources, the DOE must also 
include environmental impacts from those sources in its DEIS. 

Cumulative Impacts The DOE must comprehensively assess the cumulative impacts of both the construction and operation of 
the transmission line on the ecosystem of the Hudson River estuary as a whole. 

Proposed Action Move to eliminate wheeling charges so that any producer of power can sell to any buyer.  Entrepreneurs 
will step in to produce power like they did previously.  The U.S. will create jobs and will avoid a long-
term commitment that will worsen our balance of payments. 

Proposed Action The proposed project is designed to serve the interests of a foreign corporation rather than the interests of the 
United States. 

Letter from Roger 
Jennings, President, 
RJennings Company, 
Private Company, 
August 2, 2010 

Proposed Action Move to eliminate wheeling charges so that any producer of power can sell to any buyer.  Entrepreneurs 
will step in to produce power like they did previously.  The U.S. will create jobs and will avoid a long-
term commitment that will worsen our balance of payments. 
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Letter from Haley 
Mauskapf, 
Environmental 
Advocacy Associate, 
Scenic Hudson, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 

Water Resources The installation of the portion of the proposed transmission line that will be buried under the Hudson 
River has the potential to resuspend and redistribute contaminants settled in the river's sediment, 
impacting the water quality, aquatic and wetlands species, and human health.  This DEIS must evaluate 
how CHPE will determine which method (water jet trenching, mechanical plowing, or dredging) will be 
used in which area and the varying environmental impact of each of these methods, and the potential for 
resuspension of contaminants and ways that risk can be minimized. 

Water Resources This DEIS must address the potential for resuspension of PCBs and other contaminants in the Mid and 
Lower Hudson River due to the burying of cable in contaminated sediment.  While the concentration of 
PCBs is greatest in the Upper Hudson, it is undisputed that PCBs contaminate the Mid and Lower 
Hudson River as well.  The resuspension of PCBs would impact wildlife and aquatic species, and human 
health.  In addition to recreational uses of the Hudson such as swimming, boating, and fishing, there are 
several communities that have drinking water intakes on the Hudson River in the areas where cable is 
proposed to be installed, including Rhinebeck, Port Ewen, Lloyd, and Poughkeepsie. 

Biological Resources The Hudson River and its surrounding valley are habitat to a number of sensitive species that could be 
adversely impacted by the proposed CHPE project.  These include several species protected by Federal 
or state law and sensitive benthic communities that are most prone to the effects from installation of the 
cable and ongoing effects from the operation of the transmission cables.  The impact of installation of the 
cable on sub-aquatic vegetation and riverfront riparian habitat should be carefully investigated.  This 
DEIS must address the effects of the temporary disturbance of benthic habitat during installation and the 
permanent alteration of benthic habitat in those areas where rip-rap or concrete mats will be placed over 
the cable rather than burying it. 

Biological Resources The DEIS must evaluate how the electromagnetic field (EMF) and thermal effects of the cable might 
affect sensitive aquatic species.  This should include the segment of the transmission line downstream 
from the converter station, along which alternating current will flow, presenting the potential for 
increased EMF impacts.  EMF can affect aquatic species that use the earth's magnetic field for 
orientation during navigation.  Electra-sensitive species could be attracted or repelled by the electrical 
fields generated by the transmission cables.  Areas of breeding, feeding, or nursing are particularly prone 
to these effects because of the congregation or dispersion of sensitive individuals in the benthic 
community. 
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Letter from Haley 
Mauskapf, 
Environmental 
Advocacy Associate, 
Scenic Hudson, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 (continued) 

Biological Resources The Hudson River and its surrounding tidal wetlands are habitat to a number of species protected by 
Federal and state law and thus deserving special attention to ensure they are not impacted by the CHPE.  
Scenic Hudson urges that the DEIS carefully consider any impacts of the construction, operation and 
maintenance of the transmission line may have on these designated species.  In addition to giving special 
attention to the species mentioned above, Scenic Hudson urges that the DEIS evaluate the potential 
impacts on Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitat (SCFWH), Essential Fish Habitat, and New 
York Natural Heritage Program Rare Species designated by state or Federal agencies as requiring special 
protection. 

Biological Resources The potential of the installation process to spread invasive species must also be investigated in the DEIS. 

Water Resources The portions of the proposed route using the railroad right-of-way would cross Federal Emergency 
Management Agency-mapped floodplains associated with the Hudson River, as would the underground 
connection to the Yonkers converter station!  The DEIS must carefully assess the impacts of having the 
cable cross floodplain areas and alternatives that would not take the cable across floodplain areas.  Any 
potential impacts from construction equipment and activities on wetlands should be evaluated in the 
DEIS.  Further, the impacts of Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD), which is proposed for transition 
points where the cables enter and exit the water, on wetlands must be investigated. 

Proposed Action Scenic Hudson urges that the DOE examine the feasibility of using the 1-87 (NYS Thruway/Northway) 
corridor, immediately parallel to the Hudson River, as an alternative, land-based overhead route for the 
transmission cables in the DEIS.  The DEIS should examine the environmental impacts of this 
alternative and, if it further mitigates environmental impacts, direct CHPE to seek an exception to this 
policy.  Effects of the proposed alternative land route on sensitive wetlands need to be evaluated as well.  

Proposed Action This DEIS must carefully examine and analyze the renewable nature of the proposed power source and 
the assurances from CHPE that the source will remain renewable in the form of a new hydroelectric dam 
to be constructed in Quebec.  The DEIS must explore the true renewable qualities of the energy source, 
and the possibility that CHPE could end up using a different source of power for transmission through its 
cables as the project progresses. 

Land Use Scenic Hudson understands that the proposed converter station could possibly bring economic benefits to 
the City of Yonkers but seeks to find creative solutions to impacts associated with large utilities—in this 
case 3 acres—on prime real estate on a downtown waterfront that would otherwise be used for transit 
oriented development.  Scenic Hudson urges that the DEIS evaluate the effect the proposed converter 
station will have on the land use goals of the City of Yonkers, and consider viable alternatives for the 
design of the converter station. 
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Letter from Haley 
Mauskapf, 
Environmental 
Advocacy Associate, 
Scenic Hudson, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 (continued) 

Visual Resources The visual impact of the converter station and mitigation strategies must be assessed in the DEIS.  A 
thorough visual analysis determining places from which the converted station would be seen should be 
prepared.  The analysis should include computer-generated visual simulations in order to understand how 
the converter station would look from important vantage points.  These should include the Library, 
Yonkers Station, Hudson River, upland neighborhoods, adjacent sidewalks, and nearby intersections.  
Views from Palisades Interstate Park (National Natural Landmark), located across the river in New 
Jersey and in Rockland County, and views from Phillips Manor Hall, listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places and a State Historic Site, must be assessed.  Other locations should be identified in 
consultation with City officials.  In addition, temporary visual impacts along the Hudson River due to 
equipment and nighttime lighting must be evaluated.  CHPE has indicated that construction will often go 
on 24 hours a day, 7 days a week due to the nature of installing the cable under the riverbed.  The 
impacts of increased vessel activity in the river during installation should also be investigated. 

Letter from Annie 
Wilson, Energy 
Committee Chair, 
Sierra Club, Atlantic 
Chapter, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 

Proposed Action The exact trajectory route and depths for the proposed underwater electric cable must be determined. 

Water Resources/ 
Biological Resources 

An analysis of the projected underwater sediment disturbance caused by the dredging or trenching 
techniques throughout the trajectory via the Richelieu River, Lake Champlain, and the Hudson River 
onto wildlife, fish habitat, endangered species, micro-organisms, vegetation, and human activities such 
as swimming and fishing. 

Public Health & 
Safety 

The potential impacts of sediment disturbances in the Superfund Area onto drinking water quality 
supplied by the Hudson River to the residents of Rhinebeck, Port Ewen, and Poughkeepsie.  A 
cumulative analysis for the potential resuspension and redistribution of the PCBs in the Hudson River. 

Biological Resources A analysis of impacts caused by the electromagnetic frequencies for the high voltage direct current (DC) 
and the alternating current (AC) sections of the proposed transmission cable and the impacts onto 
wildlife, fish habitat, endangered species, micro-organisms, vegetation, and human activities. 

Proposed Action The technology used by the proposed underwater cable has never been installed for more than 50 miles.  
What is the feasibility of installing such a system for more than 300 miles? 

Proposed Action How will the reliability of the regional electric grid be impacted?  The proposed electric transmission 
line is designed to transport electricity from hydroelectric dams built on lands and rivers belonging to the 
Innu People in the Canadian Provinces of Quebec and Labrador-Newfoundland.  Segmentation exists 
between the electric source supply and its delivery to New York electric consumers. 

Environmental Justice The EIS must address the Environmental Justice concerns expressed by the City of Yonkers and the 
impacts of the Proposed Action onto the indigenous communities caused by the construction of more 
hydroelectric dams. 
http://www.grandriverkeeperlabrador.ca/files/Download/HydropowerNotGreen.PDF  
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Letter from Annie 
Wilson, Energy 
Committee Chair, 
Sierra Club, Atlantic 
Chapter, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action The eligibility criteria for hydropower in the New York State Renewable Standard, effective since 
September 24, 2004, does not allow for projects that include water impoundment which causes flooding 
and run-of-the-river projects with more than 30-MW capacity.  
http://documents.dps.state.ny.us/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7BB1830060- A43F-
426D-8948-F60E6B754734%7D  See Appendix B, page 2. 

Proposed Action The developer of the project, Transmission Developers Incorporated, must discontinue misleading 
decisionmakers and the public by promoting the source of the electric supply as “Renewable Energy.”  
The DOE must require that a retraction with explanation be made and publicized to counterbalance this 
misrepresentation of fact. 

Proposed Action Is there a need for the Proposed Action?  Is this electric transmission proposal in the public interest?  
Alternatives studies must include the “No Action” alternative as a reasonable course of action. 

Letter from Patricia 
Ochman, O’Reilly & 
Associates, 
Uashaunnuat, 
Canadian First Nation, 
August 2, 2010 

Proposed Action The Uashaunnuat affirm that the existing or proposed production and transportation of energy in or 
across their traditional lands from hydroelectric complexes such as the proposed La Romaine Project, the 
Upper Churchill Project, and the proposed Lower Churchill Project are illegal and that the Governments 
of Quebec, Newfoundland, Labrador, and Canada; Nalcor Energy; and Hydro-Quebec have flagrantly 
breached and continue to flagrantly breach the rights of the Uashaunnuat in respect to those projects (the 
"Hydroelectric Projects"). 

Proposed Action The Uashaunnuat state that their consent must be obtained for the Hydroelectric Projects (including the 
La Romaine Project and the Lower Churchill Project) and that it was required for all projects of the past 
located within their traditional lands, but was never sought or obtained. 

Proposed Action The Uashaunnuat have also asserted, in the context of the La Romaine Project and the Lower Churchill 
Project, that the division of the environmental assessment process into hydroelectric power stations and 
reservoirs on the one hand and the transmission lines on the other hand is in itself incoherent, arbitrary, 
illegal, and disrespectful of the principles of a sound environmental assessment.  More particularly, the 
position of the Uashaunnuat is that these projects each constitute a single project composed of several 
inseparable components, including the power stations, the reservoirs and the related works, such as 
roads, transformers, and transmission lines.  Remarkably, for the purpose of the environmental impact 
assessment process of these projects, the transmission lines and transformers were totally severed from 
the remainder of the project. 

Proposed Action There is no doubt that the Uashaunnuat carry out their traditional activities, including hunting, fishing, 
trapping, and gathering, within their traditional lands which are or will be affected by the Hydroelectric 
Projects and that the negative impacts of these Hydroelectric Projects on the traditional way of the life of 
the Uashaunnuat must constitute an essential part of any environmental assessment of the Project. 
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Letter from Patricia 
Ochman, O’Reilly & 
Associates, 
Uashaunnuat, 
Canadian First Nation, 
August 2, 2010 
(continued) 

Cultural Resources The elements which relate to Aboriginal rights and interests and which should be included in the Project's 
environmental assessment are as follows: 
The Applicant and the DOE must take into account that the Uashaunnuat claim Aboriginal title over a 
significant part of northern Quebec and Labrador, at a collective level.  The Uashaunnuat constitute a 
distinct society which has occupied, in an exclusive manner, this part of Quebec and Labrador before 
assertion of European sovereignty over these lands, continued to occupy these lands and occupy them still, 
according to a distinctive way of life and customs, practices, and traditions which are a part of their 
distinctive culture. 
The Applicant and the DOE must take into account that the exercise in northern Quebec and Labrador of 
the customs, practices, and traditions of the Uashaunnuat and of their distinctive way of life based on 
hunting, fishing, trapping, and gathering has effectively continued well after contact with Europeans and 
to this day without extinguishment or voluntary cession. 
The Applicant and the DOE must take into account that any development project, including hydroelectric 
projects, and all associated works which relate to Uashaunnuat traditional lands and traditional territories 
of Uashaunnuat families require the consent of the Uashaunnuat and the affected Uashaunnuat families.  
The Applicant and the DOE must take into account the negative impacts that the Hydroelectric Projects 
have had and will have on the traditional way of life, fundamental activities, customs, practices, and 
traditions of the Uashaunnuat, the traditional lands and natural resources thereof and the rights and 
interests of the Uashaunnuat.  In that regard, the Applicant and the DOE should meet with representatives 
of the band council Innu Takuaikan Uashat mak Mani-Utenam and with representatives of affected Innu 
families in order to determine with some degree of precision the negative impacts of the Project.  This 
might include the identification of significant sites; natural resources; and fundamental activities, customs, 
practices, and traditions which are exercised by the Uashaunnuat in the traditional lands affected by the 
Hydroelectric Projects. 
The Applicant and the DOE must take into account all works relating to the Hydroelectric Projects, 
including so-called "preliminary" works, and works allowing transportation of energy and access to the 
traditional lands. 
The Applicant and the DOE must be aware of the judicial proceedings of the Uashaunnuat with respect to 
their traditional lands and specifically the Hydroelectric Projects. 

Proposed Action The Uashaunnuat, therefore, request that you consider the rights, interests, and concerns of the 
Uashaunnuat in your environmental assessment process and in the evaluation of the impacts of the 
proposed Project.  Furthermore, the Uashaunnuat request that there be no issuance of a Presidential 
permit for the Project as long as there is no consent of the Uashaunnuat to the Hydroelectric Projects. If 
there is no consent of the Uashaunnuat to the Hydroelectric Projects, the proposed Project will be 
inconsistent with public interest and inconsistent with principles of environmental justice and the rights 
of indigenous peoples. 
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Letter from Chuck 
Lesnick, City Council 
President, Yonkers 
City Council 
President, Local 
Government, August 
2, 2010 

Proposed Action Yonkers has worked diligently toward revitalization, preservation, and rehabilitation of our Downtown 
Water Front district, specifically the area around the Alexander Street proposed portion of the I-park.  
This proposed project does not bring people to the downtown to use our restaurants and shops; provides 
no housing and few jobs; and seems to take away valuable parking spaces.  It might even ruin the view 
for some.  It remains to be seen what benefits, if any, the project will bring to Yonkers.    I see no reason 
to site the project in Yonkers and like you to look at other alternatives. 

Visual Resources Before you decide to locate the project in Yonkers, please show the visual impact of the structure from 
the library, the BOE, and from the Beczak Community Center. 

Proposed Action The Glenwood Power Plant has been deemed "Seven to Save" by the Preservation League of New York State.  
The Yonkers Landmarks Board recommended local landmarks designation to the City Council.  In 2005, 
although the Council did not adopt the designation it did adopt the Alexander Street Master Plan, which called 
for the adaptive reuse of the Glenwood Power Plant.  If the Glenwood Power Plant can be used it would be a 
public policy benefit to keep the building intact.  If there would be enough income generated to do minor 
reinforcement of the facade, which as we understand is not structurally damaged, then it would be a good idea 
to site this project at the Glenwood Power Plant.  There is no policy benefit to using this building or area if the 
building is not preserved.  Currently the Glenwood Power Plant does not have a tenant and is immediately 
available for reconstruction.  The Glenwood Power Plant's area is 2.03 acres.  The building stands 10 stories 
high.  The building could be decked to meet the needs of TDI's project.  There is an area on its south side that 
could be filled to add additional area.  If this were necessary the additional benefit is that Alexander Street 
could be extended, as per the Alexander Street Master Plan and GEIS, which you need to do to access that area.  
The possibility for a limited access free standing building off this land should also be considered. 

Proposed Action Also any and all co-generation ideas should be considered with the Westchester County Water Treatment 
Plant or the American Sugar Refinery with potential steam creation.  These industrial users in Yonkers, 
and perhaps other users, would be interested in receiving some of the transformed energy.  Please 
examine the possibility for local access to less expensive energy, particularly within the downtown area 
near the proposed site.  It has yet to be shown Yonkers would benefit from the electricity or steam 
created.  Lots that should also be considered are on the south side of the American Sugar Refinery.  East 
of Ludlow 6.15-16 —2.33 acres, 6.15-30 — 1.69 acres 
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Letter from Jurgen 
Wekerle, Chair, Sierra 
Club Sterling Forest 
Highlands Committee, 
Non-Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 

Proposed Action The Project development appears to be dependent not on current or projected market conditions, but 
rather on Federal loan guarantees of at least $1.52 billion pursuant to provisions of the Energy Policy Act 
of 2005 (EPAct), and pursuant to the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (the Recovery 
Act, better known as the Federal Economic Stimulus Package).  Those Federal subsidies would 
underwrite at least 80 percent of the Project's cost.  Additionally, the Project would be eligible for a 
plethora of other Federal, state, and local subsidies and business incentives such as state and county 
Industrial Development Agency sales tax exemption, property tax abatement, IRS accelerated and bonus 
depreciation allowances, job creation credits, and brown field redevelopment grants.  It is possible that 
the collective public subsidy could equal or even exceed the total cost of the Project, all of which must 
be detailed in the EIS. 

Proposed Action Remarkably, the Project seeks to enter an energy market that already has an oversupply of electricity at a 
time of contracting economic activity and in a business climate fostering energy efficiency and 
conservation initiatives that collectively are reducing the demand for existing supply. 

Proposed Action Before the specifics of the Project are even considered, the EIS must establish the need for such a new 
source of long-distance power supply to the NY Metro region.  NEPA requires a declaration of public 
need and the taking of a "HARD LOOK" at new proposals and at a full range of alternatives and 
strategies that could also satisfy the Project's stated purpose. 

Proposed Action New York State regulations require an evaluation of impacts on the use and conservation of energy 
including a demonstration that the Project will satisfy generating capacity and other electric system 
needs in a manner consistent with the state energy plan. 

Proposed Action Further, any proposal should serve the transmission/distribution requirements of the power grid which 
serves the entire state.  New York power producers will effectively be excluded from use of the cable 
which will not modernize the existing state transmission infrastructure. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the total consumption patterns within the state and the capacity of all supply 
sources, especially those that are within the NY Metro region including the following: the installation of 
the Cross Sound cable from New Haven, CT, to Shoreham, Long Island;  the installation of the Neptune 
cable from Sayreville, NJ, to Levittown, Long Island; and, the implementation of the state energy plan 
which promotes efficiency, conservation, improved building codes, and decentralized solar and wind net-
metering applications. 
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Letter from Jurgen 
Wekerle, Chair, Sierra 
Club Sterling Forest 
Highlands Committee, 
Non-Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the supply projects that are nearing approval and construction such as  the Cross-
Hudson cable from Ridgefield, NJ, to the 49th Street substation in Manhattan which will link Con Ed 
with the existing NJ PSE&G/PJM power systems in place west of the Hudson River;  the Transco Gas 
pipeline extension through North Jersey to lower Manhattan; the 1,000-MW Cricket Valley Power Plant 
in the Town of Dover, Dutchess County, that will connect directly to the Con Ed transmission line to the 
Bronx; the 630-MW Competitive Power Ventures Power Plant in the Town of Wawayanda, Orange 
County, that will connect directly to the Marcy-South power line; and, the 63-MW hydro projects to be 
generated from existing New York City reservoir spillways in the Catskill Mountains that will connect 
directly to the Marcy-South power line. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the impacts of the full range of alternatives that would obviate the stated purpose 
and need for the Project.  The EIS must evaluate competing proposals/ technologies, efficiency and 
conservation initiatives, changing development/construction trends, and changing 
economic/consumption conditions. 

Proposed Action The EIS must consider the example of efficiency represented by the Lovett power plant that 
demonstrates the importance of the NYS priority to modernize the local grid/distribution system. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the full range of Demand-Side-Management (DSM) strategies and technologies 
ranging from dynamic time-of-day pricing to various digital metering systems within a home that 
regulate appliance on and off cycles and sequential use, to grid-based, systemwide controls.  The radio-
controlled thermostats for cooling systems in large buildings that were activated by Con Ed to reduce 
NYC peak load during the July 2010 heat wave is a good example of a relatively low-tech, low-cost 
solution. 

Proposed Action The EIS must include the findings of the January 9, 2008, DOE report which shows that implementing 
the systemwide technology of digital time-of-day temperature and price metering could reduce peak 
electric loads by up to 15 percent a year and thus save more than $70 billion no longer needed to build 
new power facilities such as the proposed Champlain Hudson Power Express Project.  Such a strategy 
would simultaneously remedy pollution, climate change emissions, supply concerns, and reduce 
consumer expenses. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the unused, available reserve capacity of all power plants supplying the NY 
Metro region.  For example, the Bow Line power plant on the Hudson River is producing minimum 
power due to low demand and high costs.  However, Bow Line can quickly generate its maximum 
capacity if needed at peak load times. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the New York City regulations that require the ability to produce 80 percent of 
peak load from generating facilities within the city. 
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Letter from Jurgen 
Wekerle, Chair, Sierra 
Club Sterling Forest 
Highlands Committee, 
Non-Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate all of the alternate supply, efficiency, and conservation programs conducted by 
the NYS Energy Research and Development Authority (NYSERDA) which make the Project 
unnecessary. 

Proposed Action The EIS must examine the impact on reduced power consumption due to state and local improved 
building construction codes and code enforcement. 

Proposed Action The EIS must examine the impact of the Recovery Act's funding weatherization and other energy-
efficient programs designed to reduce and conserve energy which conflict with the Project's application 
for funding from the same Federal economic stimulus source to increase energy consumption. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the impact of all the solar energy products which are replacing traditional electric 
generation use and which also reduces the need for new transmission facilities. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the impact of decentralized, land-based, and offshore wind power which is close 
to points of consumption, and which uses existing transmission/distribution infrastructure. 

Proposed Action The greatest gain in energy supply in recent years has been through the development of "negawatts," the 
freeing up of existing power through reduced consumption supported by the State energy plan.  The EIS 
must consider those cost-effective outcomes in its full range of alternatives which support the "no action" 
or "no build" option, and which could demonstrate the Project to be unnecessary. 

Proposed Action One half of the original Project proposal, the 1,000-MW cable to Bridgeport, CT, intended to supply the 
New England ISO, was aborted at the last moment due to the lack of need for that power.  The EIS must 
examine the circumstances that caused the Project reduction and determine if those circumstances and 
lack of need also apply to the New York State portion of the Project. 

Proposed Action The EIS, therefore, must consider in an equally thorough manner, all components as a single conjoined 
enterprise.  Further, the EIS must examine how the Project will interface with the regional, transmission 
grid serving the entire state. 

Proposed Action Since the funding streams for each component might be segregated for accounting purposes, and since 
each component supports the total funding required to develop the enterprise in common, the EIS should 
evaluate the cumulative impacts of both transmission and generating components as two steps of the 
same action, not as disconnected, unrelated actions. 

Proposed Action The EIS should evaluate the feasibility of all funding from all public and private sources, and detail how 
American Recovery Act subsidies will support construction of the underlying generation facilities in 
Canada, and how those facilities will compete with generating facilities in New York State. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the delivery potential of all power from all sources and from all locations for 
cumulative environmental impact reasons, and for Recovery Act subsidy eligibility reasons. 
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Letter from Jurgen 
Wekerle, Chair, Sierra 
Club Sterling Forest 
Highlands Committee, 
Non-Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 (continued) 

Affected Environment Dams at Churchill Falls are yet to be built, and forests are yet to be cut down and flooded.  What effect 
will the loss of forests and habitat have on the wildlife to be displaced, and on a net increase of 
greenhouse gases?  What is the chance that methane and other climate-changing chemicals will be 
introduced into the atmosphere as a result of the proposed flooding? 

Proposed Action What effect on energy reliability would impoundment-generated power have during high heat, summer 
drought conditions causing high rates of evaporation and low water flow at the same time New York 
consumer demand for electricity is the highest? 

Proposed Action The EIS must detail the sources and quality of the hydro power that is promised by the Project and 
evaluate whether or not those Canadian sources are really renewable and eco-friendly, both from an 
environmental perspective and as a precondition for Federal Recovery Act funding. 

Proposed Action Most troubling is the Project design that blocks cable access to competing US/NYS power merchants 
who are prevented from using the cable to transport electricity generated and distributed within the state.  
Likewise, state producers are denied the ability to transport and sell NYS-generated power via the cable 
into the Canadian market.  The Project effectively is a one-way monopoly that channels trade- protected 
Canadian power into the high-use but already well-supplied NY Metro market at a disadvantage to NYS 
merchants. 

Proposed Action The unfair trade advantage given to Canadian power producers by the Project design also is in conflict 
with DOE policy that requires cross-border trade in electric energy between Canada and the USA to 
follow the same comparable open access and non-discrimination principles that apply to interstate 
electric transmission within the USA. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the anti-competitive, monopoly aspects of the Project as they relate to DOE open 
access and non-discrimination trade policies, and to the related funding requirements of the Recovery 
Act.  Further, the EIS must reconcile the policy contradictions and financial absurdity of Recovery Act 
funding that will promote competition with the existing grid rather than assist to upgrade that grid; that 
will give an advantage to imported "renewable" energy at the expense of domestically produced 
renewables; and, that will underwrite a very expensive transmission cable that NYS energy producers 
cannot use. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the total cost of the Project, the total cost of the tandem generating project upon 
which it depends, and the total public subsidies for which both projects are eligible.  The EIS should 
consider the impact that the failure of either project would have on the other. 

Proposed Action Further, the EIS must detail how subsidies awarded to this Project will absorb available finite public 
resources that will displace or delay renewable energy priorities of NYISO and job creation in 
solar/wind/smart grid programs promoted by the state energy plan. 
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Letter from Jurgen 
Wekerle, Chair, Sierra 
Club Sterling Forest 
Highlands Committee, 
Non-Governmental 
Organization, August 
2, 2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the effect of the economic recession on energy trends and on the transformation 
of industry and lifestyles that need less, rather than more, energy. 

Proposed Action With a protracted economic downturn in place, the EIS should add a "negative growth action alternative" 
as a companion scenario to that of the standard "no action" alternative.  Such a scenario would address 
practical responses requiring systemwide adjustments to an economy having excess capacity and under-
utilization of power in general. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the risk of financial default requiring a U.S. Government financial rescue.  Is the 
Project cost-effective and viable at all in today's market?  Will revenue be sufficient and sustainable to 
cover debt service and operating expenses without additional public subsidies?  If the Project is sound 
and such a smart plan, why do the investors need government guaranteed funds at all?  What risk and 
exposure would the investors have in the event of default and bankruptcy? 

Purpose and Need This presentation (the proposed project) is a classic example of segmentation, and that is something that 
the whole NEPA and the Article 7 process should acknowledge and should be a little bit more careful in 
terms of the source of the electricity and the end-users of that electricity.  The project takes no 
responsibility for the supply, reliability, for the need, or for the end-use of that electricity. 

Socioeconomics It is the cumulative environmental, social, economic, and public cost impacts that will both drive this 
project and will be driven by this project that must be examined by the EIS, not just the construction 
aspects in isolation of the total picture. 

Proposed Action The EIS must evaluate the applicant’s own New England Project, the Maine Express. 

Proposed Action The EIS must describe the role of eminent domain in acquiring the properties for these routes.   

Proposed Action The EIS must document those deposits (buried pollutants) and also evaluate the consequences of 
riverbed channeling, especially in the active, dynamic tidal river as is the Hudson. 

Letter from George 
Klein, Chairman, 
Sierra Club Lower 
Hudson Group, Non-
Governmental 
Agency, August 2, 
2010 

Proposed Action The Champlain Hudson Power Express project would encourage perpetuation of reliance on an 
antiquated type of energy production and consumption, instead of encouraging domestic renewable 
energy sources, which we urgently need to combat climate change.  If the Champlain Hudson Power 
Express project were simply not to be built, and demand continued to grow, there would be more relative 
demand for renewable energy.  For renewable energy to succeed, it needs more demand, more markets, 
and lowering of costs that come with increasing scale, as soon as possible.  Therefore, the public interest 
would be better served if Champlain Hudson Power Express were not built, and we regard this as worthy 
of inclusion in the scoping. 
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Letter from George 
Klein, Chairman, 
Sierra Club Lower 
Hudson Group, Non-
Governmental 
Agency, August 2, 
2010 (continued) 

Proposed Action The Champlain Hudson Power Express project would encourage construction of dam-powered 
hydropower, which raises serious environmental justice issues in Quebec.  This type of power is not 
defined as a renewable energy source for the purposes of New York State's Renewable Energy Portfolio 
(free-flowing river water is defined as renewable).  These two points we regard as worthy of inclusion in 
the scoping. 

Proposed Action From an economic perspective, purchasing of energy from outside New York State is bad for the state's 
balance of payments, as well as our national balance of payments.  The public interest would not be 
served by the project from this perspective, and we ask that this be considered in the scoping. 

Letter from Doris 
Delaney, on behalf of 
PROTECT, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, undated 

Socioeconomics It will limit production of power in this nation for our own consumption in part because the availability 
of imported power removes the sense of urgency for development of power here that is environmentally 
acceptable, for which we take responsibility for its development, construction and full range of impacts 
including socioeconomic impacts. 

Proposed Action Impacts upon the Canadian environment and the social and economic impacts upon native people 
affected by hydropower development in Canada are severe and must not be ignored by the United States. 

Proposed Action It is important to note that while this power is supposedly from Labrador, in fact, it is part of the pool of 
power in which Hydro-Quebec is involved, a pool that is supplied by ever-increasing damming and 
diking and flooding of rivers and wilderness areas in Quebec, almost exclusively on native lands.  The 
relationship between the Labrador facility and Hydro-Quebec’s overall development plans needs close 
examination.  The United States should not be Hydro-Quebec’s partner in their Plan du Norde. 

Proposed Action The profits will be in Canada.  How will the United States re-coup fiscal damages in the event of a 
disaster? 

Water Resources The proposed cable itself is also of enormous concern and we ask that you consider the serious threat to 
water supplies should some accident or engineering flaw result in leaks or breaks in that line. 

Proposed Action It will limit efforts to constrain the disproportional consumption of electricity in the United States 
because, in part, the environmental impacts involved are far out of sight and mind, suffered only by 
distant and often native people whose concerns are not of concern to U.S. consumers.  This power will 
support the illusion that electricity is an unlimited resource and can be used and wasted without concern. 

Proposed Action Proponents of this facility must be held accountable by NEPA for considering and discussing openly 
every possible contingency, every possible problem that the line could cause, and every detailed plan to 
immediately repair damages and prevent contamination of the environment through which the line 
passes. 

Proposed Action Our major waterways must not be used for the experimentation this project represents. 
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Letter from Doris 
Delaney, on behalf of 
PROTECT, Non-
Governmental 
Organization, undated 
(continued) 

Proposed Action There is an alternative to this line and that alternative is sensible and easily applicable energy efficiency, 
from which experts such as Rocky Mountain Institute estimate we could obtain another 60% or more of 
the power available to us today. 

Proposed Action PROTECT urges you to seriously and comprehensively consider alternatives to this proposed 
transmission line. 



 

 

 




