
 
 
 

 
“It is the mission of the Tug & Barge Committee to promote and represent the interests of tug boat 
operators and harbor carriers in local issues relevant to the tug and barge industry in the New York/New 
Jersey Port area and approaches” 
 
 

  
 

THE MARITIME ASSOCIATION 
OF THE 

PORT OF NEW YORK/NEW JERSEY  
Tug & Barge Committee 

 
 

 

 
 

 
   

NAN-2009-01089-EYA 
October 23, 2013 

 
Dear: 
  
I am writing on behalf of the Tug & Barge Committee (TBC) of the Maritime 
Association of the Port of New York and New Jersey to strongly request that the 
Champlain Hudson Power Express (CHPE) cable route application as proposed in the 
Hudson River be denied.  
 
“the Applicants recognize that there is significant waterborne commerce on the Hudson 
River, with the majority of the cargo originating from the Ports of New York and New 
Jersey.”1 

The Maritime Industry feel that vessel safety has been dismissed in this process and that 
safe navigation will be compromised. A vast and powerful river, the Hudson has long 
been a vital piece in our nations Marine Transportation System (MTS) serving New York 
State and our Nation connecting cities/ports world-wide with numerous ports along the 
Hudson including the State Capital Port Albany 

STATE POLICY 3 

“T h e installation and operation of the transmission cables may affect navigation or 
future dredging activities which may, in turn, affect the operation of port facilities in New 
York City and Albany. However, the applicant has consulted with appropriate port 
facility operators and agreed to site the project in a manner that would not hamper or 
interfere with port activities.”2 

                                                
1 HDR Letter October 18, 2010, Sean Murphy 
2 NYSDOS Letter June 8, 2011, Signed by Daniel E. Shapiro, First Deputy Secretary of 
State 
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“It is the mission of the Tug & Barge Committee to promote and represent the interests of tug boat 
operators and harbor carriers in local issues relevant to the tug and barge industry in the New York/New 
Jersey Port area and approaches” 
 
 

The mission of Harbor Safety, Navigation and Operations Committee of the Port of New 
York and New Jersey is: “To develop non-regulatory solutions to operational challenges 
in the Port of New York and New Jersey.” The Energy Sub-Committee has worked 
closely with numerous Alternative/Conventional Energy proposals to develop workable 
sensible proposals and met with the CHPE consultants on March 16, 2011 to discuss 
cable routing. At that meeting the Energy Sub-Committee raised several concerns 
regarding the proposed cable route and installation. The consultant informed the Energy 
Sub-Committee that they were negotiating with the New York State Department of 
Conservation (DEC) to route the cable outside the channel in shallow water and that the 
route would not be the same as presented; however, the recently approved New York 
State DEC proposed CHPE route is very similar though not identical to the first proposal 
and therefore the Applicant has met but NOT consulted with the appropriate port facility 
operators. 

STATE POLICY 2 

“Should the bi-pole occupy any federally maintained navigation channels it will be buried 
at least 15 feet below the authorized depth in a single trench within those channels. In this 
matter, the siting of the cable at these depths will minimize conflicts with water based 
navigation by substantially avoiding anchor strikes and potential future navigational 
improvements.”3 

Anchors vary is size and use but regardless have long been a staple of the shipping 
industry performing many functions for vessels including anchoring, docking, and 
emergencies and while docks and anchorages are predictable, emergencies are not. The 
Hudson River varies in channel width and depths is primarily rock and can narrow to 400 
feet in width. The primary tool to mitigate non-controllable factors is the anchor. Non- 
controllable external factors include diminishing visibility (fog, snow, and 
thunderstorms), Ice, or other vessels or internal casualty factors (loss of engines or 
steering). As non-controllable factors can occur anytime and anywhere in any navigable 
channel, anchoring must be a primary factor in considering proposals in navigational 
waters that may impact anchoring. 

Risk of fouling an anchor on a cable has many impacts to include but not limited to loss 
of assets, supply chain schedules, asset/human casualties, and/or environmental damage. 
Vessels transiting the River trade in various liquid products including Albany exports of 
crude oil and ethanol. 
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“It is the mission of the Tug & Barge Committee to promote and represent the interests of tug boat 
operators and harbor carriers in local issues relevant to the tug and barge industry in the New York/New 
Jersey Port area and approaches” 
 
 

“Another condition requires that the applicant verify the transmission cables' burial depth 
on a periodic basis so that they do not become a hazard to navigation or marine 
resources.”4 

The Energy Sub Committee and the Tug and Barge Committee have serious concerns 
with the proposed cable routing and burial depths for this project and strongly object to 
burial depths as proposed.  Burial depths should be analyzed, verified, and certified by 
the applicant and MUST be for ALL navigational channels maintained or not maintained. 

New York is our home. Over 31,000 New York City residents earn their livelihood in the 
maritime industry. Because we recognize the importance of balancing the working 
waterfront activities we support environmental stewardship balanced with economic 
growth and welcome the opportunity to partner with DEC, FERC, and USACE to create a 
sensible to approach to cable routes. 

I wish to thank you in advance for your considerations to our needs and if you have any 
questions or concerns please feel fee to email me at safemariner@me.com 

 
 
  
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 
 
CAPT Eric Johansson, Executive Director 
Tug and Barge Committee Port of New York/New Jersey 
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“It is the mission of the Tug & Barge Committee to promote and represent the interests of tug boat 
operators and harbor carriers in local issues relevant to the tug and barge industry in the New York/New 
Jersey Port area and approaches” 
 
 

  
 

THE MARITIME ASSOCIATION 
OF THE 

PORT OF NEW YORK/NEW JERSEY  
Tug & Barge Committee 

 
 

 

 
 

 
   

NAN-2009-01089-EYA 
December 11, 2013 

 
To Whom It May Concern: 
  
I am writing on behalf of the Tug & Barge Committee (TBC) of the Maritime 
Association of the Port of New York and New Jersey to strongly request that the 
Champlain Hudson Power Express (CHPE) cable route application as proposed in the 
Hudson River be denied.  
 
“the Applicants recognize that there is significant waterborne commerce on the Hudson 
River, with the majority of the cargo originating from the Ports of New York and New 
Jersey.”1 

The Maritime Industry feel that vessel safety has been dismissed in this process and that 
safe navigation will be compromised. A vast and powerful river, the Hudson has long 
been a vital piece in our nations Marine Transportation System (MTS) serving New York 
State and our Nation connecting cities/ports world-wide with numerous ports along the 
Hudson including the State Capital Port Albany 

STATE POLICY 3 

“T h e installation and operation of the transmission cables may affect navigation or 
future dredging activities which may, in turn, affect the operation of port facilities in New 
York City and Albany. However, the applicant has consulted with appropriate port 
facility operators and agreed to site the project in a manner that would not hamper or 
interfere with port activities.”2 

                                                
1 HDR Letter October 18, 2010, Sean Murphy 
2 NYSDOS Letter June 8, 2011, Signed by Daniel E. Shapiro, First Deputy Secretary of 
State 
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“It is the mission of the Tug & Barge Committee to promote and represent the interests of tug boat 
operators and harbor carriers in local issues relevant to the tug and barge industry in the New York/New 
Jersey Port area and approaches” 
 
 

The mission of Harbor Safety, Navigation and Operations Committee of the Port of New 
York and New Jersey is: “To develop non-regulatory solutions to operational challenges 
in the Port of New York and New Jersey.” The Energy Sub-Committee has worked 
closely with numerous Alternative/Conventional Energy proposals to develop workable 
sensible proposals and met with the CHPE consultants on March 16, 2011 to discuss 
cable routing. At that meeting the Energy Sub-Committee raised several concerns 
regarding the proposed cable route and installation. The consultant informed the Energy 
Sub-Committee that they were negotiating with the New York State Department of 
Conservation (DEC) to route the cable outside the channel in shallow water and that the 
route would not be the same as presented; however, the recently approved New York 
State DEC proposed CHPE route is very similar though not identical to the first proposal 
and therefore the Applicant has met but NOT consulted with the appropriate port facility 
operators. 

STATE POLICY 2 

“Should the bi-pole occupy any federally maintained navigation channels it will be buried 
at least 15 feet below the authorized depth in a single trench within those channels. In this 
matter, the siting of the cable at these depths will minimize conflicts with water based 
navigation by substantially avoiding anchor strikes and potential future navigational 
improvements.”3 

Anchors vary is size and use but regardless have long been a staple of the shipping 
industry performing many functions for vessels including anchoring, docking, and 
emergencies and while docks and anchorages are predictable, emergencies are not. The 
Hudson River varies in channel width and depths is primarily rock and can narrow to 400 
feet in width. The primary tool to mitigate non-controllable factors is the anchor. Non- 
controllable external factors include diminishing visibility (fog, snow, and 
thunderstorms), Ice, or other vessels or internal casualty factors (loss of engines or 
steering). As non-controllable factors can occur anytime and anywhere in any navigable 
channel, anchoring must be a primary factor in considering proposals in navigational 
waters that may impact anchoring. 

Risk of fouling an anchor on a cable has many impacts to include but not limited to loss 
of assets, supply chain schedules, asset/human casualties, and/or environmental damage. 
Vessels transiting the River trade in various liquid products including Albany exports of 
crude oil and ethanol. 
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“It is the mission of the Tug & Barge Committee to promote and represent the interests of tug boat 
operators and harbor carriers in local issues relevant to the tug and barge industry in the New York/New 
Jersey Port area and approaches” 
 
 

“Another condition requires that the applicant verify the transmission cables' burial depth 
on a periodic basis so that they do not become a hazard to navigation or marine 
resources.”4 

The Energy Sub Committee and the Tug and Barge Committee have serious concerns 
with the proposed cable routing and burial depths for this project and strongly object to 
burial depths as proposed.  Burial depths should be analyzed, verified, and certified by 
the applicant and MUST be for ALL navigational channels maintained or not maintained. 

New York is our home. Over 31,000 New York City residents earn their livelihood in the 
maritime industry. Because we recognize the importance of balancing the working 
waterfront activities we support environmental stewardship balanced with economic 
growth and welcome the opportunity to partner with DEC, FERC, and USACE to create a 
sensible to approach to cable routes. 

I wish to thank you in advance for your considerations to our needs and if you have any 
questions or concerns please feel fee to email me at safemariner@me.com 

 
 
  
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 
 
CAPT Eric Johansson, Executive Director 
Tug and Barge Committee Port of New York/New Jersey 
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THE MARITIME ASSOCIATION 
OF THE 

PORT OF NEW YORK/NEW JERSEY  
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
   

NAN-2009-01089-EYA 
December 12, 2013 

 
  
I am writing on behalf of the Maritime Association of the Port of New York and New 
Jersey to strongly request that the Champlain Hudson Power Express (CHPE) cable route 
application as proposed in the Hudson River be denied.  
 
“the Applicants recognize that there is significant waterborne commerce on the Hudson 
River, with the majority of the cargo originating from the Ports of New York and New 
Jersey.”1 

The Maritime Industry feels that vessel safety has been dismissed in this process and that 
safe navigation will be compromised. A vast and powerful river, the Hudson has long 
been a vital piece in our nations Marine Transportation System (MTS) serving New York 
State and our Nation connecting cities/ports world-wide with numerous ports along the 
Hudson including the State Capital Port Albany 

STATE POLICY 3 

“T he installation and operation of the transmission cables may affect navigation or future 
dredging activities which may, in turn, affect the operation of port facilities in New York 
City and Albany. However, the applicant has consulted with appropriate port facility 
operators and agreed to site the project in a manner that would not hamper or interfere 
with port activities.”2 

The mission of our Harbor Safety, Navigation and Operations Committee of the Port of 
New York and New Jersey is: “To develop non-regulatory solutions to operational 
challenges in the Port of New York and New Jersey.” Our Energy Sub-Committee has 
worked closely with numerous Alternative/Conventional Energy proposals to develop 
workable sensible proposals and met with the CHPE consultants on March 16, 2011 to 

                                                 
1 HDR Letter October 18, 2010, Sean Murphy 
2 NYSDOS Letter June 8, 2011, Signed by Daniel E. Shapiro, First Deputy Secretary of 
State 
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discuss cable routing. At that meeting the Energy Sub-Committee raised several concerns 
regarding the proposed cable route and installation. The consultant informed the Energy 
Sub-Committee that they were negotiating with the New York State Department of 
Conservation (DEC) to route the cable outside the channel in shallow water and that the 
route would not be the same as presented; however, the recently approved New York 
State DEC proposed CHPE route is very similar though not identical to the first proposal 
and therefore the Applicant has met but NOT consulted with the appropriate port facility 
operators. 

STATE POLICY 2 

“Should the bi-pole occupy any federally maintained navigation channels it will be buried 
at least 15 feet below the authorized depth in a single trench within those channels. In this 
matter, the siting of the cable at these depths will minimize conflicts with water based 
navigation by substantially avoiding anchor strikes and potential future navigational 
improvements.”3 

Anchors vary is size and use but regardless have long been a staple of the shipping 
industry performing many functions for vessels including anchoring, docking, and 
emergencies and while docks and anchorages are predictable, emergencies are not. The 
Hudson River varies in channel width and depths is primarily rock and can narrow to 400 
feet in width. The primary tool to mitigate non-controllable factors is the anchor. Non- 
controllable external factors include diminishing visibility (fog, snow, and 
thunderstorms), Ice, or other vessels or internal casualty factors (loss of engines or 
steering). As non-controllable factors can occur anytime and anywhere in any navigable 
channel, anchoring must be a primary factor in considering proposals in navigational 
waters that may impact anchoring. 

Risk of fouling an anchor on a cable has many impacts to include but not limited to loss 
of assets, supply chain schedules, asset/human casualties, and/or environmental damage. 
Vessels transiting the River trade in various liquid products including Albany exports of 
crude oil and ethanol. 

“Another condition requires that the applicant verify the transmission cables' burial depth 
on a periodic basis so that they do not become a hazard to navigation or marine 
resources.”4 

Our Energy Sub Committee and Tug and Barge Committee have serious concerns with 
the proposed cable routing and burial depths for this project and strongly object to burial 
depths as proposed.  Burial depths should be analyzed, verified, and certified by the 
applicant and MUST be for ALL navigational channels maintained or not maintained. 

New York is our home. Over 31,000 New York City residents earn their livelihood in the 
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maritime industry. Because we recognize the importance of balancing the working 
waterfront activities we support environmental stewardship balanced with economic 
growth and welcome the opportunity to partner with DEC, FERC, and USACE to create a 
sensible to approach to cable routes. 

I wish to thank you in advance for your considerations to our needs and if you have any 
questions or concerns please feel fee to email me at themaritimeassoc@erols.com. 

 
 
  
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Edward J. Kelly 
Executive Director 
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January 15, 2014 
 
Mr. Brian Mills 
National Environmental Policy Acct Document Manager 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability 
U.S. Department of Energy 
Washington, D.C. 20585 
Brian.Mills@hq.doe.gov  
 
Dear Mr. Mills, 
 
 The Lake Champlain Committee (LCC) has reviewed the Lake Champlain portion 
of the Draft Champlain Hudson Power Express Transmission Line Project Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS).  LCC is a bi-state environmental organization working for a 
healthy, accessible lake since 1963.  
 
 During the scoping phase of the EIS, the Lake Champlain Committee made some 
recommendations of alternatives to be addressed. Of these alternatives, the EIS adequately 
explained why alternative routes (S.7.1) and aggressive energy efficiency and conservation 
measures (S.7.2) were not considered. However, the EIS does not offer an explanation of 
why diversified generation as an alternative means of meeting the New York City areas 
energy needs was not considered. We feel this is a weakness in the present document and 
should have been addressed.  
 
 We appreciate the tremendous effort the DOE has put into this EIS and the 
opportunity to comment.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Mike Winslow 
Lake Champlain Committee Staff Scientist 
 
cc: Lori Fisher, LCC Executive Director 

Lake Champlain Committee ~ 208 Flynn Avenue ~ Building 3 Studio 3F ~ Burlington, VT  05401 
802-658-1414 ~ lcc@lakechamplaincommittee.org ~ www.lakechamplaincommittee.org 

 

mailto:Brian.Mills@hq.doe.gov
http://www.lakechamplaincommittee.org/about-lcc/
mailto:lcc@lakechamplaincommittee.org
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January 15, 2014 

VIA E-MAIL 
Mr. Brian Mills 
Senior Planning Advisor 
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability (OE-20)  
U.S. Department of Energy 
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.  
Washington, DC 20585 
Brian.Mills@hq.doe.gov 
 

RE: DOE/EIS-0447 

Dear Mr. Mills: 

Please accept these joint comments on the Champlain Hudson Power Express Transmission Line 
Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“DEIS”) on behalf of Scenic Hudson, Inc. 
(“Scenic Hudson”) and Riverkeeper, Inc. (“Riverkeeper”). 

Scenic Hudson works to protect and restore the Hudson River as an irreplaceable national 
treasure and a vital resource for residents and visitors.  Scenic Hudson combines land 
acquisition, support for agriculture, citizen-based advocacy and sophisticated planning tools to 
create environmentally healthy communities, champion smart economic growth, open up 
riverfronts to the public and preserve the valley’s inspiring beauty and natural resources. 

Riverkeeper is a member supported watchdog organization dedicated to defending the Hudson 
River and its tributaries and protecting the drinking water supply of nine million New York City 
and Hudson Valley residents. 
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Scenic Hudson and Riverkeeper Intervention in PSC Process 

Scenic Hudson and Riverkeeper intervened in the New York State Public Service Commission 
(“NYSPSC”) Article VII transmission siting proceeding for this project in 2010 with serious 
concerns about the impacts of installing a cable within the sensitive Hudson River estuary.  
However, after achieving significant improvements to the route through nearly two years of 
settlement negotiations and the commissioning of an expert report by ESS Group detailing 
potential environmental impacts of the project, we concluded that the impacts to the estuary 
would be minimal and were outweighed by the benefits of the project if certain conditions were 
met. 

Environmental Impacts 

River 

As a result of the long negotiation process, the project route was changed to avoid especially 
sensitive habitat areas in the Hudson River, including Haverstraw Bay.  The route avoids directly 
transiting twelve of the seventeen Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitats in the estuary.  

In areas where the line will be transiting through the Hudson River, “exclusion zones” of 
particularly sensitive areas where cable installation will be avoided have been delineated by the 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (“NYSDEC”). To avoid potential 
impacts of heat emanating from the transmission cables and the limited magnetic field produced, 
particularly on sensitive migratory species, the cables would be buried to the maximum depth 
achievable, which is expected to be at least six feet below the sediment-water interface, except in 
limited areas of bedrock or debris where the cable may have to be covered by concrete matting. 
Further, the bi-pole will be buried in a single trench, with the cables installed vertically on top of 
one another, which results in the magnetic field from each pole essentially cancelling the other 
out, minimizing any magnetic field to the greatest possible extent.  Underwater cable installation 
activities would be limited to certain times of the year to avoid life-cycle or migratory impacts to 
Atlantic sturgeon, American shad, winter flounder, striped bass and other anadromous fish 
populations as well as resident species such as shortnose sturgeon using the affected areas. These 
“exclusion zones”, increased burial depth and construction windows will avoid or minimize 
impact to sensitive aquatic species. 

There will be continuous monitoring of suspended sediments, turbidity and water quality during 
cable installation, and mitigation strategies will be implemented. There will also be pre and post 
installation benthic and sediment monitoring, bathymetry, temperature and magnetic field 
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studies, and pre and post installation sturgeon tracking studies, all of which will work to ensure 
that construction is not impacting water quality and aquatic species.  

In addition, a substantial Environmental Trust Fund to benefit the habitats and ecosystems of 
Lake Champlain and the Hudson River will be established. A number of priority studies and 
projects that will minimize, mitigate, study and/or compensate for the short-term adverse aquatic 
impacts and potential long-term aquatic impacts and risks to these water bodies from 
construction and operation of the project have been developed. These projects include Hudson 
River fish habitat studies, restoration of spawning and refuge habitat for migratory and resident 
fish in the Hudson River, habitat restoration in the Bronx Kill, oyster bed development and 
restoration, contaminated sediment modeling in the upper Hudson and New York Harbor, and 
many others. Additional projects will be proposed and implemented over the life of the Trust, 
expected to be at least 35 years, and a third-party foundation will administer the Trust. This 
funding will significantly benefit the water bodies potentially impacted by the project. 

The project’s converter station, originally slated to be constructed in a location on the Yonkers 
waterfront currently experiencing a renaissance, has been relocated to an industrial area in 
Queens, where the converter station would be more consistent with the character of surrounding 
land uses. In addition, by siting the converter station in close proximity to the terminus of the 
line at the Astoria substation, the need for the installation of a bundle of six alternating curren 
cables in the Hudson, Harlem and East Rivers from Yonkers to Queens is obviated  

Land 

While Scenic Hudson became involved in this project primarily due to concerns about the 
potential impacts to the Hudson River, we carefully evaluated the impacts of undergrounding the 
line on land before advocating for this option to avoid especially sensitive habitat, such as 
Haverstraw Bay.  

The vast majority of the 8 mile terrestrial route in Rockland County is within the railroad right-
of-way, with about .5 miles along Route 9W. There would be some temporary disturbances for a 
few days up to 2 weeks during construction, but no permanent impact to these previously 
disturbed areas. 

In the limited distance traversed under Stony Point Battlefield State Park, Hook Mountain State 
Park and Rockland Lake State Park, horizontal directional drilling (“HDD”) techniques will be 
used which allow installation of the transmission line without disturbing the surface of the parks. 
While construction equipment will be visible for a very limited time, this is a temporary impact. 
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As discussed above, there would be no electrical fields and small magnetic fields that dissipate 
very quickly with distance from the direct current line. Even directly over the line, the magnetic 
fields will not exceed regulatory standards. No health effects have been identified by any 
organization from this level of exposure. Overall, the impacts of the underground upland portion 
of this line will be temporary and small. 

Conclusion 

While Scenic Hudson and Riverkeeper approached this project in 2010 with deep concerns about 
its environmental impacts, through our own careful study, the expert report we commissioned, 
and significant changes to the project achieved by a negotiation process involving numerous 
stakeholders, Scenic Hudson believes that environmental impacts from this project will generally 
be temporary in nature and overall represent a negligible impact to the Hudson River. 

 

         Respectfully submitted, 

         /s/Hayley Carlock/ 
         Hayley Carlock, Esq. 
         Scenic Hudson, Inc. 
  
         /s/Phillip Musegaas/ 
         Phillip Musegaas, Esq. 
         Scenic Hudson, Inc. 
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The Tugboat, Towboat and Barge Industry Association 

 

 
January 15, 2014 
 
Mr. Jun Yan, P.E. 
Project Manager, Eastern Section Regulatory Branch 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 1937 
New York, NY 10278 

RE: Proposal to Construct the Champlain Hudson 
Power Express Transmission System (USACE 
Docket ID No. NAN-2009-01089-EYA)  

 
Dear Mr. Yan: 
 
The American Waterways Operators is the national trade association for the U.S. tugboat, 
towboat, and barge industry.  Our industry’s 4,000 tugboats and towboats and more than 
27,000 barges safely and efficiently move more than 800 million tons of cargo each year.  
This includes more than 80 percent of New England’s home heating oil, 60 percent of U.S. 
export grain, and significant petroleum products transported on the Hudson River.  We 
appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposal to construct the Champlain Hudson 
Power Express (CHPE) cable route transmission system.   
 
AWO approaches this construction proposal from the perspective of an organization that is 
committed to being a leader in marine safety, security, and environmental stewardship.  We 
are committed to working with government partners to advance these shared objectives.  
AWO’s Responsible Carrier Program, the safety management system with which all AWO 
members must comply as a condition of association membership, highlights AWO member 
commitment to continuous safety and environmental protection.  AWO is committed to the 
goal of zero harm from our industry’s operations – to human life, to the environment, and to 
property.  To realize this goal, AWO looks forward to working with the Corps to minimize 
risk to vessel operators on the Hudson River. 

 
The Hudson River navigation channel is, at certain points, only 400 feet wide.  The waterway 
accommodates a wide range of commercial and recreational users, making it essential that tug 
and barge operators retain the ability to conduct emergency maneuvers to avoid collisions, 
allisions, and groundings.  One critical emergency maneuver is the quick and unfettered 
deployment of an anchor or anchors, which can be used to slow or stop a tugboat and barge 
that has lost steering or propulsion capabilities, or that is headed toward a collision, allision, 
or grounding.  In addition, operators on the Hudson River must contend with weather 
conditions that include the quick onset of inclement weather and loss of visibility that requires 
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Army Corps of Engineers Docket ID No. NAN-2009-01089-EYA  
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Page 2 
 
vessel owners to deploy an anchor.  In all of these scenarios, deploying an anchor has long 
been a principal tool of safe maritime operations.   
 
The presence of an underwater cable would prevent vessels from deploying an anchor due to 
the risk that the anchor or cable could be damaged, both expensive and unsafe propositions for 
vessel owners.  Typically, underwater cables or pipelines run perpendicular to the navigation 
channel and present a minimal obstacle to anchoring.  By contrast, the CHPE cable will be 
placed in or near the middle of the Hudson River navigation channel for roughly sixty-seven 
miles.  This likely prevents the use of anchors on much of the congressionally authorized 
navigation channel between New York Harbor and Albany, depriving vessel operators of a 
principal tool of safe maritime operations.    

 
The towing industry understands that certain sections of the CHPE cable are proposed to be 
buried up to six feet deep.  However, a significant portion of the cable cannot be buried due to 
the bedrock that forms the bottom of the channel where the cable will be covered by concrete 
articulated mattresses.  Articulated mattresses themselves pose a serious risk of entangling and 
breaking an anchor.  Options in the Hudson River that would keep the cable out of the 
congressionally authorized navigation channel would present far fewer risks to safe navigation 
and would not impede future efforts to improve our maritime transportation system. 
 
In recent years, vessel traffic on the Hudson River has increased due to the growth of exports 
of petroleum and ethanol from Albany.  To facilitate increased traffic, it may become 
necessary to dredge the navigation channel to maintain or increase the channel’s depth. AWO 
is concerned that the current cable citing will make dredging operations impossible, limiting 
economic growth and safe, environmentally friendly transportation on the waterway.  The 
Hudson River is a major commercial artery and the Corps must not allow poor planning now 
to impede future navigation needs and economic growth.   
 
AWO strongly urges that the CHPE cable route application as proposed be denied 
because it will complicate the deployment of anchors, a principal tool of safe maritime 
operations.  In addition, the construction of the cable as planned would impede future 
efforts to improve our maritime transportation system and harm economic growth.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the permit application for the CHPE cable.  
AWO stands ready to work with the Corps to find an alternative solution that maintains safe 
navigation and facilitates economic growth.  AWO would be pleased to answer any questions 
or provide further information as the Corps sees fit.   

     Sincerely,  
  

 
 
John A. Harms 
 
CC:  Mr. Brian Mills, U.S. Department of Energy 




