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303-01:  DOE extended the Draft EIS comment period by an 
additional 30 days through January 15, 2014.  All comments 
received are addressed in the Final EIS (see EIS Section 1.7.3).   
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304-01:  See response to Comment 303-01. 
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305-01:  See response to Comment 810-08 for discussion 
addressing potential impacts on Stony Point. 
 
305-02:  The proposed CHPE Project location and boundaries 
have changed numerous times since the Applicant first applied 
for the Presidential permit in 2010 as a result of negotiations 
through the NYSPSC Article VII process that culminated with 
the issuance of the NYSPSC Certificate issued in April 2013.  
The maps currently in the Draft EIS represent the most up-to-
date project route for the CHPE project.  See response to 
Comment 121-03 regarding the siting of the transmission line at 
Waldron Cemetery and the Stony Point Battlefield Historic Site. 
 
305-03:  The proposed CHPE Project would not be expected to 
preclude redevelopment of Stony Point as stated in Section 
6.1.1.4 of the Final EIS.  The transmission line for the proposed 
CHPE Project would be sited in or along the edge of an existing 
railroad ROW.  Impacts as a result of this project would be 
negligible and temporary because they would be related to short-
term trenching and construction of the transmission line.  
Impacts also would be site-specific and would not interfere with 
efforts to rebuild Stony Point.   
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305-04:  A variety of routing options have been explored as a 
result of planning associated with the proposed CHPE Project as 
discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the EIS.  The proposed route is one 
that has been cooperatively worked and agreed on by more than 
30 different stakeholder groups and government agencies.  The 
current project location and route are the most practical for the 
proposed CHPE Project. 
 
305-05:  See response to Comment 303-01. 
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306-01:  The proposed CHPE Project would result in beneficial 
socioeconomic impacts, including short- and long-term job 
creation, electricity cost savings, and increased tax receipts and 
revenue.  Spending associated with construction (e.g., purchase 
of building materials, construction workers’ wages, and 
purchases of goods and services) would temporarily increase tax 
receipts and revenue, and the Applicant would pay fees to New 
York State agencies and municipalities for use of public lands 
and taxes to local municipalities on the project facilities that are 
taxable as real property.  The Applicant would use HDD 
techniques to install the transmission line without disturbing the 
surface in Rockland Lake State Park and Hook Mountain State 
Park, thus maintaining the visual integrity of the land (see 
Section 5.3.11 of the EIS). 
 
306-02:  Local power generation is not within the scope of this 
EIS. 
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401-01:  Sections S.8.10 and 2.6.10 of the EIS identify this 
information. 
 
401-02:  Sections S.8.10 and 2.6.10 of the EIS identify this 
information.   
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401-03:  Comment noted.  The Applicant continues to 
coordinate with the New York SHPO regarding installation of 
the proposed cooling station at MP 296 to determine measures 
that would reduce or eliminate potential impacts. 
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402-01:  Comment noted. 
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403-01:  Comment noted. 
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501-01:  Comment noted. 
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501-02: The Haverstraw Bay alignment, under which the 
transmission line would have continued in the Hudson River 
through Haverstraw Bay rather than transition to land at Stony 
Point and continue to Clarkstown, was initially proposed by the 
Applicant in its 2010 amended Presidential permit application, but 
was not included in the Joint Proposal or in the NYSPSC 
Certificate issued for the proposed CHPE Project (see response to 
Comment 105-02).  Therefore, this previously proposed component 
is not part of the proposed CHPE Project route as approved in the 
NYSPSC Certificate, and was not analyzed in the EIS.  There could 
be impacts resulting from installation of the proposed CHPE 
Project outside of Haverstraw Bay, which the transmission line 
would bypass on land.  Some of these non-significant impacts 
would include localized disruptions to river traffic, short-term 
decreased water quality, and sediment disturbance.  There is also 
potential for non-significant effects on individual aquatic species, 
including federally listed and state-listed species, which could 
result from habitat degradation/loss and exposure to noise/vibration 
and hazardous materials.   
501-03:  According to the NYSPSC Certificate, the Applicant 
would develop more detailed route plans that take into account site-
specific factors such as utility locations.  DOE has relied on route 
mapping prepared in support of the NYSPSC Article VII process to 
prepare this EIS (see Section 2.3.1 of the EIS).  DOE believes the 
maps and plans provided during the project development stage 
provide a suitable level of information to allow appropriate 
evaluation of the potential environmental impacts associated with 
the proposed CHPE Project. 
501-04:  The proposed CHPE Project would result in beneficial 
socioeconomic impacts, including short- and long-term job 
creation, electricity cost savings (see response to Comment 133-
09), and increased tax receipts and revenue.  Spending associated 
with construction (e.g., purchase of building materials, construction 
workers’ wages, and purchases of goods and services) would 
temporarily increase tax receipts and retail revenues, and the 
Applicant would pay fees to New York State agencies and 
municipalities for use of public lands and taxes to local 
municipalities for the project facilities that are taxable as real 
property. 
501-05:  See response to Comment 105-04. 
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501-06: The goal of the proposed CHPE Project is to provide 
1,000 megawatts (MW) of electricity to the New York City 
markets and to improve the stability of the electrical grid serving 
New York City.  According to modeling conducted by the 
NYSDPS, ratepayer benefits would average approximately $405 
million to $720 million per year. 
501-07:  As identified in Section 5.1.18 of the EIS, the proposed 
CHPE Project would call on specialized workers for direct and 
indirect jobs; however, most jobs would be direct, non-specialized, 
temporary jobs during the construction phase of the project, which 
is estimated to take approximately 4 years.  The number of jobs 
needed for construction would vary based on the part of the 
transmission line being constructed, with the average number of 
direct jobs being 300 at a time.  Direct construction jobs could peak 
at as much as 420 during some portions of construction.  There 
would also be indirect jobs generated throughout New York as a 
result of the proposed CHPE project.  The indirect jobs associated 
with this project would include persons providing vegetation 
maintenance services and utility contractors for potential 
emergency repairs.  As many as five permanent jobs per segment 
(as many as 21 in the New York City Metropolitan Area Segment) 
would be created as a result of this project as well.  These jobs 
would be primarily administrative in nature and would be required 
for the commercial operation of the transmission line.  Because the 
total number of jobs that would be generated from this project is 
not expected to be significant, the existing workforces within the 
Lake Champlain, Hudson River, Overland and New York City 
Metropolitan Area Segments would be adequate to meet the 
demands.   
501-08:  The terrestrial portion of the transmission line would be 
underground and not visible along the perimeter of properties; 
therefore, its presence would not generally result in a negative 
impact on private property values.  Easement payments to 
landowners would compensate landowners for any access or use 
restrictions placed on private properties and would offset any 
potential impacts on property values.  The Applicant would also 
pay for any land restoration costs associated with construction and 
any emergency repairs that might be required.  See Section 5.3.18 
of the EIS for the discussion of property values within the 
terrestrial portion of the Hudson River Segment. 
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501-09:  Construction of the proposed CHPE Project within the 
Hudson River Segment would result in short-term impacts on 
visual and aesthetic resources from the presence of construction 
equipment and activities along the project route.  As described in 
Section 2.4.3 of the EIS, the Applicant would use HDD techniques 
to avoid disrupting the surface features of the landscape, where 
necessary.  For more information on the visual impacts of the 
proposed CHPE Project, see EIS Section 5.3.11. 
 
501-10:  See response to Comment 501-04. 
 
501-11:  Agreements between CSX and the Applicant are subject 
to any applicable Federal and state regulations.  As discussed in 
EIS Section 5.2.1, the siting of the transmission line in the State of 
New York, including the possible use of eminent domain, is within 
the purview of the NYSPSC under Article VII of the New York 
State Public Service Law.  The NYSPSC has authorized the 
Applicant the right to use eminent domain for this project, if 
required. 
 
501-12:  The proposed CHPE Project would result in beneficial 
socioeconomic impacts, including short- and long-term job 
creation, electricity cost savings, and increased tax receipts and 
revenue.  Spending associated with construction (e.g., purchase of 
building materials, construction workers’ wages, and purchases of 
goods and services) would temporarily increase tax receipts and 
revenue, and the Applicant would pay fees to New York State 
agencies and municipalities for use of public lands and taxes to 
local municipalities on the transmission system facilities that are 
taxable as real property.  See response to Comment 501-07 for jobs 
created as a result of this project. 
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502-01:  See response to Comment 303-01. 
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503-01:  Comment noted. 
 
503-02:  Production of energy within the United States is not 
within the scope of this EIS.  The purpose of this EIS is to analyze 
impacts on New York State, and local municipalities, including the 
Towns of Haverstraw and Stony Point, as a result of the proposed 
CHPE Project.     
 
503-03:  The upgrading of existing utility lines and production of 
locally generated power for Rockland County is not within the 
scope of this EIS. 
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504-01:  Comment noted. 
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504-02:  DOE followed accepted practices in notifying the public 
about the planned public hearings (see response to Comment 109-
02).  See response to Comment 703-07 for more information 
regarding notifications of public hearings. 
 
Section 5.3 of the EIS provides a full analysis of the potential 
environmental impacts associated with installing and operating the 
proposed buried transmission line in the Hudson River and 
Rockland County. 
 
504-03:  Potential environmental impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
habitats and species, including threatened and endangered species, 
are discussed in Sections 5.3.4, 5.3.5, 5.3.6, and 5.3.7 of the EIS. 
 
504-04:  Sections 5.3.3 and 5.3.15 of the EIS provide analyses of 
the potential impacts of disturbing contaminated sediments during 
installation activities, and Sections 5.3.4 and 5.3.5 of the EIS 
discusses the potential impacts of sediment disturbance on aquatic 
habitats and species, including threatened and endangered species. 
 
504-05:  DOE provided a 45-day public review period for the Draft 
EIS starting November 1, 2013, which was extended for an 
additional 30 days and ended on January 15, 2014.  Verbal 
comments could be provided at any of four public hearings for the 
Draft EIS.  Written comments could be submitted through the 
CHPE EIS Web site or via mail, email, or fax.  DOE conducted 
four public hearings for the Draft EIS, including one in Stony 
Point, New York on November 18, 2013.  Other public hearing 
locations were Queens, Albany, and Plattsburgh in New York. 
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504-06:  Comment noted.  The use of local electric power 
generating stations and development of in-state electric power 
generation is outside the scope of the EIS. 
 
 
 
 
504-07:  See first paragraph of the response to Comment 504-02 
and response to Comment 504-05. 
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601-01:  Comment noted. 
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601-02:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 

 
601-03:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
601-04:  Comment noted.  Appendix F.1 of the Draft EIS (i.e., the 
Applicant’s New York City Waterfront Revitalization Program 
Consistency Assessment Form and Coastal Zone Consistency 
Assessment Supplemental Information submitted as part of the 
CWA Section 404 Permit Application) incorrectly stated that the 
portion of the transmission line that travels along the Bronx 
Kill/New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) rail 
yards is not a Significant Maritime and Industrial Area (SMIA).  
However, this area is correctly identified as an SMIA in Section 
3.4.1 of the Draft EIS.  The proposed CHPE Project would be 
consistent with the New York City Waterfront Revitalization 
Program (WRP).   
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601-05:  During underwater cable installation, there would be 
associated increased vessel activity within the Harlem and East 
rivers.  The immediate area around active construction would be 
temporarily unavailable for recreational uses.  However, access to 
some recreational resources would be maintained during the days 
that construction activities would be in the vicinity, such as the 
boathouse at Sherman Creek Park.  For the terrestrial portion of the 
transmission line, it would be buried underground and within city 
streets between the Astoria and Rainey substations.  During 
terrestrial installation, equipment used for removal of pavements, 
trench excavation, and cable installation could result in a temporary 
reduction in the number of traffic lanes available along local 
roadways accessing recreational facilities along the transmission 
line route.  Terrestrial construction activities could be carried out in 
the tourism and recreation off-season winter months, which would 
avoid or minimize potential impacts.  See Section 5.4.13 of the EIS 
for more information. 
 
601-06:  The EIS discusses potential impacts on the Queens East 
River & North Shore Greenway Master Plan in Section 6.1.2.1 and 
reports that the proposed CHPE Project is consistent with the plan.  
The CHPE transmission line would be located on ConEd property 
or buried under city streets in Queens, and, therefore, would not be 
anticipated to have an impact on the Queens East River & North 
Shore Greenway Master Plan.   
 
601-07:  As routed, the CHPE transmission line would not cross 
any wetlands in the New York City Metropolitan Area Segment.  
There are NYSDEC tidal wetlands and adjacent areas associated 
with the Harlem and East rivers that are present within the ROI; 
however, no impacts on NYSDEC tidal wetlands would be 
anticipated to occur because the transmission line would be 
installed within the riverbeds or on land where it would not cross 
wetlands (see Section 5.4.8 of the EIS).  In areas where the 
transmission line transitions from water to land or vice versa, 
restoration of the area would be completed after backfilling for the 
cable has been completed.  Appropriate BMPs would also be 
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implemented, where necessary (see Section 5.4.3 of the EIS).   
 
601-08:  As discussed in Sections 5.3.3 and 5.5.3 of the EIS and 
similar sections, the proposed CHPE Project transmission line and 
cooling stations would all be designed to withstand any flooding 
events that occur within a Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) 100-year floodplain.  The New York City Metropolitan 
Area Segment would include the cables being buried underground 
(including in the Harlem and East rivers).  The cooling station 
located at MP 331 in the Bronx would be constructed within a 100-
year floodplain.  This cooling station and the HVDC Converter 
Station and associated facilities would be designed to avoid flood 
damage by raising the first floor above the base flood elevation.  
The Final EIS includes a Floodplain Statement of Findings as an 
appendix (Appendix S) that reflects this analysis.  Data from the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and New York 
State are used to analyze the impacts of this project on climate 
change. 
 
601-09:  Comment noted. 
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602-01:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
602-02:  See response to Comment 121-03.  Also see Section 
5.3.10 of the EIS for analysis of potential impacts on historic 
resources. 
 
 
 
602-03:  The primary goal of the proposed CHPE Project is to 
provide electrical energy to the New York City metropolitan area 
market.  The proposed CHPE Project would result in lower 
wholesale electricity prices, reductions in emissions, greater energy 
supply diversity, and increased energy supply capability.  Power 
generated in Canada would be primarily hydroelectric and wind 
power.  The use of local electric power generating stations and 
development of in-state electric power generation is not within the 
scope of this EIS. 
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602-04:  See response to 504-02. 
 
 
602-05:  See response to Comment 504-03. 
 
 
602-06:  See response to Comment 504-04. 
 
 
 
602-07:  See response to Comment 504-05. 



CHPE EIS Comment Response Document 

U.S. Department of Energy August 2014 
P-394 

 
 
 
 
602-08:  See response to Comment 504-06. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

602-09:  See response to Comment 504-07. 
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701-01:  Comment noted. 
 
 
701-02:  Potential impacts of the proposed CHPE Project on 
navigation were addressed in the Draft EIS in the Chapter 5 
subsection addressing Transportation and Traffic.  Specifically, the 
analysis of vessel safety and navigation on the Hudson River is in 
Section 5.3.2 of the EIS.  The USACE and USCG are cooperating 
agencies in the preparation of the EIS, and their contributions to the 
review of the proposed project help ensure vessel safety. 
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701-03:  The transmission line route alignment evaluated in the EIS 
has been developed by the Applicant in consultation with various 
stakeholders, including the USACE, NYSPSC, NYSDEC, and the 
New York State Coastal Zone Management Program.  If specific 
issues with port facilities are subsequently identified, they would be 
addressed through the NYSPSC. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
701-04: Potential impacts from vessel-anchoring activities are 
presented in Section 5.3.2 of EIS and reflect those concerns raised 
in the comment. 
 
 



CHPE EIS Comment Response Document 

U.S. Department of Energy August 2014 
P-398 

701-05:  In accordance with Condition 161 of the Certificate of 
Environmental Compatibility and Public Need issued by the 
NYSPSC, the Applicant would conduct an immediate post-
installation survey of the submerged cables to determine its actual 
location and burial depth to confirm that the required burial depths 
have been met and conduct associated follow-on surveys every 5 
years.  If the required burial depths are not achieved, a remedial 
plan for achieving the required burial depths must be submitted. 
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702-01:  Comment noted. 
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703-01:  Comment noted. 
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703-02:  See response to Comment 101-02. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
703-03:  See response to Comment 101-03. 
 
 
 

 
 
703-04:  Comment noted. 
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703-05: See response to Comment 303-01.  The availability of 
intervener funds from the developer is outside the scope of this 
EIS. 
703-06:  Locations selected for the public hearings were based on a 
number of criteria including proximity to the proposed project 
route, number of people able to be accommodated at each location, 
accessibility to the public, and coordination support available from 
the staff of the facility chosen.  The hearing location in Queens, 
which was just over 1 mile away from the proposed transmission 
line corridor, was chosen because of its ability to accommodate 
greater than 100 people and its greater accessibility to public 
transportation than other possible hearing locations in New York 
City.  Other potential locations directly in the impacted community 
could not accommodate this attendance level.  The hearing at Stony 
Point Center was held there because of the Stony Point Center’s 
location in the Town of Stony Point, available staff from the 
facility to guarantee access and support setup of the room, its 
proximity to the proposed transmission line corridor, and its ability 
to host up to 250 meeting attendees.  To reduce clustering of 
attendees near the room entrance, all attendees were offered the 
opportunity to enter the room and occupy open seats.  
Approximately 215 people were present at the meeting.  The Stony 
Point Center had adequate parking for hearing attendees and is a 
well-known location within the town. 
703-07:  Public notification of the public hearing at Stony Point 
Center was provided through various methods including notice on 
the CHPE EIS Web site; a Federal Register notice published on 
November 11, 2013; USACE public notices posted in October 
2013; and notices printed in local Rockland County newspapers 
(Rockland County Times on November 7, 2013; the Journal News 
on November 4, 2013; and the Times Record on November 4, 
2013).  More than 400 printed copies of the Draft EIS, CD copies 
of the Draft EIS, or letters announcing the availability of the Draft 
EIS were mailed out to people who signed up during the EIS 
scoping period in 2010 or were added to the DOE coordination list 
through a variety of other avenues.  Appendix P of the Final EIS 
identifies all the notifications associated with the public hearings 
for the Draft EIS that occurred. 

703-05

703-06

703-07

703-08

703-09

703-10
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703-08: See response to Comment 109-03.
703-09:  Waldron Cemetery would be surveyed for cultural 
resources, during which the exact boundaries of the cemetery 
would be determined and any resources in the Area of Potential 
Effects would be evaluated for NRHP eligibility.  Ground-
disturbing activities would be avoided in the vicinity of the 
cemetery to the extent practicable.  If these activities are 
unavoidable, appropriate mitigation would be implemented in 
accordance with the CRMP being developed for the CHPE Project 
in coordination with the New York SHPO.  The CRMP would 
identify measures to address adverse effects on historic properties.  
HDD technology would be used, where appropriate, to drill under 
potential cultural resources so they would not be disturbed. 
703-10:  The CHPE EIS was developed cooperatively among 
multiple Federal and state agencies to address the potential impacts 
of issuing the Presidential permit for the proposed CHPE Project.  
Two of the Federal agencies involved in the preparation of the EIS 
are the DOE, the lead agency, and the USACE, a cooperating 
agency.  The DOE is responsible for reviewing the Presidential 
permit application for the proposed CHPE Project and determining 
whether or not to grant the Presidential Permit.  The USACE is 
responsible for maintaining and protecting waterways and wetlands 
of the United States, and, as such, reviewing the Section 10 of the 
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 and Section 404 of the CWA 
permit applications submitted by the Applicant for the proposed 
CHPE Project.  The USACE participated in hosting the public 
hearings for the Draft EIS to gather information and receive public 
comments to assist in their review of the Applicant’s Section 10 
and Section 404 permit applications.  For comments relating to any 
waterway impacts or wetlands impacts, commenters have been and 
will continue to be encouraged to submit comments to the USACE 
while any comments on the EIS itself should be submitted to DOE.  
At the Draft EIS hearing in Stony Point, a posterboard was 
displayed that illustrated the route alignment in the vicinity of 
Stony Point.  This posterboard illustrated the terrestrial portion of 
the route where it bypasses Haverstraw Bay.  Other posterboards 
(divided into segments for ease of presentation) showed the entire 
proposed transmission line corridor through New York State. 
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703-11:  Comment noted.  The source of the electric power to be 
transmitted through the proposed CHPE Project and the possible 
development of in-state power generation is outside the scope of 
the EIS.  NYSPSC identified in their Certificate issued for the 
proposed CHPE Project in April 2013 that “the Project would serve 
the public interest, convenience and necessity” and “increase the 
reliability of the Bulk Power System in New York City [and] 
reduce wholesale market prices.”  See response to Comment 501-
07 and Sections S.8.18 and 5.1.18 of the EIS regarding jobs created 
by the proposed CHPE Project. 
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704-01:  See response to Comment 137-01. 

 
 
704-02:  Comment noted.  See response to Comment 101-02 and 
Sections S.8.18 and 5.1.18 of the EIS regarding jobs created by the 
proposed CHPE Project. 
 
704-03:  See response to Comment 137-03. 
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704-04:  Comment noted. 
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704-05:  See responses to Comments 501-07 and 703-11, and 
Sections S.8.18 and 5.1.18 of the EIS regarding jobs created by the 
proposed CHPE Project. 
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705-01:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
705-02:  See response to Comment 102-02. 
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705-03:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
705-04:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
705-05:  See response to Comment 102-05. 
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706-01:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
706-02:  See response to Comment 102-02. 
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706-03: Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
706-04:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
706-05:  See response to Comment 102-05. 
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707-01:   See response to Comment 103-01. 

 
 
707-02:  See response to Comment 103-02. 
 
 
 
707-03:   See response to Comment 103-03. 
 

 



CHPE EIS Comment Response Document 

U.S. Department of Energy August 2014 
P-414 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
708-01:  Comment noted. 
 
 
 
708-02:  NYSPSC identified in their Certificate issued in April 
2013 for the proposed CHPE Project that “the Project would serve 
the public interest, convenience and necessity” and “increase the 
reliability of the Bulk Power System in New York City [and] 
reduce wholesale market prices.”  See response to Comment 101-
02 and Sections S.8.18 and 5.1.18 of the EIS regarding jobs created 
by the proposed CHPE Project. 
 
708-03:  Comment noted.  The proposed CHPE Project would not 
prevent development of other projects.  However, as presented in 
Section 1.2 of the EIS, the purpose of and need for DOE’s 
Proposed Action is to decide whether or not to issue a Presidential 
permit for the proposed transmission line crossing the U.S./Canada 
international border (i.e., proposed CHPE Project).  Continued 
operation of, repowering of, or development of other in-state power 
sources, or development of new transmission capacity is not the 
subject of the application for a Presidential permit and, therefore, is 
outside the scope of the EIS. 
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708-04:  The cost of the proposed CHPE Project is outside the 
scope of the EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
708-05:  As stated in Section 1.4 of the EIS, the economics of the 
proposed CHPE Project and potential impact on ratepayers were 
evaluated as part of the NYSPSC Article VII review process.  
Independent modeling conducted by the NYSDPS projected that 
ratepayer benefits in the New York Control Area would total 
approximately $405 million to $720 million per year. 
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708-06:  See response to Comment 708-02.  Additionally, to ensure 
adequate reliability, the proposed CHPE Project would comply 
with the applicable reliability criteria of NYSPSC, New York 
Power Authority (NYPA), NYISO, and the New York State 
Reliability Council (NYSRC). 
 
 

 
 
 
708-07:  Comment noted.  See response to Comment 708-02. 
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708-08:  The proposed CHPE Project is consistent with the goals 
identified in the New York Energy Highway Blueprint because it 
was designed to increase electric power supply capacity and 
reliability, and decrease transmission congestion in the New York 
State Bulk Power System (NYSBPS). 

 

 
 
708-09:  Comment noted. 
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708-10:  See responses to Comments 708-02, 708-03, and 708-05. 
 
 
 
 
708-11:  See response to Comment 101-02. 
 
708-12:  See response to Comment 708-03. 
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709-01:  See response to Comment 137-01. 
 
 
 
 
709-02:  Comment noted.  Also see response to Comment 101-02. 
 
 
709-03:  See response to Comment 137-03. 
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709-04:  Comment noted. 
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709-05:  See response to Comment 303-01.  The availability of 
intervener funds from the developer is outside the scope of this 
EIS. 
 
709-06:  See response to Comment 703-06. 
 
 
709-07:  See response to Comment 703-07. 
 
709-08:  See response to Comment 109-03. 
 

709-09:  See response to Comment 703-09. 
 
709-10:  See response to Comment 703-10. 
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709-11:  See response to Comment 703-11. 
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710-01:  The December 2013 issue of Solidarity Notes, official 
publication of the Solidarity Committee of the Capital District and 
New York Solidarity, was received and entered into the project 
record. 
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711-01:  The Summer 2013 issue of Citizens' Environmental 
Coalition Newsletter: Toxics in Your Community was received and 
entered into the project record. 
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Comment 712 was submitted by Jürgen Wekerle (Sierra Club) at 
the Public Hearing on the proposed CHPE Project Draft EIS in 
Albany, New York, on November 18, 2013.  See Comment 139 for 
Jürgen Wekerle’s (Sierra Club) comments from the Public Hearing. 
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712-01:  The following Sierra Club, Atlantic Chapter letter, 
comments, and map are from the 2010 EIS scoping period and do 
not reflect the currently proposed CHPE Project as was analyzed in 
the Draft EIS.  The proposed CHPE Project would be a merchant 
transmission facility that would provide electricity, generated in 
Canada primarily from hydroelectric and wind sources, to the New 
York City metropolitan area market.  See response to Comment 
139-06 regarding a potential converter station in Albany.  The other 
components of this comment letter are noted.  As stated in the 
response to Comment 139-18, these scoping comments were 
considered during development of the EIS.  The comments raised 
have been either addressed in Section 2.5 of the EIS (Alternatives 
Analysis) or regard use of conservation, demand management, or 
other power generation sources; and development of other in-state 
electric power sources or other transmission lines, which are 
outside the scope of the EIS. 
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