
January 27, 2015

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE
Room 1A
Washington, DC  20426

Re: Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, L.L.C., Docket No. PF14-22-000
Northeast Energy Direct Project
Response to Comments Regarding Information Request Letters

Dear Ms. Bose:

On September 15, 2014, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, L.L.C. (“Tennessee” or 
“TGP”) filed a request to use the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission’s (“Commission”) pre-
filing procedures for the proposed Northeast Energy Direct Project (“Project”).  By notice issued 
October 2, 2014, the Commission approved Tennessee’s request to use the pre-filing procedures 
for the Project.  On November 5, 2014, Tennessee filed drafts of Resource Report 1 and 
Resource Report 10.  An updated Resource Report 1 that adopted two route alternatives (the 
New York Powerline Alternative and the New Hampshire Powerline Alternative) as its proposed 
route as part of the  Market Path component of the Project was filed on December 8, 2014.  In 
that filing, Tennessee discussed the ongoing development of the resource reports for the Project 
and the schedule for submitting the first and second drafts of the Environmental Report 
(Resource Reports 1 through 13) for the Project.  Tennessee will submit the first draft of the 
Environmental Report in March 2015, with the second draft of the Environmental Report 
anticipated to be filed with the Commission in June 2015.  

As part of the preparation of the resource reports for the Project, Tennessee’s 
environmental consultant, AECOM, has sent information request letters to affected townships, 
counties, and planning boards to gather information to determine if the proposed Project facilities 
cross or would be within 0.25 miles of sensitive environmental areas, including federal, state or 
local designated aquifers or aquifer protection areas; surface waters that provide public drinking 
water supplies; surface water protection areas; public or private drinking water wells, reservoirs 
or springs in or within 300 feet of the proposed alignment; open space/natural areas; locally 
significant roads, scenic areas or rivers; and schools, parks, ballfields, and trails.  In addition, the 
information request letters sought information regarding planned residential subdivision 
developments and planned commercial or industrial developments within 0.5 miles of the 
proposed Project facilities.  The letters requested that the townships, counties, and planning 
boards review their records relative to these areas and provide written comments to AECOM’s 
attention for use in the development of the Environmental Report for the Project.  These 
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information request letters are a commonly used tool to gather this important information from 
townships, counties, and planning boards that will be used as part of the Commission’s National 
Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) review of the Project.  

On January 22, 2015, a letter from Cristobal Bonifaz, an attorney representing the Town 
of Deerfield, Massachusetts, addressed to AECOM, Tennessee’s environmental consultant for 
the Project, was submitted in the pre-filing proceeding for the Project.  In the letter, dated 
January 14, 2015, Mr. Bonifaz discusses the information request letter sent by AECOM to the 
Deerfield Board of Health and the Deerfield Planning Board and states that the Town of 
Deerfield will be providing the requested information to Tennessee under the Freedom of 
Information Act as it falls outside the October 23, 2014 order of the Deerfield Board of Health 
under which the construction and installation of the Project facilities was banned by the 
Deerfield Board of Health.  The letter also discusses Tennessee’s position that it plans to request 
an appropriate authority to overturn this ban and Tennessee’s failure to respond to Mr. Bonifaz’s 
request regarding agency jurisdiction over the Project.  

Over the past several months, Tennessee has been in communication with the Town of 
Deerfield and Mr. Bonifaz regarding the Deerfield Board of Health’s October 2014 order.  As 
noted in correspondence previously directed to the Town of Deerfield (see attached), Tennessee 
has denied the claims and allegations asserted by Deerfield, disputed the validity of the Order 
issued by the Deerfield Board of Health and has reserved the right to challenge the Order in an 
appropriate forum.  While this issue remains to be resolved, Tennessee acknowledges that the 
Town of Deerfield will be providing the information requested by AECOM to assist in the on-
going development of the record in this proceeding.  Tennessee has encouraged the Town of 
Deerfield to participate in the review of the NED Project in the pre-filing process and the 
certificate application process by submitting comments to the Commission and attending open 
houses hosted by Tennessee and scoping meetings conducted by the Commission and continues 
to encourage the town’s participation in the Commission’s process.  

In separate comments filed on January 16, 2015 in the pre-filing proceeding, 
MassAudubon filed a letter regarding the information request letters submitted by AECOM on 
behalf of Tennessee to gather information from Massachusetts municipalities.  MassAudubon 
objects to these letters as appearing “to direct municipal officials to gather, interpret, and provide 
information to AECOM/TGP regarding the proposed Northeast Energy Direct (NED) gas 
pipeline corridor,” and claims that these requests may violate the Commission’s regulations 
regarding disclosure of Critical Energy Infrastructure Information (“CEII”). 

As discussed above, Tennessee is seeking the requested information in order to develop 
the Environmental Review for the Project, which will be submitted to the Commission in the pre-
filing and certificate processes to assist in the NEPA review of the Project.  Tennessee, through 
its environmental consultants, is not requesting Massachusetts municipalities to interpret data or 
to provide information that would violate CEII requirements, but is requesting information, as is 
done for all Commission-regulated interstate natural gas pipeline projects, regarding the sensitive 
environmental areas identified above.  The information provided by Massachusetts 
municipalities will be used by Tennessee and AECOM for evaluating the potential impact of the 
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Project on these resources and in assessing potential cumulative impacts on these resources of 
the Project with other identified projects in the area of impact.  If any Massachusetts 
municipality or other entity that received an information request letter from AECOM on behalf 
of Tennessee has any concerns regarding the letter, Tennessee requests that the entity contact 
Tennessee or the AECOM contact identified in the information request letter.

In accordance with the Commission’s filing requirements, Tennessee is submitting this 
filing with the Commission’s Secretary through the eFiling system.  Tennessee is also providing 
this filing to the Office of Energy Projects.  A copy of this letter will also be sent to all affected 
stakeholders.  Any questions concerning the enclosed filing should be addressed to Ms. 
Jacquelyne Rocan at (713) 420-4544 or to Ms. Shannon Miller at (713) 420-4038.

Respectfully submitted, 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE COMPANY, L.L.C.

By:      /s/   J. Curtis Moffatt
J. Curtis Moffatt
Deputy General Counsel and Vice President 
Gas Group Legal

Enclosures 

cc: Mr. Rich McGuire (Commission Staff)
Mr. Michael McGehee (Commission Staff)
Mr. Eric Tomasi (Commission Staff)
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