
 
 
July 17, 2017 
 
The Honorable Bonnie Watson Coleman 
1535 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC  20515-3012 
 
Dear Congresswoman Watson Coleman, 
 
Our organizations urge you to oppose HR 2910, the “Promoting Interagency Coordination for Review of Natural Gas 
Pipelines Act.”  At a time when New Jersey is facing an unprecedented number of gas pipeline proposals that threaten 
preserved lands and other critical natural resources, this legislation attempts to subvert state and local permitting authorities 
and undercuts public input in decisions affecting communities.  This legislation clearly violates the attached “Principles to 
Protect our Public Lands, Water, Air, and Wildlife” — environmental principles originally endorsed by Governors Byrne, 
Kean, Whitman, and Florio, as well as Congressman Rush Holt and former Assemblywoman Maureen Ogden. We greatly 
appreciate your support of the Principles, and are pleased to report that Senators Menendez and Booker, as well as 
Congressmen Lance and Pallone, have also indicated their support. 
 
HR 2910 will generate increased delay and complex litigation because many of its provisions stand in direct conflict with 
existing federal statutory schemes.  As such, the chaos ensuing from attempts to implement this overreaching law would 
create serious negative consequences for state and federal agencies wishing to protect their environment, natural resources, 
and the public from the impacts of interstate natural gas pipelines.  State and federal agencies that want to participate in the 
permitting process as cooperating agencies do so to provide specific and indispensable expertise on the impacts of a given 
project under their lawful jurisdiction.  By seeking to exclude much of this expertise and invaluable perspective, this bill 
would not only impair FERC’s ability to comply with the “hard look” environmental impact review of natural gas pipelines 
required under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), but also undercut one of the main statutory goals of NEPA 
— public participation. 
 
This bill would create direct conflicts with state and federal agency authority under substantive environmental laws by 
attempting to elevate FERC’s Natural Gas Act review above other federal laws of equal authority and import.  FERC’s 
routine approval of gas pipelines already hurts New Jersey residents, not just along infrastructure routes, but across the 
country, because of projects’ contributions to climate change and the impacts of building unnecessary infrastructure on 
ratepayers.  Simply put, it moves the law in the wrong direction, and ignores the shifting national dialogue on these issues, as 
former FERC Commissioner Bay himself recognized when he warned, “[i]t is inefficient to build pipelines that may not be 
needed over the long term and that become stranded assets.” 
   
This would bill would attempt to circumscribe FERC’s already narrow implementation of NEPA.  In doing so, it would 
attempt to extend the reach of FERC’s rubber stamp to the agencies responsible for performing the substantive environmental 
assessment of the many harms natural gas pipelines inflict on the New Jersey communities they transverse.   
 

HR 2910 Attempts to Create an Unaccountable Super FERC 
 
This bill tries to mandate that all other federal and state agencies defer to FERC.  This squarely conflicts with substantive 
environmental laws of equal force, creating regulatory conflict where FERC believes itself to be empowered to require other 
agencies to endorse and adopt FERC’s “environmental review” under the Natural Gas Act as their own.  Even worse, it 



requires FERC to ignore meaningful input from New Jersey’s local and state agencies with intimate knowledge of local 
communities and regional environmental conditions.  FERC would continue to severely circumscribe the scope of its own 
environmental review, forcing “participating” agencies to have to withdraw from that review in order to fulfil their own 
statutory mandates, causing delay.  Alternatively, it could render those agencies unable to participate in the first place, and 
then FERC would be “forbidden” from considering comments from those non-participating agencies. 
 
This structure can lead to inadequate consideration of all environmental impacts and thereby hurt the health and safety of 
local communities—the people who have to live with the consequences of risky and faulty projects. Moreover, a rushed or 
limited environmental review process eliminates the opportunity for the public or other federal or state agencies to 
thoroughly analyze a project, provide input, or propose alternative ways to complete a project. Yet this bill would do just that 
— undermine FERC’s analysis of alternatives and ability to fulfil the weighing of public benefit versus harm, required by the 
Natural Gas Act. 
 
HR 2910 also attempts to require agencies considering other federal authorizations to consider conditional approvals based 
upon incomplete analysis of environmental impacts, in violation of their own enabling statutes, leaving them to do their 
“real” environmental analysis once verified data were submitted.  It would do this by allowing data from remote sensing and 
fly-overs to substitute for actual on-the-ground analysis.  Remote surveys are unable to evaluate the presence of threatened 
and endangered species, archeological sites, forested wetlands, and other sensitive features.  Remote surveys are not adequate 
to gauge the risks involved in permitting large, complex, industrial projects, some of which would impact hundreds of miles 
and thousands of acres of land.  
 

HR 2910 Will Result in Additional Premature Exercise of Eminent Domain for Unneeded and Damaging Pipeline 
Projects 

 
The Natural Gas Act grants federal eminent domain authority to interstate natural gas pipeline companies.  This means that 
private companies can acquire private property for their project, even if the project cannot ultimately be legally constructed 
under the Clean Water Act or Coastal Zone Management Act.  By attempting to limit agency review of these projects and 
expediting the timeline, this bill would facilitate the use of eminent domain for a noncompliant pipeline. 
 

HR 2910 Creates Unnecessary Conflict between Federal and State Agencies 
 
Pipelines, compressor stations, and associated rights-of-way permanently fragment habitats, divide communities, threaten 
clean water sources, allow companies to condemn private property, emit toxic air and global warming pollutants, and produce 
adverse environmental and public safety impacts for generations.  Several proposed gas pipelines currently threaten New 
Jersey communities, public parks, preserved lands, forests, farms, rivers, and private property.  HR 2910 seeks to rush 
pipeline development and increase FERC’s authority at the expense of other agencies with particular expertise, and public 
input, ultimately putting our communities at risk. 
 
FERC does not need additional incentive to authorize interstate pipelines.  They already approve nearly all pipeline projects. 
Close to ninety percent of these approvals occur within one year of application.  HR 2910 would set a dangerous precedent, 
increase conflict between agencies, and generate litigation.  We urge you to oppose this bill. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
        
 
Michele S. Byers      Jim Waltman 
Executive Director     Executive Director  
New Jersey Conservation Foundation   Stony Brook-Millstone Watershed Association 
 
 


