Jo Hamilton, Chair

Bo Riccobono, First Vice Chair
Sheelah Feinberg, Second Vice Chair
Bob Gormley, District Manager

Erin Roeder, Treasurer
Susan Kent, Secretary
Elaine Young, Assistant Secretary

COMMUNITY BOARD NO. 2, MANHATTAN
3 WASHINGTON SQUARE VILLAGE
New YoRrRk, NY 10012-1899

www.cb2manhattan.org
P:212-979-2272 F: 212-254-5102 E: inffo@cb2manhattan.org

Greenwich Village o Little Italy « SoHo « NoHo « Hudson Square o Chinatown e« Gansevoort Market

Environment, Public Safety and Public Health Committee
December 2, 2010

The Environment, Public Safety, and Public Health Committee of Community Board #2, Manhattan, held its first
scheduled meeting for December on December 2, 2010 at St. Anthony’s Church at 6:30pm.

Board Members Present: Jason Mansfield (Chair), Sigrid Burton (Vice-Chair), Bob Ely, Mary
Johnson, Jane McCarthy, Ed Ma

Board Members Excused: Maria Passanante-Derr, Evan Lederman

Board Members Absent:

Public Members Present: Ann Arlen, Frieda Bradlow, Kevin Tolan

Public Members Excused: Ellen Peterson-Lewis

Public Members Absent:

Others Board Members Present: Jo Hamilton

1. Resolution on the proposed NY/N]J natural gas pipeline expansion project.

Whereas, on October 5, 2010, Community Board 2 held a public hearing to discuss the proposed installation of a
new 30 inch natural gas pipeline by Spectra Energy Inc.; and,

Whereas, at our public hearing, the Community Board heard presentations from Spectra Energy, the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), ConEd, the Hudson River Park Trust, and the Mayor’s Office of Long
Term Sustainability; and,

Whereas, the proposed route of the pipeline in Manhattan will emerge from the riverbed at the southwest corner
of Gansevoort Peninsula, then at a depth of either 4 feet or 12 inches below any other existing utilities, whichever
is deeper, it will continue along the southernmost edge of the Peninsula, crossing under State Route 9A, where it
will terminate in an underground converter vault located at the southwest corner of Gansevoort Street and 10t
Avenue where it will terminate located at 10th Ave and Gansevoort Street; and

Whereas, Spectra intends to drill horizontally under the Hudson River, stating this should cause minimal or no
disruption to the riverbed, except for a small area of river in the southwest corner of the Ganesvoort Peninsula
where a temporary drilling rig and its supporting apparatuses and structures will be erected; and,

Whereas, ConEd intends to connect with the pipeline at the converter vault, which will lower the pressure for the
gas to enter the existing ConEd infrastructure; ConEd would be responsible to extend and install pipeline



underground from the corner of Gansevoort Street and 10th Avenue for 1,500 ft along 10th Avenue up to their
distribution facility on West 15t Street; and

Whereas, the current infrastructure bringing natural gas to the city is insufficient to future needs, the pipeline is
an integral part of PlaNYC for sustainability by 2030, and this board has been strongly in favor of the conversion
of all boilers from the highly polluting #4 and #6 fuel oil to natural gas. The proposed pipeline would provide
infrastructure to support these needs and conversions, create redundancy in the event of a failure in the other two
pipelines and link the city to a vast infrastructure of pipelines allowing for delivery of natural gas from a large
variety of sources heretofore unavailable; this may lower the price of natural gas for the consumer; and,

Whereas, Spectra is pursuing approvals from and will be under the oversight of several federal, state, and local
agencies during all aspects of the project and process, from construction to implementation, and operation. These
include: FERC, US Department of Transportation, the National Marine Fisheries Service, US Army Corps of
Engineers, US Coast Guard, New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, New York City
Department of Environmental Protection, the Hudson River Park Trust, and many others; and,

Whereas, Spectra has stated that safety is their top priority and it is their stated intention to pursue pipeline
construction in the least intrusive fashion; and,

Whereas, the Gansevoort Peninsula was created from landfill in 1837 and is in a Federal Flood Plain Zone; the
immediate area is a fragile estuarine sanctuary and the Hudson River and its waterfront in its entirety are fragile
and critical ecosystems; and

Whereas, some of the existing pipeline infrastructure in our area is over 100 years old; and,

Whereas, this Community Board is in strong opposition to hydrofracking technology, in general, and,
specifically, vehemently opposes any extraction of natural gas by hydrofracking in the Marcellus Shale, we are
concerned about the potential transportation of hydrofracked gas in this pipeline; and

Whereas, the 1,500 feet of pipeline that ConEd is laying under 10t Ave from Gansevoort Street to W 15t St is not
included in this application; and,

Whereas, currently this project is in the “Scoping” period and FERC requests comments from all individuals,
stakeholders, and any other interested parties that relate to issues/topics they feel should addressed in the EIS. It
is anticipated that on December 20, 2010 Spectra will file a “Notice of Application” with FERC, at which time
FERC will analyze the data received during the Scoping period and issue the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. After this dEIS has been issued, FERC will return to Community Board 2 for an official meeting to
solicit comments on the dEIS.

Therefore Be It Resolved, while we are pleased that our natural gas supply infrastructure will be upgraded,
provide for future need, and provide redundancy, we believe many issues need to be studied during the
Environmental Impact Statement process; and,

Therefore Be It Further Resolved, that our first and primary concerns are issues of safety in construction,

installation, operation, and maintenance; as such, we request these concerns and questions be addressed in the
dEIS:



1. The options for physical composition, fabrication and installation of the pipeline and its joints, including
the thickness, composition, protective coatings, and strength of the joints and junctions to prevent erosion and,
further, the maintenance of these over time. The optimum level for depth and route of the pipeline in
consideration of the constant vibrations from truck traffic along Route 9A, the proximity to playgrounds, the
park, and populated areas.

2. The efficacy of and redundancy in remote shut-off valves and their reliability versus automatic valves.
What methods and technology are available for shutting off the pipeline in the event of a failure, their workflows,
and the amount of time that would elapse once 911 is notified (under best and worst case scenarios)? How can
the efficacy and redundancy of the remote or automatic shut off valves be enhanced? What are the most
sophisticated and recommended technologies?

3. The options for the available safety precautions to protect the pipeline from damage by repair or
construction crews addressing other systems, or from vandalism, and terrorism. What safety precautions and
inspections are available for maximum oversight and inspection in fabrication, installation, operation, and
maintenance in this fragile ecosystem and populated area?

4. How can safety be maximized in all aspects of this project from installation to operation to long-term
maintenance? What are the best technologies for patrolling, inspecting, and maintaining the pipeline over time?
How will these be affected?

Therefore Be It Further Resolved, that the installation, operation, and maintenance of the pipeline will be in a
fragile estuary and has the potential to adversely impact the entire ecosystem of the Hudson River and its
waterfront. What precautions will be taken to protect the river and river frontage? What technologies are
available for the testing of toxins in the spoil; how and where will this be done; how will removal of the spoil be
effected? How will the spoil be disposed and is there a site chosen? Who are the supervisory agencies and how
can we best protect the estuary and river?

Therefore Be It Further Resolved, that we are very concerned about the impacts of the construction process on
our neighborhood in terms of noise, traffic disturbances, pollution and particulates in the air, potential business
interruptions, and other quality of life problems. We request that all parties work with the Community Board to
keep disruptions and disturbances to a minimum.

Therefore Be It Further Resolved, that we would like the EIS to also consider potential lingering environmental
issues once installation is complete.

Therefore be it finally resolved, we also have concerns about the construction and installation of the section of
pipeline from West 15th Street to Gansevoort Street that ConEd is responsible for, and we find it important that its
impacts be included in this EIS report. Further, the EIS will have to include the potential environmental safety
issues inherent in ConEd'’s role. For example, Spectra’s installation incorporating latest protective Best Available
Technology could not guarantee park users” and local residents” protection unless Con Ed's connecting
installation likewise incorporates the same BAT.

Respectfully submitted,
Jason Mansfield
Chair

Environment, Public Safety & Health Committee



