East Goshen Township
Pipeline Task Force
Workshop Meeting Agenda
Thursday, January 17,2019
5:00 PM

Comment — Since the members of the Task Force deferred electing a Chair and Vice Chair,
Supervisor Liaison David Shuey will facilitate the meeting in the interim.

1.

2.

Call to Order

Pledge of Allegiance

Moment of Silence

Ask if anyone is recording the meeting

Approval of Minutes
a. December 20, 2018

Chairman’s Report

Reports
a. Legislative Update
Killion & Dinniman introduce Legislative Package
b. Current Pipeline Events Impacting East Goshen,

Sunoco is re~-surveying North Chester Road and Boot Road in preparation

for resumption of HDDs
Adelphia Environment Assessment — Comments due by February 4
Old Business
a. Andover’s exploration of inline pipe monitoring equipment
b. Consider recommendation for an additional valve
c. Consider recommendation regarding the IMP
d. Consider recommendation on confidential information

New Business
a. Review Adelphia Environmental Assessment
b. Review and compile task list from last meeting’s discussion with Emergency
Services and Emergency Management in EGT.
c. Consider Pipeline Coatings Request

10. Public Comment

11. Action Items

12. Adjournment

F:\Data\Shared Data\Agendas\Pipeline\201942019-01-17 Pipeline Task Force Agenda.docx
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EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
PIPELINE TASK FORCE MEETING
1580 PAOLI PIKE
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 20, 2018
DRAFT MINUTES

Present: Members: Judi DiFonzo, Caroline Hughes, Russ Frank, Karen Miller, Bill
Wegemann; David Shuey, Liaison and Township Supervisor; Mike Lynch, Township
Supervisor; Rick Smith, Township Manager; Frank Sullivan, Don Herb and Kevin
Heym - Emergency Hazmat Unit; Bill Turner, Emergency Services; Kevin Miller, EGT
Emergency Management Coordinator.

call to Order & Pledge of Allegiance
David called the meeting to order at 5:03 p.m. and led the pledge of allegiance.

David is serving as the facilitator of the Pjpeline meetings until a chairperson/vice
chairperson is elected.

Moment of Silence
David called for a moment of silence for firefighters and first responders.

Recording
No one was recording the meeting.

Approval of Minutes
Russ made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 27, 2018 meeting as

amended. Bill seconded. The motion passed 5-0.

Chairman’s Report
None.

New Business

a. Presentation/Discussion regarding Pipelines
David welcomed the various members from the Chester County Department of
the Emergency Services. He explained that the Pipeline Taskforce is challenged
with how to help residents and help Emergency Services (ES) in relation to
pipeline safety. The Taskforce compiled a list of questions to address this.

Caroline asked what can be shared with us regarding about how ES would
respond in case of a suspected pipeline leak scenario.

e Frank explained that the daily efforts of ES concentrate on public safety. If an
emergency occurs, the calls are dispatched simultaneously to the police, fire
department and County Hazmat Unit. In addition the pipeline company
would be notified as well.

Caroline asked if ES has hydrocarbon gas detectors.
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e Don explained the Hazmat Unit and the fire departments have a 4 gas
monitors. This equipment can detect: 1) flammability 2) oxygen 3) carbon
monoxide 4) hydrogen sulfide.

David questioned how often law enforcement personnel attend training? For
example; Do WEGO officers know not to drive into the fumes?

e TFrank stated that back in May, approximately six law enforcement officers
attended the training and this is typical of all training sessions. He further
explained that when 911 receive an emergency call, there is communication
from the call center; the police, who are typically the first to arrive at the
scene, conduct a primary assessment and report back to the call center.

David questioned how ES communicates with the pipeline company during an

Emergency?

e Frank explained that when a call comes into 911, they notify the appropriate
pipeline communication center. The pipeline company will initially send a
field tech out who is familiar with the pipeline in this area and then send in
more senior personnel as needed.

Don continued that the communication is face-to-face at the command level.
Bill T. explained that the first priority in responding to an emergency is life
safety, not stopping the leak.

David stated that the Taskforce needs to be able to advise the community on
how to recognize a leak. In a past incident, a resident struggled to receive
answers in a timely matter because she did not contact 911. There is also
concern with Wellington due to the close proximity of the Sunoco pipeline. Can
the County provide assistance?

o Frank stated that a past tabletop exercise addressed and focused on a
potential leak north of Wellington. The County has a Design Team that will
work with the operator of a specific facility to develop an emergency
operations plan. Once the plan is developed, they will choose a scenario and
conduct a table top exercise to see if the plan is appropriate. These exercises
are then reviewed; strengths and weaknesses are noted and the plan is
modified as needed.

David questioned what residents and management at Wellington know about
evacuation vs shelter in place.
e Frank stated that Wellington is working with ES on their plan.

Mike questioned if East Goshen could have a tabletop exercise focusing on

Wellington?

e Don stated that the request should be sent to Bill T.

e Rill T. stated that there are planning steps that would need to complete first;
but it would only take a couple of months to conduct the tabletop exercise.
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David question if County can help the Taskforce improve communications? E.g.

the need to inform parents to stay away if there is an incident at a school.

e Frank explained that the schools have Emergency Operations Plan that
address this issue and that they already are working with ES.

Bill W. asked how we educate the general public. E.g. donotuse cell phone due

to the ignition hazard. Is the “ignition issue” included in the tabletop exercise?

e Frank explained that the recent tabletop included site evacuations and
hospital influx. Don explained that the tabletop exercise sponsor controls
what is covered in the exercise.

Bill W. stated Sunoco has completed their risk assessment. This is not given to

the public; but wanted to know if ES has it?

e Bill T. stated that the risk assessment is part of Sunoco’s Integrity
Management Plan, ES has had an opportunity to review the risk assessment
which includes the modeling and distancing information for various types of
incidents.

Mike L. asked if ES obtain any insights or made any change to their protocol

based on this review.

e Bill T. stated that their review did not cause any changes to their emergency
plans. He continued that whenever a pipeline company provides information,
ES will in turn incorporate it into their plans as needed.

e Don added that pipelines are not new to the County. The ES staff has been

trained on what to do in the event ofa pipeline emergency.

Caroline asked about how the evacuation process is conducted. Especially if the

leak is an NGL; ES personnel should not enter the area if there is a vapor cloud.

e Don stated that the ES response is no different for this type of situation. He
reiterated that life safety is always the top priority. _

o FPrank added that the air quality is monitored on the perimeter of the site and
that situational awareness starts at dispatch.

Caroline expressed concern that one cannot tell where the vapor clouds are and
ES personnel could potentially drive into the area and ignite the cloud. Cell
phones may also cause ignition.

¢ Frank explained that they have designated call zones: hot, warm & cold ~
which is all documented in their ES guide book to which they refer.

e Bill T. added that County gives the local fire department the call and relevant
information. How they address the situation and move forward is
determined by the incident commander on the scene.

e Kevin H. noted and explained that the meters and radios ES carries are
“intrinsically safe”. This means that they will not cause an ignition.

e Bill T. noted that there is no documentation and/or scientific evidence that
support cell phones igniting a vapor cloud.
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1 Bill W. asked that since methyl mercaptan will not be added to the NGL products
2 in the Sunoco pipelines, what advice can you give residents to identify a leak?
3 e Don explained that if trees, bushes and other vegetation are dead in an area,
4 this could indicate a leak. He continued that there are so many variables and
5 it is difficult to instruct the public to follow “steps 1, 2, 3, 4" etc. Each
6 situation is different.
7
8 David asked Kevin Miller if the EGT Emergency Plan includes the ES county plan
9 or is it different. ‘
10 e Kevin M. explained that they do indeed use the county plan and also have
11 specific items for local situations. He also stated that each facility is required
12 to have its own all hazard plan which has been adapted to their specific
13 facility. He continued that Wellington needs an evacuation plan for its facility.
14 It does not matter why they need to evacuate, they just need a plan on how to
15 move out the residents in the event of an emergency.
16
17 Caroline stated that if an NGL leak occurs and does not ignite, the vapor cloud
18 will continue to grow quickly. How is an evacuation handled?
19 o Frank stated that health care facilities and schools must have plans in place
20 already. The initial decision on whether to shelter in place or move out is up
21 to leadership of the facility. This decision is then coordinated with the
22 incident commander.
23 e Frank stated that it is up to school leadership to have evacuation plan.
24 ¢ Kevin M, who is also the Exton Fire Chief, explained that in West Whiteland a
25 representative from the fire company has met with the school leadership to
26 review this issue and establisha relationship.
27
28 Judi stated that schools may be prepared but asked if the schools are preparing
29 the parents? She suggested that parents need a checklist on what to do.
30 e Frank said that Dr. Scanlon and the WCASD have tried to educate parents by
31 holding meetings on pipeline emergencies.
32 e Mike suggested that Judi contact Dr. Scanlon suggesting this checklist.
33
34 Mike asked the ES staff what gas monitoring devices are available to
35 homeowners and also if larger industrial units are available.
36 o Don stated that for homes there is a methane only detector. Some
37 industries have installed meters at their fence line, but the monitoringis
38 limited to their property. The Downingtown School District is considering
39 purchasing an infrared camera to be placed ata pipeline valve site
40 ' adjacent to one of their school.
41
42 Bill W. asked where the Sunoco Pipeline Control Center is located.
43 e Frank stated the control center is in Houston, Texas and it monitors the
44 pipelines 24x7%365. If an incident is identified, the Control Center calls 911
45 who then dispatch the Chester County Hazmat Team, fire department and
46 police. Personnel from Sunoco will also be dispatched to the scene.
12/20/18 December 20, 2018
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David asked if Sunoco has distinct and enhanced procedures for a High

Consequence Areas, such as East Goshen Township, versus low consequence

areas (rural PA).

¢ Bill T. stated he was not able to answer that question. He continued that the
Protected Critical Infrastructure Information Program (PCII) from Homeland
Security states that Sunoco could share their procedures but the challenge is
to get Sunoco to agree to share that information.

Caroline asked in case of a vapor cloud; who calculates and determines the entry

point into the area. Delayed detection vs early detection will determine how big

vapor cloud becomes.

o Don explained that due to the many variables, the units dispatched at the
time of the incident will make that call. Itis a “game day decision.”

Bill W. asked if ES has received the Emergency Response Plan from Sunoco.

e Bill T. stated that they have asked Sunoco for a copy of their Emergency
Response Plan but did not receive. They were told they need to go to the
Marcus Hook location and review it there. He continued that when ES asked
Enterprise for a copy of their Emergency Response Plan, they received it the
next day.

David Shuey asked the ES if there was anything they feel we didn’t ask and that

we should.

e Frank stated that this open communication is very good. We could include all
parties next time, law enforcement, fire and ES. He continued that we need to
consistently ask residents to sign up for Ready Chesco and Smart 911 And
the Township could publish a section in newsletter on how to recognize a
leak and they can continue to promote the 811 procedure (Pa One Call), since
many leaks are caused by improper digging.

David extended an open invitation to ES and for them to ask us whenever they
have anything we can do to help residents or help them.

The Task Force thanked Frank, Kevin H. Don, Bill T. and Kevin M. for their efforts
keeping East Goshen residents safe.

Select Regular Meeting Dates:

It was agreed that the next meeting will be January 24. It will be advertised that
the regular taskforce meetings will be the 4t Thursday of the month and
workshops on the 37 Thursday as needed. Rick invited all to the January 12
annual planning meeting at 8:00.

0Old Business
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David suggested that given the time the Task Force would defer the other items
on the agenda to the next meeting and asked if the Task Force members had any
other comments or questions.

Bill W. asked Rick on the status of the Bow Tree /Matlack HDD. Rick stated that
Sunoco has received approval from PA DEP to re-start but has not started
working yet.

Bill W. stated that the Listen and Learn with Dr. Steinbraber on December 11
went well. Dr. Steinbraber answered questions until 10 pm. East Goshen'’s
pipeline efforts are gaining national exposure on her social media pages.

Caroline gave an update on the petition filed by six other residents and herself
that was the subject of a hearing on 11/29 & 11 /30. The Emergency Petition was
denied. The hearing on the Complaint will be held at a later date,

Caroline stated that Sunoco tried to utilize the PUC letter that was sent to school
district superintends stating the ME1 pipe was safe. The PUC Bureau of
Investigation and Enforcement has filed a formal complaint against Sunoco as a
result of the Morgantown leak.

Caroline also reported that in the last 2 weeks alone, 6 workers were injured and
one was killed while working on the Sunoco Mariner project.

Action Items and Items for next meeting

2. Rick will send Bill W. copy of the email he sent to FERC about the Adelphia
project.

b. David stated that the Task Force needs to compile what we have learned and
devise a plan.

c. Consider recommendation for an addition valve

d. Consider recommendation regarding the IMP.

e. Consider recommendation on confidential information.

Public Comment
No public comment.

Adjournment
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:25 pm.

The next meeting is Thursday, January 17, 2019 at 5:00 pm.
Respectfully submitted,

Susan D’Amore
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« Killion Report - Neumann

University

Killion, Dinniman Introduce
Comprehensive Pipeline Legislative
Package

Posted on Jan 02,2019

WEST CHESTER (January 2, 2019) - State Senators Tom Killion and Andy
Dinniman announced today that they have introduced a comprehensive
legislative package aimed at reforming Pennsytvania’s pipeline regulatory process
to improve safety at schools and in local neighborhoods and communities.

“For years, I've been working to protect our communities from the potential safety
risks of the Mariner East pipeline project. Along the way, I've identified several
areas that are in dire need of improvement in the Commonwealth,” Dinniman
<aid. “These bills are a result of that ongoing effort and a necessary starting point
to refocus and reenergize our efforts in the new year. fam committed to working in
the spirit of bipartisanship and for the sake of Chester County residents and
families to achieve real and lasting pipeline safety reform in the 2019-2C20
legislative session.”

“Pipelines are transporting highly flammable and toxic materials under high
pressure through densely populated areas. Having new laws in place to ensure
the safety of families living in pipeline communities is long overdue,” Killion said. I
look forward to working with Senator Dinniman on passing these bills. Pipeline
industry oversight and public safety are top concerns for our constituents, and 'm
pleased to be partnering with him on these importantissues.”

The bipartisan package consists of 12 bills, six sponsored by Dinniman and six
sponsored by Killion, Both senators also serve as first prime co-sponsor of each
other’s bills. They are as follows:

1/2/2019. 741 A
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¢ Pipelines Located Near schools (Dinniman) - Outlines types of
information that pipeline operators must share with schools that fall within
1,000 ft of hazardous liquids and natural gas pipelines, including how to
respond to a leak. Currently, pipeline operators are not required to provide
this information. This bill was previously Senate Bill 1257 of 2018.

e Pipeline Siting Review {Dinniman) ~ Requires pipeline companies to
submit a detailed application to the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
(PUC) prior to construction of a new pipeline. ltalso requires approval from
the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), the local
governing body of a county and the local emergency management
organization coordinators in evaluating each metric, and at least two public
hearings in each county where the construction would take place. This bill
was previously Senate Bill 928 of 2017.

e Pipeline Emergency Response Fund (Dinniman) - Authorizes counties to
enact an ordinance to impose a fee on all covered pipelines in the county. If
the county does not enact an ordinance, each municipality in the county is
authorized to impose the fee on the pipelines in the county. The fundingis
distributed only to those counties or m unicipalities based on the total
distance of pipelines in each county or municipality. This bill was previously
Senate Bill 929 of 2017.

e Pipeline Emergency Notification (Dinniman) - Requires pubtic utility
facilities transporting natural gas or natural gas liquids to meet with the
county emergency coordinator entrusted to respond in the event of natural
gas release and provide vital emergency response and evacuation
information. This billwas previously Senate Bill 930 of 2017.

e Pipeline Safety Valves (Dinniman) — Calls for incorporating automatic or
remote shutoff valves on pipelines that impact high consequence areas
throughout Pennsylvania. This billwas previously Senate Bill 931 of 2017,

e Regulation of Land Agents (Dinniman) — Holds pipeline land agents
accountable by defining their role and requiring registration with the
Pennsylvania Real Estate Commission. In addition, the bill calls for allowing
public access to alisting of registered agents, requiring criminal history
background checks, and providing the commission with the authority to
revoke or suspend them for reasons such as fraud or misrepresentation.

11290719 7:41 A
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This bilt was previously Senate Bill 835 of 2017,

e Pipeline Safety Inspection (Killion) - Centralizes pipeline safety inspection
within the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) and
requires PennDOT to apply to the federal government for designation as an
Interstate Agent in the inspection of interstate pipelines traversing
Pennsylvania. This billis similar to Senate Bill 604 of 2017.

e Pipeline ImpactFee (Killion) - Fstablishes a pipeline impact fee calculated
hased on the acreage of linear feet plus right-of-way width of a
pipeline using the county average land value in an affected area. The funds
would be collected by the PUC and deposited into a Pipeline Impact Fund
where they would be distributed to the counties and municipalities
impacted. This billis similar to Senate Bill 605 of 2017.

o Pipeline Safety - Notification Requirements (Killion) - Requires pipeline
companies to provide notification to residents, municipalities and other
applicable parties affected by drilling at least five days in advance of the
initiation of any project. This billis similar to Senate Bill 1027 of 2018.

e Pipeline Safety - Mandatory study Requirement (Killion) — Requires
pipeline operators to conduct proper studies and hydrological
investigations of aquifers that may be potentially impacted by pipeline
construction. This bill is similar to Senate Bill 1028 of 2018.

e Pipeline Safety and Advanced Leak Detection (Killion) - Requires
Pennsylvania and the DEP to develop clear permit conditions and siting
puidelines to increase the focus on pipeline safety and pipeline
infrastructure siting to reduce the dangers of improper siting, improper
safety managementand wasted resources.

e Establishing a Commissionto Study Pipeline Construction and
Operations (Killion) - Establishes a special bipartisan legislative
commission to recommend safety, oversight and interagency coordination
improvements for the transport of oil, natural gas and other hazardous
liquids through pipelines in this Commonwealth. This legislation is similar to
Senate Resolution 373 of 2018.

1/2/2019 7:41 A
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Adeclphia Gateway, LLC — Docket No. CP18-46-000
Response to Environmental Data Request #3 Dated September 12, 2018
OEP/DG2E/Gas Branch 1
October 11, 2018 Supplemental Response

0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
Industrial 0.02 167) | (16.7) (16.7) (16.7)
Water 0.0(00) | 00000} | 000.0) | 00000 | 0.0(00)

» Two Apariment Buitdings. Actual number of residences in apariment buildings is unknown from aerial imagery.

b [ncludes three apartment Buildings. Actuat number of residences in apariment buildings is unknown from aerial
imagery.

° \ncludes four apariment Buildings. Actuat number of residences In apariment buildings is unknown from aerial
imagery.

4 Distances are approximated using available aerial imagery.

. Perkiomen Creek Blowdown Assembly —In order to maintain compliance with Department
of Transportation regulations at 49 C.F.R. Part 192, this valve can be moved no further
than 1.37 miles north, along the line, from its current location. Adelphia evaluated several
sites within this area to identify potential locations with close proximity to existing
roadways to minimize disturbance needed for new permanent access roads. Moving the
valve in this location would increase the distance between the valve and the nearest
structure or residence; however, both locations evaluated would be located on property
owned by Montgomery County and currently designated as Perkiomen Park. For this
reason, Adelphia believes the current location is the preferred location.

In order to maintain compliance with Department of Transportation regulations at 49
C.F.R. Part 192, this valve can be moved no further than 1.29 miles south, along the line,
from its current location. Adelphia evaluated several sites within this area to identify
potential locations with close proximity to existing roadways to minimize disturbance
needed for new permanent access roads. Moving the valve in this location decreased the
distance to the nearest residence from 455 feet to as little as 120 feet based on selected
locations. The nearest structure to the existing location is a municipal complex 230 feet
away, which is still further than the potential 120 feet to the nearest residence if the valve
were moved. For this reason, Adelphia believes the current location is the preferred
location.

Further, an analysis of the current valve site reveals that relocation of that valve site would
not reduce permanent operational impacts to the site. The identified wetlands are within
the existing easement of the pipeline. While operational disturbance for valve
maintenance, which is performed once per year, would no longer need to occur, the
following maintenance activities requiring access/disturbance to the same area would
continue to occur at the following frequencies:

i.  Once per year for cathodic protection test;
ii.  Once per year for leak surveys;

jii.  Once per quarter for visual inspection (patrolling); and

iv.  Once per year for mowing and right-of-way maintenance.



Adelphia Gateway, LLC — Docket No. CP18-46-000
Response to Environmental Data Request #3 Dated September 12, 2018
OEP/DG2E/Gas Branch 1
October 11, 2018 Supplemental Response

Accordingly, Adelphia does not believe that relocating the existing valve to a new location
would add any benefit to the operations or reduce any permanent impacts to the
environment or surrounding areas.

Figure RRO1-FIGURE1-24b-ALT shows the location of alternative sites that Adelphia
reviewed, and the following table compates impacts associated with each location. The
impacts included for each alternative include the impacts to remove the valve from the
existing site.

Comparison of Perkiomen Creek Valve Site Alternatives for the Adelphia Gateway
Project
Existing
Category Valve Site Alte:nate AIte;nate Alte;nate Alte;nate
(Preferred}
Total Land Disturbance (acres) 0.08 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.186
Nearest Residence (feet)? 455 995 595 490 790
Nearest Business {feet)? 277 53 1000 1420 1364
Residences within 300 feet 0 0 0 0 0
Publicly Owned Parcels Affected 0 ] 1 1 1
Land Use
Acreage (Percent)
Agriculture 0.0 (0.0 0.0 (0.0} { 0.0{(0.0) | 0.0(0.0) 0.0 {0.0}
Forest 2 0.0 (0.0} 0.0(0.0) | 0.0(0.0) | 0.0(0.0) 0.0 (0.0)
0.14 0.14 0.14
Open Land 0.06 (66.7) (87.5) (87.5) (87.5) 0.14 {87.5)
Residenttal 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) | 0.0(0.0) | 0.0(0.0) 0.0 (0.0}
industrial 0.02 (33.3) (‘13'20‘2) (?'20*;) ((1"20‘2) 0.02 (12.5)
Water 0.0{0.0) 0.0(0.0) | 0.0(0.0) | 0.0(0.0) 0.0 (0.0)
2 Distances are approximated using avaitable aerlal imagery.

c. Pickering Creck Gate Blowdown Assembly —As addressed in response to Resource Report
4, Request 17 in this Response, the proposed modifications to the Pickering Creck Gate
Blowdown Assembly have been removed from the scope of the Project and, thus,
construction impacts to lands proximate to that site will be avoided.

Respondent: Keith Edmonds
Position: Project Manager
Telephone: (732) 919-8292









Adelphia Gateway, LLC — Docket No. CP18-46-000
Response to Staff Data Request Dated November 21, 2018
OEP/DG2E/Gas Branch 1
November 30, 2018 Response

jurisdictional agencies or work with them to develop alternative measures that
would provide equal or greater protection for wildlife and wetlands. Adelphia
has been continually consulting with agencies regarding the Project and will
update them of this proposed Project modification. Adelphia will continue to
file copies of all agency correspondence with the FERC.

Due to the small size of the rock construction entrance, its temporary nature,
and Adelphia’s use of mitigation measures and adherence to permit conditions
and agency recommendations, Adelphia does not expect the additional
temporary workspace at the Paoli Pike Blowdown Site to adversely affect
wetlands or wildlife.

_ As modified, the access to the Paoli Pike Gate valve remains directly from
Paoli Pike Road. There is an existing access road, which Adelphia will
continue to utilize for operations and is sufficiently sized for operations
vehicles. However, as discussed above, a rock construction entrance is
required by the CCCD to access the Paoli Pike Blowdown Site during
construction activities. Due to the presence of a guardrail at the existing
entrance of the Paoli Pike Blowdown Site from the adjacent roadway, in order
to accommodate the PADEP’s sizing requirements for the rock construction
entrance, and to accommodate construction equipment, the rock construction
entrance was expanded into the adjacent area.

. Adelphia is not proposing any permanent wetland fill as part of the rock
construction entrance at the Paoli Pike Blowdown Site. Other wetland impacts
associated with work at the Paoli Pike Blowdown Site would be less than 0.05
acre and are considered de minimis by the PADEP. The PADEP does not
require compensatory mitigation for de minimis impacts. Therefore, Adelphia
is not proposing compensatory mitigation for wetland impacts at the Paoli Pike
Blowdown Site.

Because total Project-related impacts to waters of the U.S. would be minimal,
Adelphia intends to comply with federal Clean Water Act requirements by
obtaining a Pennsylvania State Programmatic General Permit-5 (PASPGP-5),
which the PADEP would attach to Adelphia’s state permits, if granted.
Adelphia has filed or is in the process of filing permit applications with the
PADEP for all Project-related impacts to wetlands. All submitted applications
are currently under review. Adelphia will adhere to all PADEP regulations and
recommendations regarding wetland impacts and associated mitigation, as
specified in the permits.



Adelphia Gateway, LLC — Docket No. CP18-46-000
Response to Staff Data Request Dated November 21, 2018
OEP/DG2E/Gas Branch 1
November 30, 2018 Response

Respondent: Keith Edmonds
Position: Project Manager
Telephone: (732) 919-8292






Page 194 D. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS They determined that approval of
this proposal “would not constitute a major federal action significantly affecting
the quality of the human environment. (attached)

Page 195 eminent domain is limited
Page 197 inspectors required to document compliance with “local” permit requirements

Cc: Board of Supervisors

F:\Data\Shared Data\Admin Dept\Adelphia\Memo to Task Force 011119.docx
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While noise from FIDD construction would exceed 55 dBA. L at the NSAs most
affected near each drill, the majority of these HDDs would be completed during daytime
hours to minimize impacts on nearby residents. However, HDD-5 and HDD-9 would be
constructed over a 24-hour period. At these sites, because ambient sound levels exceed
55 dBA. Lan, FIDD construction must not result in noise impacts greater than 10 dBA over
ambient noise levels. The acoustical analysis in table B-23 indicates that construction
noise at HDD 5 and HDD-9 would result in noise impacts that are 5.8 dBA greater than
ambient noise levels at both sites, which is less than 10 dBA. Therefore, while residents
in the Project area would be impacted by noise from Project construction, based on our
analyses, the mitigation measures proposed (including daytime construction at most
HDDs), and the temporary and short-term nature of construction, we conclude that
construction of the Project would not result in significant noise impacts on local residents

and the surrounding communities.

Operations

The new compressor stations would generate sound on a continuous basis (i.e., up
to 24 hours per day) when operating. Some sound would also be generated by the
operation of the new and existing meter stations. Noise impacts associated with the
operation of these aboveground facilities would be limited to the vicinity of the facilities,
The specific operational noise sources associated with these facilities and their estimated
impact at the nearest NSAs are described below.

We received comments expressing concern regarding noise impacts at residences
in the vicinity of the proposed compressor stations; the noise analysis addresses impacts
at the NSAs nearest to cach compressors station. Therefore, residences in the immediate
vicinity of the Project facilities are included in this assessment. The Delaware
Riverkeeper Network raised comments regarding noise from the compressor stations and
pipelines; we also received comments expressing concern for impacts associated with
vibration from operation of the proposed compressor stations. In addition to noise
requirements, the Commission requires that applicants address vibration when proposing
to construct compressor stations. The mitigation measures that Adelphia would
implement to reduce noise to the levels required by FERC would also serve to reduce
potential sources of vibration at the compressor stations. Through FERC’s dispute
resolution service helpline, we are aware that induced vibration, or a low frequency
sound from pipelines, has occurred at a limited number of natural gas facilities in the over
300,000 miles of transmission pipeline in the Unites States. However, we are unaware of
wide-scale cases of low frequency noise/vibration from natural gas transmission
pipelines. With hundreds of thousands of residents near natural gas pipelines, we have
seen no systemic evidence that natural gas pipelines are inducing low frequency noise
offects on local residences. This appears to be an isolated issue that continues to be
addressed through the dispute resolution service and landowner helpline.
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Adelphia conducted ambient s
the nearest NSAs to the proposed Qu
and five meter stations.*® The distances an

compressor and meter stations are presented

ound surveys and acoustical impact assessments for
akertown and Marcus Hook Compressor Stations

d directions to the nearest NSAs from the

in table B-24 and shown in appendix K-2.

Table B-24
Acoustical Analysis of the Proposed Compressor and Meter Stations
. Existing Lan Exj—slt_i;golf—dn Potential
NSA _Dlstfmce and Ambient Lan Attributable Proposed Increase
Direction of NSA | "(dBA) | g o (amay | OTanges Ambiont (dBA)
{(dBA)

Marcus Hool Compressor Station

NSA-1a* 630 feet northwest 65.8 53.5 66.0 0.2

NSA-Ib 530 feet northwest 65.8 522 66.0 0.2

NSA-2 2,780 fect northeast 63.2 40.8 63.2 0.0
Qualkertown Compressor and Meter Stations®

NSA-1 530 feet west 44.9 42.5 46.9 2.0

NSA-2 630 feet southeast 53.8 40.3 54.0 0.3

NSA-3 640 foet south 50.6 384 50.9 0.3
Delmarva Meter Station (with mitigation)

MS NSA-1 312 feet north 59.5 54.2 60.6 1.1
Mounroe Meter Station (no mitigation)

NSA-15 686 feet northeast 61.0 58.2 67.5 0.5
Tilghman Meter Station (no mitigation)

NSA-28 535 feet northwest 68.0 60.7 68.7 07
Transco Meter Station (no mitigation)

CS NSA-2 1,293 feet northeast 63.2 51.9 63.5 0.3

" Daytime and nighttime ambient sound measure

b Daytime and nighttime ambient soun
AILNSA-1, Alt NSA-2, and Alt NSA-3, respectively,

ments for NSA-1a were collected at NSA-1b,

d measurements for NSA-1, NSA-2, and NSA-3 were co
as depicted in appendix K-2.

llected at monitoring points

4 The Delma:

TETCO. Noise impact associated with the new Quakertown

rva Meter Station

proposed Quakertown Compressor Station.
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=] Adelphia has committed to installation of the following noise control measures at
the compressor stations based on its noise consultant’s recommendations:

¢ hospital grade silencers;

e station piping below ground to the extent possible and acoustical lagging on
aboveground pipes in proximity to the property boundary;

o an acoustically-insulated compressor building;

o anoise-attennating enclosure for emergency generalor; and

inlet and discharge mufflers on intakes and exhausts on compressor buildings.

Based on the results in table B-24, and the mitigation measures committed to by
Adelphia, the two new compressor stations would meet FERC’s sound level requirements
at the nearest NSAs. Additionally, the compressor stations would be in compliance with
local noise ordinances. To ensure Project-related sound level impacts do not exceed our
criterion, we recommend that:

o Adelphia should file with the Secretary noise surveys for the Marcus
Hook Compressor Station and Quakertown Compressor and Meter
Stations no later than 60 days after placing the stations into service. If
full power load condition noise surveys are not possible, Adelphia
should file an interim survey at the maximum possible power load
within 60 days of placing the stations into service and file the full
power load survey within 6 months. If the noise attributable to
operation of all equipment at the station under interim or full power
load conditions exceeds an Ldn of 55 dBA at any nearby NSA,
Adelphia should:

a. file a report with the Secretary, for review and written approval
by the Director of OEP, on what changes are needed;

b. install additional noise controls to meet that level within 1 year of
the in-service date; and

c. confirm compliance with this requirement by filing a second full
power load noise survey with the Secretary for review and written
approval by the Director of OEP no later than 60 days after it
installs the additional noise controls.

Tn addition to the operational sound level impacts discussed above, there would
also be emergency blowdown events during which the compressor stations would
generate additional sound for short periods of time. While routine compressor station

139



maintenance blowdowns are included in the estimates in table B-24, emergency
blowdown events could occur once annually for a duration of 10 minutes and vents used
for emergency blowdowns would not be fitted with silencers. Given the non-routine
nature and short-term duration of these blowdown events, we do not believe that they
would result in significant impacts on nearby residents.

Adelphia also estimated the sound level impacts at the NSAs associated with
operation of the meter stations and found that operation of the Transco, Monroe, and
Tilghman Meter Stations would not be greater than the ambient sound level measured at
the nearest NSAs. While operation of the Monroe and Tilghman Meter Stations would
result in sound levels greater than 55 dBA Lan at the nearest NSAs, the resulting increase
in ambient sound levels would not be audible, and would be less than 1 dBA (see
table B-24). Noise impacts from operation of the Delmarva Meter Station are predicted
to be higher than ambient sound Jevels. To mitigate noise associated with operation of
this meter station, Adelphia would implement one of the following noise reduction
techniques based on its noise consultant’s recomimendations:

e use valves with low or ultra-noise trims;
¢ acoustically-insulate regulator buildings;
e install acoustical lagging on above-ground piping; and/or

e install low noise heaters.

Adelphia has not identified the specific mitigation measures it would implement to
ensure compliance with our guideline that noise from operation of the Delmarva Meter
Station not exceed 55 dBA Lan. Therefore, we recommend that:

o TPrior to construction of the Delmarva Meter Station, Adelphia should
file with the Secretary, for review and written approval by the Director
of OEP, a description of the specific noise mitigation measures it would
install at the Delmarva Meter Station and the associated noise levels
predicted for full flow/load condition operations.

It is our experience that meter stations can vary widely in terms of actual sound
level impacts after being placed in service relative to the predicted impacts from these
stations. In addition, the number of residences in proximity to meter stations further
justifies the need for post-construction sound level surveys. To verify the accuracy of
Adelphia’s acoustical analyses and ensure sound levels do not exceed our criterion, we

recommend that:

e Adelphia should file with the Secretary noise surveys for the Transco,
Monroe, Tilghman, and Delmarva Meter Stations no later than 60 days
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6. Within 60 days of the acceptance of the authorization and before construction
begins, Adelphia shall file an Implementation Plan with the Secretary for review and
written approval by the Director of OEP. Adelphia must file revisions to the plan as
schedules change. The plan shall identify:

a.

how Adelphia will implement the construction procedures and mitigation
measures described in its application and supplements (including responses to
staff data requests), identified in the EA, and required by the Order;

how Adelphia will incorporate these requirements into the contract bid
documents, construction contracts (especially penalty clauses and
specifications), and construction drawings so that the mitigation required at
each site is clear to onsite construction and inspection personnel;

the number of Els assigned per spread, and how the company will ensure that
sufficient personnel are available to implement the environmental mitigation;

company personnel, including Els and contractors, who will receive copies of
the appropriate material;

the location and dates of the environmental compliance training and
instructions Adelphia will give to all personnel involved with construction and
restoration (initial and refresher training as the Project progresses and
personnel change);

the company personnel (if known) and specific portion of Adelphia’s
organization having responsibility for compliance;

the procedures (including use of contract penalties) Adelphia will follow if
noncompliance occurs; and

for each discrete facility, a Gantt or PERT chart (or similar project scheduling
diagram), and dates for:

(1)  completion of all required surveys and reports;
(2) the environmental compliance training of onsite personnel;
(3) the start of construction; and

(4)  the start and completion of restoration.

7. Adelphia shall employ at least two Els. The Els shall be:
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and an inadvertent return using the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Delft method*® (or
an equivalent method) for drilling through unconsolidated material, and/or a
qualitative analysis for an inadvertent return through bedrock utilizing rock quality
designation values obtained from the bedrock cores.

14. Prior to construction, Adelphia shall file with the Secretary the Final SAP for the

Parkway and Tilghman Laterals, including any USEPA and PADEP comments on the
SAP, for review and written approval by the Director of OEP. The Final SAP shall

include:

a. a clear definition of the number of samples, depth of sample collection, and
analysis for each sampling location;

b. a commitment to plug and abandon borings/monitoring wells in accordance
with state and federal guidelines;

c. sampling every 100 feet near the PADEP contaminated sites listed in table B-3
of the EA and expanded analytical testing to include known contaminants;

d. addition of PCBs to the SAP for soil and groundwater samples collected
adjacent to the Metro Container Corporation site; and

e. site-specific plans for construction in areas of contamination, based on USEPA
and PADEP consultations that include:

(1)  the extent of contamination in relation to construction work areas;

(2)  description of the contamination plumes (i.e., migrating, stable), where
available;

(3) identification of areas where Project construction (including HDDs)
could create a preferential migration path for contamination; and

(4) proposed mitigation measures developed in consultation with the
USEPA and PADEP.

15. Prior to construction, Adelphia shall file with the Secretary a revised IRCP, for

review and written approval by the Director of OEP, which addresses containment
and cleanup measures for inadvertent releases in areas of contamination.

16. Prior to construction, Adelphia shall file with the Secretary, for review and written

5Q

approval by the Director of OEP, results of consultation with the PADEP and the

Recommended Guidelines for Installation of Pipelines beneath Levees using Hovizontal
Directional Drilling, prepared for USACE, Kimberlie Staheli [ef al.], April 1998.
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Delaware County Conservation District to identify an alternative stormwater
management configuration at the Transco Meter Station that would not result in
impacts on nearby wetlands.

17. Prior to construction, Adelphia shall file with the Secretary, for review and written
approval by the Director of OEP, site-specific justification for operational use of AR-
33.97-01 for access to the Perkiomen Creek BAV, or identify an alternative access
route for use during operation that avoids impacts on wetlands.

18. Adelphia shall not begin construction of the Project until:
a. FERC staff completes ESA Section 7 consultations with the USFWS; and

b. Adelphia has received written notification from the Director of OEP that
construction and/or use of mitigation (including implementation of
conservation measures) may begin.

19. Prior to construction, Adelphia shall confirm in a filing with the Secretary that it
will install super silt fence barrier at the Schuylkill River BAV during the inactive
period of the eastern red belly turtle (October 15 — April 15), and if this timing
window cannot be met, then Adelphia will have a qualified biologist on-site to
conduct a clearance survey prior to construction.

20. Prior to construction, Adelphia shall file with the Secretary, for review and written
approval by the Director of OEP:

a. results of consultation with the applicable managing entity for the portion of
the Schuylkill River Trail that will be impacted by construction and operation
of the Schuylkill River BAV, generally between MPs 27.3 and 28.1 of the
existing mainline, including copies of any correspondence; and

b. mitigation measures that Adelphia will implement during construction and
operation, including signage for trail users.

21.Prior to construction, Adelphia shall file with the Secretary a copy of PADEP’s
CZMA determination for the Adelphia Gateway Project.

22. Prior to construction, Adelphia shall file with the Secretary, for review and written
approval by the Director of OEP, site-specific visual screening plans for the
Quakertown Compressor and Meter Stations, developed in consultation with West
Rockhill Township, and the Delmarva Meter Station. The plans should include photo
simulations of the resulting viewshed from the perspective of nearby visual receptors,

23. Prior to construction, Adelphia shall identify parking areas for construction workers
at the Marcus Hook Compressor Station and for the two new laterals and associated
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LQ meter stations and file the information with the Secretary for review and written
approval by the Director of OEP.

24. Adelphia shall not begin construction of facilities and/or use of staging, storage, or
temporary work areas and new or to-be-improved access roads until:

a, for Pennsylvania, Adelphia files with the Secretary remaining cultural
resources survey reports(s); site evaluation report(s), as required;
avoidance/treatment plan(s), as required; and comments on the cultural
resources reports and plans from the Pennsylvania SHPO;

b. for Delaware, Adelphia files with the Secretary the Delaware SHPO’s
comments on the visual screening plan for the Delmarva Meter Station;

c. the ACHP is afforded an opportunity to comment if historic properties would
be adversely affected; and

d. FERC staff reviews and the Director of the OEP approves the cultural
resources reports and plans, and notifies Adelphia in writing that treatment
plans/mitigation measures (including archaeological data recovery) may be
implemented and/or construction may proceed.

All materials filed with the Commission containing location, character, and
ownership information about cultural resources must have the cover and any relevant
pages therein clearly labeled in bold lettering: “CUIL/PRIV - DO NOT RELEASE.”

25. Adelphia shall file with the Secretary noise surveys for the Marcus Hook Compressor
Station and Quakertown Compressor and Meter Stations no later than 60 days_after
placing the stations into service. If full power load condition noise surveys are not
possible, Adelphia shall file an interim survey at the maximum possible power load
within 60 days of placing the stations into service and file the full power load survey
within 6 months. If the noise attributable to operation of all equipment at the station
under interim or full power load conditions exceeds an La, of 55 dBA at any nearby

NSA, Adelphia shall:

a. file a report with the Secretary, for review and written approval by the
Director of OEP, on what changes are needed;

b. install additional noise controls to meet that level within 1 year of the in-
service date; and

c. confirm compliance with this requirement by filing a second full power
load noise survey with the Secretary for review and written approval by the
Director of OEP no later than 60 days after it installs the additional noise

controls.
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== 26. Prior to construction of the Delmarva Meter Station, Adelphia shall file with the
Secretary, for review and written approval by the Director of OEP, a description of
the specific noise mitigation measures it will install at the Delmarva Meter Station
and the associated noise levels predicted for full flow/load condition operations.

27. Adelphia shall file with the Secretary noise surveys for the Transco, Monroe,
Tilghman, and Delmarva Meter Stations no later than 60 days after placing the
stations into service. If full flow/load condition noise surveys are not possible,
Adelphia shall file an interim survey at the maximum possible power load within 60
days of placing the stations into service and file the full flow/load survey within 6
months. If the noise attributable to operation of all equipment at each meter station
under interim or full power load conditions exceeds an Lan of 55 dBA at any nearby

NSA, Adelphia shall:

a. file a report with the Secretary, for review and written approval by the
Director of OEP, on what changes are needed;

b. install additional noise controls to meet that level within 1 year of the in-
service date; and

c. confirm compliance with this requirement by filing a second full power
. load noise survey with the Secretary for review and written approval by the
: Director of OEP no later than 60 days after it installs the additional noise

controls.
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Rick Smith

- -

From: 'FERC eSubscription' <eSubscription@ferc.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2018 3:46 PM

Subject: Comment on Filing submitted in FERC CP18-46-000 by Individual No Affiliation,et al.

On 12/19/2018, the following Filing was submitted to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), Washington
D.C.:

Filer: Individual No Affiliation
Individual No Affiliation {as Agent)’

Docket(s): CP18-46-000
Lead Applicant: Adelphia Gateway, LLC

Filing Type: Comment on Filing

Description:  Comment of Rick Smith in Docket(s)/Project(s) CP18-46-000
Submission Date: 12/19/2018

To view the document for this Filing, click here
http://elibrary.FERC.gov/idmws/file list.asp?accession _num=20181219-5130

To modify your subscriptions, click here: https://ferconline.ferc.gov/eSubscription.aspx

Please do not respond to this email.

_ Online help is available here:

http://www.ferc.gov/efiling-help.as
or for phone support, call 866-208-3676.
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Rick smith, west chester, PA.
Adelphia Gateway LLC
Docket CP18-46-000

In Tight of the concerns expressed hy several of our Township residents I am writing

to request that Ade1ﬁhia be required to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement.
Rick smith, East Goshen Township Manager

Page 1



