
Michael Spille 
32 Hewitt Road  

Lambertville, NJ 08530  
Township of  West Amwell 

August 13, 2016 

Honorable Norman Bay, Chair  
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission  
888 First Street, NE  
Washington, DC 20426 
Re: Docket CP15-558-000 – Proposed PennEast Pipeline Project  

Dear Chairman Bay, FERC Commissioners and FERC staff, 

My name is Michael Spille, I am a resident of  32 Hewitt Road in West Amwell Township, New Jersey.  I 
am intervenor in this matter on docket CP15-558, and also an impacted landowner along the preferred 
route of  the PennEast Pipeline project. 

I am firmly opposed to the PennEast Pipeline project as their documentation of  public need is 
extraordinarily inadequate.  In fact, numerous studies exist to show that this project is being 
contemplated solely for the private financial benefit of  the PennEast Pipeline owners, and that it will in 
fact harm people who live, play, and work in the region.  

This lack of  demonstrated public need is documented thoroughly in other comments on the DEIS.  My 
focus here is on that demonstrated lack of  need coupled with the games PennEast plays in choosing its 
route.  FERC clearly gives a great deal of  deference to pipeline companies to choose the route most 
suitable for them, but which also minimizes impacts to the environment and residents living in the area.  

In the case of  PennEast, however, it is clear that this deference is unearned and that FERC should take a 
closer look at the route in this vicinity, and indeed at all locations along the route.  It is horrifying that 
PennEast has put homeowners in this position of  opposing unjustified infrastructure projects like this 
one, while also simultaneously have to defend their own property and risk being written off  as a mere 
“NIMBY”.  

In this case I am writing in specifically in reference to two route variations in my vicinity, Route Variation 
No. 76 (“Variation 76”) and Route Variation No. 75 (“Variation 75”) in the PennEast Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). 

Table 1 shows the information the DEIS records about these two variations : 1

 PennEast DEIS CD Volume I, Page 3-241



The prior route, Variation 75 and Variation 76 are visually documented in the DEIS .  A blow up of  that  2

map is shown in figure 1 on the following page.  The now preferred route designated Variation 76 is 
shown in green, the prior route is shown in blue, and Variation 75 is shown in orange. 

It is obvious from looking at this map that it is an extraordinarily low quality rendering of  the area and it 
is nearly impossible to discern actual impacts for the alternatives.  PennEast’s filing and the DEIS are 
equally devoid of  useful information. 

The DEIS states that variation No. 76 was chosen because it “Avoids impact on future land development plans 
along Hewitt Road”. 

I have spoken to zoning officials in West Amwell Township about this matter.  The entire vicinity of  
Hewitt Road is designated as rural residential.  No commercial development is possible here.  In terms of  
development of  private rural lots, no plans have been submitted to West Amwell Township for any 
development along any part of  Hewitt Road. 

What development, then, is PennEast referring to here?  Is there some vague assertion from a landowner 
that they may somehow develop their property in some undefined way in the distant future?  If  so, I fail 
to see how this can be considered acceptable by FERC. 

A  C L O S E R  L O O K  AT  H E W I T T  R OA D  

 PennEast DEIS CD Volume II, Page F-612

Table 1 - Hewitt Road Route Variations

Variation 
Name

Milepost 
Location a/

Length 
(miles)

Reason 
Considered, or 
Primary Resources 
Affected or 
Avoided

Incorporate
d into 
Proposed 
Route

Reason Variation 
Incorporated or Rejected

Variation No. 
75

102.8-103.8 1.0 Future development 
plans, sensitive 
areas

No Constructability issues due 
to topography, two 
additional residences within 
50 feet of construction work 
space

Variation No. 
76

103.3-104.0 0.7 Future Development 
Plans, Sensitive 
Areas

Yes Avoids impact on future 
land development plans 
along Hewitt Road 



Figure 1 - Prior Route (Blue), Variation 75 (Orange), Variation 76 (Green)



A better way to look at these variations in terms of  residences is to use a better map zoomed in much 
more closely to the areas in question.  

 Such a map is shown in figure 2 .  This shows the current preferred Variation 76 outlined in red, and 3

the prior proposed route from January 2015 outlined in yellow. 

The yellow route had two housing impacts: proximity to a house being rebuilt in at the site indicated at 
35 Hewitt Road, and a new house that was built at 38 Hewitt Road at the site indicated.  There is no 

 Source: Google Earth, PennEast pipeline .kmz files from January and March 20153

Figure 2 - Original January 2015 Route (Yellow), Variation 76 (Red)



“future land development” in place here.  In fact PennEast stated to me on the phone that the yellow 
route was not accepted because of  a new house already built at 38 Hewitt that does not show up on 
current desktop surveys.  So the DEIS characterization is wrong. 

Further, the residences at 35 Hewitt and 38 Hewitt were both approximately the same distance from the 
center line as 30 Hewitt Road and 32 Hewitt Road are to Variation 76 in red.  In both cases, the 
proximity is not acceptable and is also inexplicable. 

If  you look at the map in figure 2, it also annotates the open space between 27 Hewitt Road and 30 
Hewitt Road.  This space is 650’ in width.  Yet PennEast chose to purposefully run right along the fence 
line of  30 Hewitt Road and 32 Hewitt Road, with construction a few dozen feet from 30 Hewitt Road.  
In fact 30 and 32 Hewitt Road have some of  the lowest property acreages in West Amwell (0.92 acre and 

Figure 3 - West Amwell Tax map.  32 Hewitt Road is lot 11, 30 Hewitt Road is lot 11.01.  Pipeline 
runs on extreme left of lot 12.



1.27, respective).  Given the low acres and proximity to the proposed route, all of  30 Hewitt, and most of  
32 Hewitt are within the 400’ survey corridor of  the pipeline. 

The actual parcel PennEast chose to run on is block 29, lot 12, shown in figure 3 below.  Lot 12 is 26.63 

acres in size, and lot 12.01 next to it is owned by the same party (Virginia James) and stands at 44.93 

Figure 4 - West Amwell Tax book ownership Hewitt Road.



acres.  Figure 4 documents the tax ownership information of  the lots in question .  Nearly all of  this 4

parcel is empty.  For size references 32 Hewitt Road is lot 11, and 30 Hewitt Road is Lot 11.01. 

Despite the 650’ open space between houses, and the combined 70+ acres of  property owned by V. 
James, line, PennEast chose to run as close as possible to the fence line of  lots 11 and 11.01 - directly 
impacting two residences for no documented reason. 

PennEast has never explained why they need to impact 30 Hewitt and 32 Hewitt so closely.  There is no 
evidence that they need to run the pipeline so close to these two homes.  They have never indicated why 
in a 650’ wide open space they need to come within a few dozen yards of  houses. 

FAVO R I T I S M , I M P R O P E R  R O U T I N G, A N D  S O C I A L  
J U S T I C E  
It should be noted that the residents of  both 30 Hewitt Road and 32 Hewitt Road are anti-pipeline, 
while the owner of  lots 12 and 12.01 is pro-pipeline.  It would appear that PennEast is sited as far as 
possible from the residence of  the owner of  lots 12 and 12.01 (shown in Figure 2 at 10 Hewitt Road ), 5

and as close as possible to 30 and 32 Hewitt. 

The presumed impact to lot 12 is minimal as it is largely clear and open space with few trees and no 
structures. 

The physical and emotional impact to 32 Hewitt and 30 Hewitt are immense given nearly the entire 
1.27 and 0.92  acre properties are in close proximity to the pipeline, along with the drinking water wells 
on the properties, the houses and other structures, and septic systems.  Meanwhile as abutters the owners 
of  32 Hewitt and 30 Hewitt are given no options at all, while the owner of  10 Hewitt can choose to 
minimize impact to her property and also get monetary compensation. 

Further, this shows PennEast is unfairly targeting families based on their socio economic standing.   Both 
30 Hewitt Road and 32 Hewitt’s property values are substantially below the average property values in 
West Amwell.  According to Trulia, these are the stats of  32 Hewitt Road: 

“This is a Single-Family Home located at 32 Hewitt Road, Lambertville, NJ. 32 Hewitt Rd has approximately 1,326 
square feet. The property has a lot size of  1.27 acres and was built in 1972. The average list price for similar homes for 
sale is $285,190. 32 Hewitt Rd is in the 08530 ZIP code in Lambertville, NJ. The average list price for ZIP code 
08530 is $489,298”. 

32 Hewitt Road is more than $200,000 below the average value of  homes in the area. 

Meanwhile, 10 Hewitt Road is 5,488 square feet and valued at roughly $680,000.  But this does not tell 
the entire story.  The owner is a well known multi millionaire who has contributed millions of  dollars to 
conservative causes, and has indicated that she is pro-PennEast.  Her wikipedia page is shown in Figure 
5 .  6

 Source West Amwell Tax book page 447 http://www.municipalassessor.com/CD1026/1026-TAXSUM-2013.pdf4

 Source: West Amwell Tax Maps http://www.municipalassessor-nj.com/mapbook/1026/mapbook-1026/index.html#175

 Source: Wikipedia https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Virginia_James6

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Virginia_James
http://www.municipalassessor-nj.com/mapbook/1026/mapbook-1026/index.html#17
http://www.municipalassessor.com/CD1026/1026-TAXSUM-2013.pdf


In addition, NJ Spotlight ran an article on top political donors in NJ in 2014.  Ms. James was far and 

away the biggest donor with over $3 million donated to overwhelmingly conservative causes from 
2011-2014 .   The page details several million dollars of  donations to almost exclusively conservative 7

causes in the past decade, and states: 

 Source http://www.njspotlight.com/stories/14/11/02/nj-s-biggest-contributors/7

Figure 5 - Wikipedia Page, Owner of 10 Hewitt Road 



“The data, provided by the National Institute for Money in State Politics and the Center for Responsive Politics, shows that 

the queen of  New Jersey donors is Virginia James, a Hunterdon County woman who donated almost $3.4 million to 63 
candidates and PACs between January 1, 2011 and June 30 of  this year. All of  James' gifts of  any size were to groups 
and candidates that are conservative-leaning or Republican.” 

It would appear from all of  the available facts that PennEast is going out of  its way to benefit an 
extremely wealthy homeowner who is pro-PennEast, and to instead burden homeowners of  significantly 
lesser means with extreme impacts to their modest properties.  Ms. James is of  course entitled to use her 
wealth legally as she sees fit, and we do not begrudge her donations to the causes of  her choice.  
However, use of  such influence to cite a 36” natural gas pipeline away from her residence, and closer to 

Figure 6 - NJSpotlight showing James as largest political donor in the state of New Jersey



residences of  others is something that FERC should not allow, and should see as clear evidence that 
PennEast is not selecting the best possible route on balance, but is instead showing extreme favoritism to 
those who work with them.  

C O N C L U S I O N  
In closing, the DEIS completely mischaracterizes the impacts around Hewitt Road and the commentary 
on Variations 75 and 76 are inaccurate and misleading.  The realities of  the situation on Hewitt Road 
are very different from what the DEIS describes.  And allowing the routing of  the proposed route to 
favor one property owner who is worth tens of  millions of  dollars is a troubling action in terms of  social 
justice. 

At the same time, as this comment stated at its beginning, the impacted property owners are not pointing 
these facts to try to unfairly move the route to impact other homeowners.  There is no clear justification 
for this pipeline at all, and it should be built at all - and should not be impacting anyone in our region.  
But these comments are offered to show the deep injustices involved in the routing process itself.  No 
consideration has been given to homeowners who lives will be uprooted and devastated by the 
construction and ongoing operations of  this pipeline.  No plausible reason has been given to route the 
pipeline nearly 1,000 feet away from the James’ residence - and putting the construction a few dozen feet 
from 30 Hewitt Road and only 100’ from 32 Hewitt Road. 

The route variation data in this vicinity should plainly be thrown away and re-evaluated from scratch. 


