
   

 
 

PennEast Pipeline Project 
 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

PADEP Northeast Regional Office  
2 Public Square, Wilkes-Barre, PA 

Date: July 13, 2015 
 

Attendees (see also sign-in sheet): 
Ann Roda, PADEP Office of Program Integration Director, Central Office 
Neal J. Elko, PADEP Air Quality Program, New Source Review Chief, NERO 
Amy Bellanca, Clean Water Program Permits Chief, NERO 
Joe Buczynski, PADEP Waterways and Wetlands, Program Manager, NERO 
Kevin White, PADEP Waterways and Wetlands Program, Environmental Group 
Manager, NERO 
Bharat Patel, PADEP Waterways and Wetlands Program, Permitting and Technical 
Services Chief, NERO 
Robert Jevin, PADEP Waterways and Wetlands Program, Application Manger, NERO 
Don Knorr, PADEP Waterways and Wetlands Program, Water Pollution Biologist 
Supervisor, SERO 
Rhonda Manning, PADEP River Basin Commissions Water Program Specialist 
Glenn Withknecht, USACE Philadelphia District 
Mike Dombroskie (via phone), USACE Baltimore District 
David Kevach, Delaware River Basin Commission 
Eric Engle, Delaware River Basin Commission 
Morgan Schuster, Bucks County Conservation District 
Kristina Maurer, Carbon County Conservation District 
Josh Longmore, Luzerne Conservation District 
Heather Berlew, Luzerne Conservation District 
Alisa Harris, UGI Energy Services – PennEast Pipeline Company 
Jeff England, UGI Energy Services – PennEast Pipeline Company 
Jon West, AECOM (Deputy Project Manager) 
Scott Anderson, AECOM (Air permitting) 
Sarah Binckley, AECOM (PA Environmental Permitting Lead) 
Keven Koch, Hatch Mott MacDonald – PennEast (Engineering) 
 
Meeting Summary 
  
Project Introduction 
 

• Draft agendas and presentation handouts were distributed to meeting participants. 



   

• PennEast and AECOM provided a Project Overview, including a brief history of 
reroutes to avoid sensitive areas and address stakeholder input, milestones in the 
FERC 7c pre-filing process, survey progress and schedule. Highlights include: 

o The project schedule has been reset to incorporate reroutes based on input 
from landowners and other stakeholders, agency preferences, and 
environmental surveys. Several major reroutes were made to maximize 
opportunities to co-locate with existing rights-of-way and minimize 
impacts to the Appalachian Trail. 

o In Pennsylvania, PennEast has received survey permission on 
approximately 80% of the pipeline route.  

o Environmental surveys have been completed along the majority of the 
parcels to which PennEast has access.  

o One compressor station will be sited in an area zoned Light Industrial, and 
is located adjacent to Interstate 80. The location is backed by the 
township. PennEast is currently re-evaluating horsepower requirements to 
meet market demand. 

Schedule 
 

• PennEast anticipates submitting the FERC 7c application and required state and 
federal permit applications concurrently in mid-September. 

• In locations where PennEast does not have field-verified data, it intends to use 
remote sensing data and recent aerial photography to estimate impacts. 

• PennEast requests that the PADEP and USACE review the applications for 
completeness and adequacy based on the portions of the Project that have been 
field-verified.  

• PADEP will review the field-verified impacts in the applications. 
Recommendations for this approach are discussed under Chapter 105/Section 
404/Section 10. 

 
Potential Wetland and Waterbody Impacts 
 

• Timing restrictions will be implemented for wild trout and trout-stocked streams. 
• Exceptional Value streams and wetlands will be temporarily impacted, so a Water 

Obstruction and Encroachment permit in each county will be required. 
• PennEast proposed crossing the Susquehanna River using an open cut, dry 

crossing method.  
o A horizontal directional drill at this location is too risky and would likely 

result in an inadvertent return of drilling fluid due to the approximately 
100 feet of unconsolidated material under the river’s bed and the presence 
of abandoned mines along this reach of the river. 

o The engineering team is currently designing the crossing, but the general 
approach will be to install a Portadam at the upstream tip of Monocanonck 
Island, which is located in the center of the river, to divert flow to one side 
of the river. Bladder dams will be installed adjacent to the pipeline trench 
for further dewatering. After the pipe is installed under half of the river, 



   

the flow diversion, dewatering, and pipeline installation will be completed 
on the other half of the river. 

 
Air Permitting – Compressor Station 
 

• PADEP summarized application requirements including the need to submit an 
Addendum A, a Compliance History Form, and proof of municipal and county 
notifications. 

• The PADEP anticipates comments from opposition groups and individuals. 
• A public hearing may be required. 
• The Zoning status should be made clear in  the permit application (in other words, 

state if propose use is currently allowed on the parcel as currently zoned, or if a 
change in zoning, variance(s) or conditional use approvals  are required). 

• Leak detection and repair (LDAR) program will be required. 
• The General Information Form (GIF) submitted with the air permit application 

should focus on the compressor station only. 
• The application review will take approximately 6 months.  
• The general conformity analysis will be reviewed by Central Office. 
• PADEP advised to review application text to avoid miscommunication. 

 
Hydrostatic Test Discharges 
 

• A new PAG-10 was released in the last couple of weeks, and can be used in 
watersheds that are not HQ or EV. 

• In HQ/EV watersheds, and Individual NPDES permit will be required.  
• An Environmental Monitoring Program (EMP) is required for an Individual 

Permit. 
• Individual Permit application review can take less than 6 months, but applicants 

should not wait until the last minute to submit the applications. PADEP needs 
adequate review time. 

 
Section 401 Water Quality Certification (WQC) 
 

• Issuance of the Water Obstruction and Encroachment Permit provides 401 WQC 
for the wetland and stream crossings; however, for FERC projects, an individual 
401 WQC is required for the entire project, including uplands. 

• PennEast’s application can reference the EIS being prepared by the FERC.  
• The PADEP can issue a conditional approval. 
• Recent examples of 401 WQC approved by the NERO include the Constitution 

Project and the Leidy Southeast Project. Each would be good examples to follow. 
• The review timeframe is generally one year. 
• The 401 WQC application can be submitted before the Chapter 105 and 102 

applications are submitted. 



   

• If a public hearing is needed, PADEP may be able to hold one hearing that 
addresses 401, 105, 102, and air permitting concerns, so there may be some 
benefit in submitting everything simultaneously. 

 
 
Chapter 105/Section 404/Section 10 
 

• Chapter 105 and 102 reviews will be synchronized and will not necessarily follow 
the permit decision guarantee timeframes. Technical deficiency letters will be 
sent simultaneously. 

• A separate Joint Permit Application (JPA) must be submitted for each county. 3 
will go to NERO, 1 will go to SERO. These applications must be stand-alone 
applications, with impacts broken down by county. 

• PADEP and USACE understand that PennEast will not have completed surveys 
on 100% of the PA portion of the Project before the JPAs are submitted. As 
additional information becomes available during the technical review, it should 
be grouped for submittal. 

• PADEP and USACE cannot issue permits on remote-sensed data. Impacts must 
be field verified. Remote-sensed data will not be reviewed, and it should not be 
reported in impact tables. It can be submitted as an addendum. 

• PADEP can issue a permit for the field-verified data, and additional impacts can 
be submitted as a minor or major amendment. If major, the application will be in 
the same format and require the same level of detail as the initial submittal. 

• PADEP: Impact tables should follow the Atlantic Sunrise example. USACE: the 
waters upload table is comprehensive of both programs and should cover all of 
the information the PADEP needs. [AECOM can send PADEP draft impact 
tables before the application is submitted for concurrence that it meets PADEP’s 
needs.] 

• The USACE would like to begin conducting site visits as soon as possible to 
confirm the wetland and waterbody delineations, ideally before the JPAs are 
submitted. AECOM will submit a preliminary wetland and waterbody delineation 
report to the USACE for areas of the Project that surveys are complete and the 
Project is unlikely to change. 

• The PADEP biologist reviewing the application will most likely be Matt Miller. 
He will be copied on the preliminary wetland and waterbody delineation report, 
and correspondence on scheduling site visits so that he can attend if he’s 
interested and available. 

• Make sure applications include access roads, staging areas, and pipeyards. 
• Have PNDI resolutions before the application is submitted. If not, Penn East risks: 

o Getting a technical deficiency that must be addressed within 60 days. 
o That comment period can be extended another 60 days. 
o If still not resolved, the application can be rejected. 

• Submerged Land License Agreements will be required for the Susquehanna 
River, Delaware River and Canal, Lehigh River, and Pohopoco Creek. AECOM 



   

will follow up with PADEP to receive any forms or drawing requirement 
checklists that may help the review process. 

• PADEP asked if permits would be required to conduct any geotech or other 
environmental studies. PennEast confirmed that to date, no studies have impacted 
wetlands or waterbodies. If any future studies result in impacts, a JPA must be 
submitted for that activity. 

• AECOM asked about calculating impacts in the Susquehanna River, and whether 
impacts should include the area inside the Portadam or bladder dam. The USACE 
confirmed that under Section 10, the Portadam would also be an impact. 

• Based on the scope of the Project, the USACE will issue an Individual Permit for 
the entire Project rather than breaking out impacts and issuing Pennsylvania State 
Programmatic General Permits (PASPGP-4), Individual Permits, and Nationwide 
Permits. 

• An Aid to Navigation (ATON) Plan will be required by the PFBC for instream 
work in the Susquehanna River. 

• The Susquehanna River crossing will be carefully planned and coordinated to 
cross during low flow conditions. PADEP mentioned activities such as Riverfest 
in the area that PennEast may also want to plan around. 

• PennEast intends to use linear production along its four proposed construction 
spreads as much as possible. Accommodations may be made for sensitive 
resources (i.e. trout streams, T&E restrictions). In those instances, construction 
may occur out of sequence and be tied into the Project later. 

• PADEP recommends submitting a separate table for fees. The USACE will 
require compensatory mitigation for the conversion of palustrine forested and 
palustrine scrub shrub to palustrine emergent wetlands. Mitigation should be 
provided in each watershed. 

• AECOM stated that it is unlikely that a mitigation plan will be complete before 
the JPAs are submitted, as impacts will not fully be understood until all surveys 
are complete. The USACE understands that the mitigation plan will be initially 
conceptual. 

 
Delaware River Basin 
 

• PennEast proposes to cross the Delaware River with an HDD. 
• An Inadvertent Return Contingency Plan has been prepared for the Project.  
• PennEast would like to have the contingencies to be included in the permits, so 

PennEast can take immediate action if needed. 
• DRBC asked if water withdrawals are permitted by PADEP. PADEP confirmed 

they do not require permits. PennEast will register withdrawals with the state 
under the Act 220 Notification process, which requires notification with 30 days 
of the withdrawal. 

• DRBC requests that PennEast provide geotech information. Although it’s not 
reviewable, it would provide helpful supporting documentation for their review 
process.  



   

• PennEast is also conducting karst studies, blasting studies, and seismic 
evaluations, and would be more than happy to share the results of those studies 
with agencies. 

 
Chapter 102 
 

• One permit will be issued for the entire Project, and will be administered and 
coordinated through the NERO.  

• 5 copies of the application, including E&SCP and PCSM plans should be 
submitted, so that PADEP can provide a copy to each County Conservation 
District for technical review. 

• Each county has its own application and review fees. PennEast will include 
these with the applications, and will clearly note which binder should be 
distributed to each county. 

• PennEast should exclude the Chapter 105 areas from the ESCGP-2 per acre 
application fee. 

• NERO will consolidate comments for distribution. Any deficiency applies to 
the entire Project unless otherwise specified. 

• Public comments that County Conservation Districts receive will be 
submitted to Bob Jevin at NERO. 

• Any changes to workspace after initial submittal of the ESCGP-2 application 
will require a major modification. PADEP recommends setting broader limits 
of disturbance in areas where PennEast is uncertain of the workspace needs. 

• PADEP recommendations:  
o Neck down at riparian buffers. 
o In special protection watersheds, there is a 150’ mandatory buffer.  
o In non-special protection watersheds, a voluntary 100’ buffer is 

recommended. 
o The 150’ riparian buffer applies to wetlands that abut streams/ponds. 
o Replant temporary workspace in forested riparian buffers. 
o Recommends using ABACT for the entire Project, although only 

required in special protection watersheds. 
• PCSM BMPs are required for new permanent gravel roads. 
• For temporary access roads, PennEast can add compost and topsoil to areas 

where roads were expanded, or preferably remove the stone and restore. 
Otherwise, PCSM BMPs are required. 

• Evaluate rate and volume control requirements for EV wetlands 
• For gravel used at interconnects surrounding valves and other minor 

aboveground facilities, use an 89 curve number instead of 98. 
 
General Recommendations/Lessons Learned from Recent Projects 
 

• PADEP: Along steep slopes and in proximity to special protection watersheds, the 
construction sequence and schedule should be condensed. 



   

• PADEP: Build buffers into the construction sequence. Do not clear and grub up to 
the streams’ edge. PADEP recommends 150 feet in special protection watersheds 
and 100 feet in other watersheds. 

• PADEP: Have a contingency plan for clean-up outside of the workspace. 
• PADEP: Use J-hooks at the end of waterbars to minimize sediment leaving the 

workspace. 
• PennEast: UGI Energy Services recently implemented sumps at the ends of 

waterbars which worked well during construction, but it should only be used as a 
temporary measure.  

• PADEP: Maintenance of BMPs is key. 
• USACE: Based on recent post-construction monitoring studies, USACE is 

recommending that the seed mix used for wetlands include a mix of wetland 
plants and annual rye, rather than just the FERC recommended annual rye. 
Annual rye is important for quick cover, but often wetlands end up being 
dominated by upland plants. 

• USACE: Use quality environmental inspectors who have authority to act. 
• PennEast: Will use union contractors who have experience constructing pipelines 

in Pennsylvania. 
• PADEP: Felling trees and leaving them in place results in calls from the public. 
• PennEast’s objective is to have permits before clearing begins so they can fell 

trees in the timeframe that USFWS and PGC requests and clear them 
simultaneously. 
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FINAL FERC Section 7(c) Application 
SEPTEMBER 2015 

 Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission* 

*Notifications included identical mapping attachments as shown in U.S. Army Corps

of Engineers, above. Subsequent mapping sent for Project route updates were
provided digitally, with hardcopies sent upon request.
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

August 12, 2014  

Mr. Chris Urban 
Chief, Natural Diversity Section 
PENNSYLVANIA FISH AND BOAT COMMISSION 
Division of Environmental Services 
450 Robinson Lane 
Bellefonte, PA  16823 

Re:   Large Project PNDI Review 
PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC - PennEast Pipeline Project 
Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, Pennsylvania 

Dear Mr. Urban: 

The PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC (PennEast), is a partnership with UGI Energy Services 
(UGIES), AGL Resources, NJR Pipeline Company, and South Jersey Industries. The PennEast 
Pipeline Project (Project) proposes to construct a new 100-mile, 30-inch pipeline to deliver 
natural gas from northeast Pennsylvania to other markets in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This 
new supply of natural gas will bring lower cost supplies to residents and businesses in 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey, while enhancing pipeline system flexibility and reliability for 
the local gas utilities.  

PennEast intends to file its certificate application for the PennEast Pipeline Project with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) in mid-2015, and anticipates receiving 
authorization and starting construction in 2017. Permit applications with other federal, state, 
and local agencies will be submitted within similar timeframes as t he certificate application. 
The permit proceedings conducted by these agencies will provide additional opportunities for 
public input and involvement. FERC’s determination of public convenience and necessity 
includes a thorough, comprehensive environmental review of proposed projects, working 
closely with federal, state, and local agencies and in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  

On behalf of PennEast, URS Corporation (URS) is requesting a Large Project Pennsylvania 
Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) review update for rare, candidate, threatened, and 
endangered species under the jurisdiction of the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission for 
the PennEast Pipeline Project. A critical issues analysis was conducted for multiple routes 
using readily available secondary source data to select the Least Environmentally Damaging 
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) route. Mapping depicting the environmental features 
evaluated for the preferred alternative is enclosed. We are asking for your review prior to the 
initiation of wetland and watercourse field surveys to be conducted this fall. We hope to 
concurrently identify any habitat for species under your agencies’ jurisdiction at this time. The 
environmental study area will be a 400-foot corridor centered on the approximately 100-mile 
alignment. The anticipated permanent right-of-way (ROW) and temporary construction work 
area will be approximately 100-feet. The study area is wider than the disturbance area to allow 
for minor alignment shifts to avoid any sensitive resources that may be identified during the 
environmental field investigations.   

The following are enclosed to facilitate your review: 

• Large Project PNDI Form;
• PennEast Project Fact Sheet; and
• CD containing:

o shapefiles of the alignment;
o USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps with project alignment; and
o detailed maps depicting the project areas and known secondary source

resources

If you have any questions or require additional information regarding this request, please 
contact me at 610.832.1810 or bernard.holcomb@urs.com. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
Enclosures (3) 

cc:  Mr. Anthony Cox (UGI) 
      Mr. Dante D'Alessandro (UGI) 
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P e n n s y l v a n i a  N a t u r a l  D i v e r s i t y  I n v e n t o r y
L A R G E  P R O J E C T  F O R M  

H o w  t o  U s e  t h e  P N D I  L a r g e  P r o j e c t  F o r m

If your Project is a “Large Project”— too large/long to search on the online system 
Projects are considered “Large Projects” when the ENTIRE project is: 

 Linear/Large Projects that exceed the PNDI online project size limits of 10 miles in length or 5165 acres

 Township-wide, Countywide or Statewide Projects. Examples:  Act 537 Sewage Plans, Wind Farms,

Roadway Improvements exceeding map limits above.

Due to system limitations and agency requirements, projects should not be submitted piecemeal. The entire 

project area including roads and infrastructure should be submitted as a single unit. 

W h a t  t o  S e n d  t o  J u r i s d i c t i o n a l  A g e n c i e s
Send the following information to all of the agencies listed on the Large Project Form. 

Check-list of Minimum Materials to be submitted: 

____Completed Large Project Form 

____Supplemental project narrative with a description of the overall project, the work to be performed, current 

physical characteristics of the site and acreage to be impacted. 

____USGS 7.5-minute Quadrangle with project boundary clearly indicated, and quad name on the map 

The inclusion of the following information may expedite the review process. 

____GIS shapefiles depicting the project extent 

____A basic site plan (particularly showing the relationship of the project to the physical features such as 

wetlands, streams, ponds, rock outcrops, etc.) 

____Color photos keyed to the basic site plan (i.e. showing on the site plan where and in what direction each 

photo was taken and the date of the photos) 

____Information about the presence and location of wetlands in the project area, and how this was determined 

(e.g., by a qualified wetlands biologist), if wetlands are present in the project area, provide project plans showing 

the location of all project features, as well as wetlands and streams 

P N D I  L a r g e  P r o j e c t  F o r m  D e f i n i t i o n s

Applicant: Person that owns the property or is proposing the project or activity 

Contact Person: Person to receive response if different than applicant (e.g. Consultant) 

Project Name: Descriptive title of project (e.g. Twin Pines Subdivision, Miller Bridge Replacement) 

Proposed Activity: Include ALL earth disturbance activities for project (e.g. for a timber sale—include stream 

crossings, cutting areas and new roadway accesses).  Also include Current Conditions (e.g. housing, 

farmland, current land cover), and how Construction/Maintenance Activity is to be accomplished 

Total Acres of Property:  Entire site acreage (e.g. timber sale property—including road access (200 acres) 

Acreage to be Impacted: Disturbance acreage (e.g. timber sale—if the property is 200 acres, but only 100 acres 

will be disturbed, for example: cutting on 90 acres, a road impacting 10 acres); include 

all temporary and permanent activities  
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P e n n s y l v a n i a  N a t u r a l  D i v e r s i t y  I n v e n t o r y
L A R G E  P R O J E C T  F O R M  

This form provides site information necessary to perform an Environmental Review for special concern species and resources listed under the Endangered 

Species Act of 1973, the Wild Resource Conservation Act, the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Code or the Pennsylvania Game and Wildlife Code.  

A p p l i c a n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
Name: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC 

Address: One Meridian Blvd., Suite 2c01 Wyomissing, PA 19610 

Phone Number: 844-347-7119 Fax Number: 

C o n t a c t  P e r s o n  I n f o r m a t i o n - if different from applicant 

Name: Bernie Holcomb 

Address: 625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 Conshohocken, Pa 19428 

Phone Number: 610-832-1810 Fax Number: 610-832-3501 

Email: bernard.holcom 

P r o j e c t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
Project Name: Penneast Pipeline Project 

Project Reference Point (center point of project): Latitude:         Longitude:       Datum: 

Municipality: Multiple  County: Luzerne -- Bucks  

 Attach a copy of a U.S.G.S. 7 ½ Minute Quadrangle Map with Project Boundaries clearly marked. 

U.S.G.S. Quad Name: Multiple 

Provide GIS shapefiles showing the project boundary (strongly recommended) 

P r o j e c t  D e s c r i p t i o n

Proposed Project Activity  (including ALL earth disturbance areas and current conditions)

The PennEast Pipeline Project (Project) proposes to construct a new 100-mile, 30-inch pipeline to deliver 

natural gas from northeast Pennsylvania to other markets in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This new supply 

of natural gas will bring lower cost supplies to residents and businesses in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, 

while enhancing pipeline system flexibility and reliability for the local gas utilities.  

Total Acres of Property: 5118 Acreage to be Impacted: 1283 

1. Will the entire project occur in or on an existing building, parking lot, driveway, road, maintained road shoulder,

street, runway, paved area, railroad bed, or maintained lawn?  Yes  No

2. Are there any waterways or waterbodies (intermittent or perennial rivers, streams, creeks, tributaries, lakes or

ponds) in or near the project area, or on the land parcel?  If so, how many feet away is the project?

Yes  Within Feet  No

3. Are wetlands located in or within 300 feet of the project area? Yes No If No, is this the result of a 

wetland delineation?  Tbd

4. How many acres of tree removal, tree cutting or forest clearing will be necessary to implement all aspects of this

project? Tbd

Dept. of Conservation and Natural Resources  

Bureau of Forestry, Ecological Services Section 

400 Market St., PO Box 8552 

Harrisburg, PA 17105 

fax: 717-772-0271 

PA Fish and Boat Commission 

Natural Diversity Section 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA 16823 

PA Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 

Endangered Species Biologist 

315 South Allen St., Suite 322 

 State College, PA  16801 

no faxes please 



  Division of Environmental Services
Natural Gas Section
450 Robinson Lane

Bellefonte, PA 16823

September 8, 2014
IN REPLY REFER TO
SIR# 43063

URS CORPORATION
Bernie Holcomb
625 W. Ridge Pike
Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428

RE: Species Impact Review (SIR) – Rare, Candidate, Threatened and Endangered Species
PNDI Search No. 
PennEast Pipeline Project.
BUCKS County:  - CARBON County:  - LUZERNE County:  - NORTHAMPTON County: 

Dear Bernie Holcomb:

This responds to your inquiry about a Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Internet 
Database search “potential conflict” or a threatened and endangered species impact review.  These 
projects are screened for potential conflicts with rare, candidate, threatened or endangered species under 
Pennsylvania Fish & Boat Commission (PFBC) jurisdiction (fish, reptiles, amphibians, aquatic 
invertebrates only) using the PNDI database and our own files.  These species of special concern are 
listed under the Endangered Species Act of 1973, the Wild Resource Conservation Act, and the 
Pennsylvania Fish & Boat Code (Chapter 75), or the Wildlife Code.

Based on review, the PFBC is concerned the project will have an impact on the following species 
of special concern:

Timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus, PA candidate) 

Timber rattlesnakes occur in the forested, mountainous regions of the Commonwealth.  They 
prefer forested areas to forage for small mammals (e.g., mice and chipmunks) and southerly-facing slopes 
for hibernating and other thermoregulatory activities.  The timber rattlesnake is threatened by habitat 
loss/alteration, wanton killing, and poaching.

Given the proximity of the project to known critical timber rattlesnake habitat, we recommend 
that a timber rattlesnake habitat assessment be conducted in three areas (Table 1) by a qualified timber 
rattlesnake surveyor.  We have included a list of qualified surveyors and habitat assessment protocol for 
your convenience.  This list is not an exhaustive list of qualified rattlesnake surveyors in Pennsylvania as 
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there may be qualified surveyors who have not asked to be placed on this list.  It is not mandatory that 
you use someone on this list.  Upon completion of the habitat survey, the qualified rattlesnake biologist is 
to submit a report to this office for review and comment.  The habitat survey report should include color 
photographs of the project area (keyed to a site map or diagram) and a description of habitats occurring 
within the immediate area to be developed (including access roads), as well as the surrounding area.  
Potential timber rattlesnake critical habitat (denning/gestating areas) should be photographed and mapped 
accordingly.  In addition, the report should also include detailed project plans and maps with a description 
of the proposed work (including access roads), project impacts and alternatives.  Pending the review of 
this information, a survey targeting the presence of the timber rattlesnake in the project area and/or other 
project modifications may be requested.

Table 1. Timber Rattlesnake habitat assessment areas.

Area
Mile Post

Northern Edge
Mile Post

Southern Edge
1 18.6 19.3
2 21.4 23.6
3 48.9 50.2

Northern Cricket Frog (Acris crepitans, Endangered)

The Northern cricket frog is a small (less than 2”) frog species found in a wide variety of habitats 
including permanent bodies of water such as slow-moving streams, ponds, lakes, marshes, bogs, and 
swamps, but also semi-permanent ponds and seasonal forest pools.  Breeding occurs from May to August 
with metamorphosed froglets emerging July to September.  The Northern cricket frog occurs in small, 
isolated populations in eastern Pennsylvania.  These small populations are threatened by pollution, and 
filling/clearing of wetlands and breeding habitat.

If wetlands, vernal pools, open water areas, streams, or ponds or the area within 300ft of 
these water features are to be disturbed from the project activity, additional evaluations are necessary 
to confirm whether or not the project site contains habitat and to determine the potential for adverse 
impacts to this species.  Therefore, we request completion of a habitat assessment of the project buffer 
area located in Hickory Run State Park between Mile Post 26.1 and Mile Post 29.8 to characterize and 
determine if potential habitat exists within the vicinity of the proposed project area.

A qualified biologist, who possesses the necessary Scientific Collector’s Permit issued by the 
PFBC, must conduct this habitat assessment.  A list of biologists recognized as qualified by the PFBC to 
perform this assessment is enclosed.  Items such as: basic project plans, project narrative, general habitat 
descriptions, and color photographs keyed to a site map or diagram of the project area, wetlands 
identification and delineation, stream characterization (flow velocity, width, depth, substrate type, pools 
and riffles, identification of basking areas, logs, woody debris, presence of aquatic vegetation) would 
expedite our review process.  Pending the review of information, a survey targeting the presence of the 
species of concern may be warranted. 

            If, however, wetlands, vernal pools, or water bodies or the area within 300ft of these water 
features are not to be disturbed in any way by the proposed activity, and provided that best 
management practices are employed and strict erosion and sedimentation measures are maintained, I do 
not foresee any adverse impacts to the Northern Cricket Frog (Acris crepitans) from the proposed project.
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Freshwater Mussels

Rare or protected freshwater mussel species are known from the vicinity of the North Branch 
Susquehanna River crossing.  Freshwater mussels are the most imperiled taxonomic group in North 
America.  Nearly 20% of the species historically known to occur in the Commonwealth are now 
extirpated (locally extinct).  Additionally 60% of Pennsylvania’s remaining species are of conservation 
concern.  We are concerned about direct and indirect (i.e., runoff) effects that the proposed project may 
have on the species of concern.  The freshwater mussel species known from the project area are especially 
vulnerable to physical (dredging, rip-rap, etc.) and chemical (pH, dissolved oxygen, temperature, heavy 
metals and organic contaminants) changes to their aquatic environment.  Therefore, we recommend 
using directional boring rather than open cutting for the North Branch Susquehanna River crossing.  
Open cutting will most likely adversely impact the species of concern.  Work should be conducted from 
the bank (e.g., no in-stream disturbance).  Likewise, no erosion or sediment should be allowed to enter 
into the river (e.g., strict erosion and sedimentation control measures need to be employed). 

Provided that directional boring methodology is used, in-stream work is avoided, strict 
E&S control measures are maintained, and best management practices are employed, we do not 
foresee any significant adverse impacts from the proposed activity to the mussel species of special 
concern or any other rare or protected species under PFBC jurisdiction provided that the applicant 
implement the following contingencies to prevent impacts to water quality from drilling/boring 
operations: 

• Have a designated environmental inspector on site for the duration of the entire crossing operation.
• Stop the bore/drill immediately if anyone on site observes an Inadvertent Return.
• Have a Vac Truck on site or on call (within three hours) to begin clean-up of the release in the stream
channel to prevent downstream migration of drilling fluids.

Additionally, any release of sediment to the stream should be reason to initiate contact with the 
PFBC Bureau of Law Enforcement to address these issues (NE 570-477-5717).  Any unauthorized 
disturbance, unpermitted discharge, or release of sediment(s) that is determined to be a pollution event 
(generally described http://www.fish.state.pa.us/fishpub/summary/reporting.html) per the Pennsylvania 
Fish and Boat Code will be subject to the appropriate legal enforcement action. 

If, however, the work will necessitate any direct (e.g. equipment intrusion) or indirect 
impacts (e.g. runoff) to the North Branch Susquehanna River, a mussel survey & relocation should 
be conducted to avoid potential impacts to these rare mussel species.  It is recommended that a qualified 
malacologist complete a mussel survey to identify any mussel species present and determine their 
abundance.  Additionally, if mussels are encountered it is recommended that the mussels in the area of 
direct impact be relocated to suitable habitat outside of the disturbance area.

A list of qualified malacologists and a PFBC approved mussel survey protocol is enclosed for 
your convenience when arranging for a mussel survey.  Prior to conducting a survey, qualified 
malacologist should submit a proposed survey and relocation plan to this office.  Upon completion of the 
mussel survey and relocation, please send a copy of the final report to this office for further evaluation.
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Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus, Endangered)  
Shortnose Sturgeon (Acipenser brevirostrum, Endangered)  
Eastern Redbelly Turtle (Pseudemys rubriventris, Threatened)  
Dwarf Wedgemussel (Alasmidonta heterodon, PA Endangered, Federal Endangered)  

Rare or protected freshwater mussel, fish, and turtle species are known in the vicinity of the 
Delaware River crossing.  The fish species known from the project area are especially vulnerable to 
physical (dredging, substrate modification, etc.) and chemical (turbidity, pH, dissolved oxygen, 
temperature, heavy metals and organic contaminants) changes to their aquatic environment.  Although the 
mobile adults of these protected fish species may be capable of moving from the project area, their 
spawning grounds (including eggs, fry, and immature fish) are vulnerable to burial, crushing by 
equipment, and siltation from in-stream construction projects.  We are concerned about potential impacts 
to the fish, eggs and the hatching fry from any in-stream work.  Therefore, we recommend using 
directional boring rather than open cutting for the Delaware River crossing.  Open cutting will most 
likely adversely impact the species of concern.  Work should be conducted from the bank (e.g., no in-
stream disturbance).  Likewise, no erosion or sediment should be allowed to enter into the river (e.g., 
strict erosion and sedimentation control measures need to be employed). 

If, however, the Delaware River work will necessitate any direct impacts such as in-stream 
work or open cut stream crossings, we will need more information to allow for a more thorough 
evaluation of potential adverse impacts from the proposed project.  Items such as a detailed narrative 
accurately describing the crossing including possible in-stream work, sequence of activities, basic site 
plans and map, aerial maps of the general area, project alternatives, acreage to be impacted, general 
habitat descriptions or onsite color photographs (keyed to a site map) would expedite our review process.  
Pending the review of this information a survey for the species of concern may be warranted.

Bog Turtle (Glyptemys muhlenbergii, PA Endangered, Federal Threatened)  

In an effort to streamline our threatened and endangered species environmental review process, 
reduce the redundancy in project reviews and ease our staff workload, the PFBC has delegated 
coordination/consultation of joint state/federally listed species impact reviews to the PA Field Office of 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).  Please send your project materials if you have not already 
done so to them at: 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Endangered Species Section, 
315 South Allen St., Suite 322
State College, PA 16801-4851

The PFBC appreciates the detailed information (maps and GIS shapefiles) provided for this 
review.  Please note that the review was based on the 400-ft corridor.  Any modification to this corridor 
could cause the review to change and contact should be initiated to determine the impact(s).  

All habitat assessments should include the entire 400-ft corridor between the above referenced 
Mile Posts to account for minor pipeline realignments.  Mile Posts were referenced for habitat 
assessments since GPS coordinates were not provided.  In future correspondence, please provide GPS 
coordinates with habitat assessments to clarify mile posts and confirm survey locations.  
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This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data and our files and is valid 
for two (2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence of recorded species information does not 
necessarily imply species absence.  Our data files and the PNDI system are continuously being updated 
with species occurrence information.  Should project plans change or additional information on listed or 
proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered, and consultation shall be re-
initiated.

If you have any questions regarding this review, please contact Greg Lech at 570-477-3985 
and refer to the SIR # 43063.  Thank you for your cooperation and attention to this important matter of 
species conservation and habitat protection.

Sincerely,

Heather A. Smiles, Chief
Natural Gas Section

HAS/GPL/dn



PENNSYLVANIA FISH & BOAT COMMISSION 
Division of Environmental Services 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA  16823-9620 

Timber Rattlesnake Habitat Assessment Guidelines 
(revised 5/27/2014)

Timber Rattlesnake Natural History 

Description 

The timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus) is a large, heavy bodied snake of the pit viper family (Viperidae).  Timber 

rattlesnakes have transverse “V” shaped or chevron-like dark bands on a gray, yellow, black, or brown body color.  The 

tail is completely black with a rattle.  The head is large, flat, and triangular, with two thermal-sensitive pits situated 

between the eyes and the nostrils.  The head color of the timber rattlesnake distinguishes two distinct color phases – the 

dark phase has a completely black head with, generally, black eyes, and the light phase has a yellowish tan to brown head 

and yellow eyes.  The pupils of the eyes are elliptical in shape.  The dorsal scales on the timber rattlesnake are strongly 

keeled, giving it a “rough” appearance.  The ventral (underside) of the light phase is yellowish to creamy colored while 

the dark phase is white with small, dark stipple-like markings.  Male and female timber rattlesnakes differ in size and 

subcaudal scale count.  Adult males are usually larger than females (average size of males 42“ snout-vent length, 

compared to 36“ for females), and have longer tails (21 or more subcaudal scales between the venter and the rattle).   

Life History 

Timber rattlesnakes inhabit the forested, mountainous regions of Pennsylvania.  Their active season is mid-April through 

mid-October.  They prefer upland forested areas where they forage for small mammals (e.g., mice, and chipmunks).  Talus 

and/or scree slopes, rocky ledges, outcrops, and boulder fields generally with southerly exposures contain the entrances to 

over-wintering dens.  Dens usually have rocky crevices, or other features that provide access to ancestral underground 

chambers to which the snakes return yearly for hibernation.  These sites generally have rocky habitat containing a semi-open 

canopy close by that is used by gravid females for gestation.  Timber rattlesnakes begin emerging (egress) from their dens in 

mid to late April.  Adult males may travel up to 3 to 5 miles away from the den before returning in the fall, unlike non-

gravid females, which move approximately 1 to 3 miles from the den, and gravid females, which stay close to the den (100-

400m).  Timber rattlesnakes begin traveling towards their den sites in September and enter their dens (ingress) for winter 

dormancy in late September through October. 

Rattlesnakes are ambush predators.  They identify rodent trails on the forest floor via scent detected with their tongues.  

They sit and wait for a rodent to pass by on an already established trail before striking them with a venomous bite.  After 

swallowing its prey whole, the timber rattlesnake seeks solar heat exposure to aid digestion of meals by moving to various, 

usually open, areas to bask. 

Females reach reproductive maturity when 7 to 9 years old, as compared to males, which reach reproductive maturity at 

approximately 5 to 7 years of age.  Timber rattlesnakes mate in late summer to early fall (July to mid-September) in 

Pennsylvania.  The young are born live, the following year, in late summer (late August into September) with an average 

litter size of 5 to 9.  Individual females reproduce at intervals of approximately 3 to 5 years.  Since the gravid female 

infrequently feeds during the summer preceding birth of her offspring, the intervening years are necessary for building 

sufficient body fat to sustain her through gestation and then hibernation.  So despite a life-span of up to 30 years, a female 

may only have 4 to 7 reproductive attempts during her lifetime. 

There appears to be high juvenile mortality, since many young timber rattlesnakes fall prey to a variety of natural predators 

(e.g., birds of prey, carnivorous mammals).  Adult timber rattlesnakes have few natural enemies except humans, whose 

activities have the greatest direct (e.g., road-kill, illegal/wanton killing) and indirect (e.g., habitat loss) impacts to the timber 

rattlesnake population.   

Distribution 

The current range of the timber rattlesnake encompasses 31 states from Vermont and New Hampshire south to northern 

Florida, west to eastern Texas and then north through eastern Oklahoma, Kansas, and Nebraska, through Iowa into 



southeastern Minnesota.  From southwestern Wisconsin the range retreats south, away from the Great Lakes, through 

western and southern Illinois and southern Indiana and Ohio.   

In Pennsylvania the Allegheny Plateau and the Appalachians are encountered and the range goes north through New York 

back to southern Vermont and New Hampshire.  Prior to European settlement, the range of the timber rattlesnake is thought 

to have spanned most of Pennsylvania.  The current range of the timber rattlesnake is restricted to the more rugged, least 

accessible, and less populated regions of the Commonwealth.  Today, timber rattlesnakes occur in forested, mountainous 

regions that encompass mainly the central and northeast region of Pennsylvania (e.g., Ridge and Valley Province, Laurel 

Highlands, Allegheny Plateau, and the Pocono Plateau). 

Threats and Conservation 

Given the slow maturity, low fecundity, and the many threats posed by the overexploitation of its habitat, the timber 

rattlesnake is vulnerable to decline.  Presently, experts believe that the timber rattlesnake is declining across its range, and in 

Pennsylvania particularly in the peripheral areas of its range.  The decline of the timber rattlesnake is attributed mainly to 

human activities related to habitat alteration, highways, illegal/wanton killing, and poaching.  To date, the timber rattlesnake 

is protected in over half of the states where it occurs.  In Pennsylvania, it is currently listed as a candidate species (an animal 

that could achieve threatened or endangered status in the future).  The timber rattlesnake is legally protected in Pennsylvania 

and the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission’s Natural Diversity Section comments statewide on development projects 

that have potential to adversely impact timber rattlesnake populations.  The Natural Diversity Section is also involved with 

research projects on monitoring, inventory, and den viability that are being conducted on Pennsylvania timber rattlesnakes.      

Impact Review: Development Projects and Potential Conflicts with Timber Rattlesnakes 

Many new projects are proposed on lands that are in close proximity to areas that have long been known  

to harbor timber rattlesnakes.  During the environmental review process, the Division of Environmental Services staff 

may request a timber rattlesnake habitat assessment if:  1) the vicinity of the area that is proposed to be developed is 

currently or historically known to support timber rattlesnakes and 2) there may be direct impacts to critical habitat for the 

timber rattlesnake based on the project description.  Given the terrain, timber rattlesnakes may be utilizing the project area 

for denning, reproduction (gestation), basking, and/or foraging.  These assessments should be conducted by a PFBC-

approved timber rattlesnake surveyor (list enclosed).  This list is not an exhaustive list of qualified rattlesnake surveyors in 

Pennsylvania as there may be qualified surveyors who have not asked to be placed on this list.  It is not mandatory that 

you use someone on this list.   Following the assessment, a report documenting the surveyor’s findings is submitted to the 

PFBC for review and comment.  This information is pertinent for the staff to provide recommendations for avoiding 

adverse impacts from the proposed project to the timber rattlesnake population and its habitat.  Based on the results of the 

habitat assessment, a presence/absence survey for the timber rattlesnake may be requested.  Not all findings of critical 

habitat need a follow-up survey to complete the environmental review. 

Habitat Assessment Guidelines/Methods 

Areas within and at least 300ft around the project area need to be identified that are most likely to support timber 

rattlesnakes (e.g., talus slopes, scree areas, boulder fields, rocky outcrops, rocky right-of-ways).  Although search ranges will 

vary with project location and size, in general, a search range should include the entire project area (including temporary and 

permanent impacts) and a minimum of 300ft from the project boundary.  Results of the habitat assessment, if needed, 

should be recorded on the Timber Rattlesnake Habitat Assessment Form (2-11-10).     



PENNSYLVANIA FISH & BOAT COMMISSION 

Division of Environmental Services--Natural Diversity Section 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA  16823-9620 

Timber Rattlesnake Habitat Assessment Form (revised 02/11/10) 

Project Information 

Project/Property Name: ___________________________________________________    SIR# _______________ 

Project Type/Description: _______________________________________________________ 

Project Size* (acreage): _______________ 

Applicant/Landowner Name:  ____________________________________________________________________ 

County: ________________ Quad:____________________ Township/Municipality:________________________ 

* Attach a copy of topographic map and a site sketch showing survey site and natural features identified.

Assessment Site Information [Areas within and at least 300 feet around the entire project area need to be assessed.] 

Date:  ________________________________   Time:  _________________________________ 

Site ID**: _____________________________  

Latitude: _____________________________ N       Longitude: _____________________________ W 

Map Datum Used:   _____________________________   

Assessment Size** (acreage):  ___________________ 

** The surveyor should use his/her judgement on the size of the area that a single assessment encompasses.  Additional 

assessment forms should be used to accurately describe and evaluate large contiguous areas by utilizing a separate 

form for separate habitat areas within the project boundaries. Each separate area assessed should be assigned a 

Site ID name that is referenced to the overall site sketch.   

Weather Conditions (Note: Assessment cannot be conducted in snow cover.) 

Air temperature (
o
F) ____________________     % Cloud Cover ____________________ 

Habitat Description 

General description: _________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Level of remoteness/nearby disturbance (roads, homes, buildings, utility right-of-ways, etc.): 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Topographical description:  _______________________________________________________ 

Slope (Degrees) _________ 

Aspect _________ (compass orientation, i.e., direction hillside faces) 

Ground Cover: 

% rocky ground cover: _________ 

% rocky ground cover that receives direct sunlight: _________ 

List size range and shape of rocks (round, flat, etc.): ____________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Are there rock outcrops or ledges present? _________ 

Are boulder fields, and/or talus/scree slopes present? _________ 

Are flat gestation slabs present?  _________ 



Project Name    _______________________________________________________ Site ID # ____________ (con’t) 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

Vegetative Composition: 

% Tree Canopy Cover _______________ 

Dominant species present in and surrounding the described habitat: 

Trees: _________________________________________________________ 

Shrubs:  _________________________________________________________ 

Other plant species of note:_________________________________________ 

Species Observations 

Were herpetofauna species or their signs (e.g., sheds, scat, “forms”) observed on-site (include timber rattlesnake 

observations)?  If so, what species and how many? 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Additional Comments/Observations:  (use additional sheets if necessary) 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

INVESTIGATOR’S OPINION 

In your opinion, is there timber rattlesnake critical habitat?  Yes  or No  

If Yes, what timber rattlesnake critical habitat occurs in this area?  See below. 

Hibernaculum/Den  Yes  or No

Gestation/Birthing Yes  or No

I certify that to the best of my knowledge, all of the information provided herein is accurate and complete. 

__________________________________     _____________________________________      ______________ 

     Investigator’s Name (print)    Investigator’s Signature           Date 

Reporting,  The following items need to be submitted for review: 

(1) Timber rattlesnake habitat assessment form.

(2) A project narrative/description, exact project location, equipment to be used in earth moving activities

(3) Color photographs of surveyed area showing:  general panorama, rocky areas, and specimens observed.

(4) Site sketch showing the location and direction of photos taken.

(5) Topographic map showing location of area surveyed, the identified potential habitat delineated, the proposed project

and associated boundaries.

Please mail these items to:  Natural Diversity Section 

PA Fish & Boat Commission 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA 16823 



PFBC-DES-NDS # 4 (Rev. 1/30/14) 

PENNSYLVANIA FISH & BOAT COMMISSION 

Division of Environmental Services 

Natural Diversity Section 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA  16823-9620 

QUALIFIED TIMBER RATTLESNAKE SURVEYORS 

The following list includes persons known to the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission (PFBC) to possess skills 

and have experience in properly searching for and finding timber rattlesnakes (Crotalus horridus) and in identifying 

their critical habitat.  This list is not an exhaustive list of qualified surveyors in Pennsylvania as there may be 

qualified surveyors who have not asked to be placed on the list.  Placement on the list is not to be construed as an 

endorsement of individuals or firms by the PFBC or any of its employees. 

Stan Boder Howard Reinert, Ph.D. 

Wildlife Specialists, LLC Professor, Biology Department 

2780 Hills Creek Road The College of New Jersey 

Wellsboro  PA   16901 P.O Box 7718, 2000 Pennington Road

Office:   570-376-2255 Ewing  NJ  08628-0718

Cell:  570-952-1169 Office: (609) 771-2474

E-mail:  stan@wildlife-specialists.com hreinert@tcnj.edu

Michael Torocco  Gian Rocco, Ph.D.  

Herpetological Associates, Inc 322 Strawberry Hill Road 

581 Airport Road  Centre Hall, PA 16828 

Bethel  PA   19507 Home: 814-364-1204 

Phone:  717-933-8380 Cell:    (814) 883-8635 

Fax:  717-933-4096 gxr124@psu.edu 

E-mail:  mtorocco@herpetologicalassociates.com

Glenn Johnson, Ph.D. Randy Stechert  

Professor, Department of Biology  Timber Rattlesnake Consultant 

State University of New York at Potsdam 50 School Street 

44 Pierrepont Road Narrowsburg  NY  12764-6432 

Potsdam  NY 13676 Home: (845) 252-3517 

Office: (315) 267-2710 

Home: (315) 268-1649 Robert Zappalorti 

E-mail: johnsong@potsdam.edu Herpetological Associates, Inc. 

575 Toms River Road 

W.H. Martin Jackson  NJ  08527 

1227 Engle Molers Rd Office:  (732) 833-8600 

Harpers Ferry  WV  25425  E-mail:  Rzappalort@aol.com

(304) 876-3219

E-Mail:  whmartin@crotalus.org

B. Scott Fiegel, Howard K. Reinert Ph.D. Phillip R. Dunning 

Ecological Associates Wildlife Specialists, LLC  

PO Box 181 2785 Hills Creek Rd, Wellsboro, PA 16901 

Oley  PA 19547-0181 Office: (570) 376-2255 

610-987-6585 Cell: (215) 815-9571 

Bscottfiegel@aol.com E-mail: flip3238@aol.com

Kathy Michell Chris Camacho 

KT Wildlife, LLC West Branch Limited LLC 

42 School St 416 Short Run Road 

Narrowsburg, NY 12764 Galeton, PA 16922 

Home: 845-252-3501 Office: (814) 435-8274 

Cell:   845-807-7485 Cell: (914) 584-1088 

E-mail: kmichell@hvc.rr.com E-mail: christopherscamacho@gmail.com

mailto:hreinert@tcnj.edu
mailto:gxr124@psu.edu
mailto:whmartin@crotalus.org
mailto:Bscottfiegel@aol.com
x-apple-data-detectors://0/0
x-apple-data-detectors://0/0
tel:(814)%20435-8274
tel:(914)%20584-1088
mailto:kmichell@hvc.rr.com
mailto:christopherscamacho@gmail.com


PFBC-DES-NDS (Rev. January 2014) 

PENNSYLVANIA FISH & BOAT COMMISSION 

Division of Environmental Services 

Natural Diversity Section 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA  16823-9620 

QUALIFIED SURVEYORS FOR NORTHERN CRICKET FROG 

58 Pa. Code §75.5 provides that in order to conduct surveys for endangered or threatened fish (fish, amphibians, 

reptiles and aquatic invertebrates) species or their habitat in connection with an application for a proposed or 

planned development activity, a surveyor must be deemed qualified by the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission 

(PFBC).  An individual who wishes to be qualified by the PFBC to conduct surveys for endangered or threatened 

species must demonstrate to the PFBC’s satisfaction that he or she meets the qualified surveyor requirements as 

approved by the Executive Director and published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin.  The following list includes persons 

deemed qualified by the PFBC to possess skills and to have experience in properly searching for and finding 

Northern Cricket Frogs (Acris crepitans) and in identifying their critical habitat.  Persons not on this list but who 

have documented experience in conducting scientific studies of, or successful searches for, Northern Cricket Frogs 

and their critical habitat may submit their qualifications to the Natural Diversity Section for review and possible 

inclusion as a qualified surveyor. When applicable, a qualified surveyor must meet the requirements pertaining to 

scientific collector’s permits and special permits for endangered and threatened species.  All permitted collector’s 

encounters with Northern Cricket Frogs must be reported in writing to the PFBC’s Natural Diversity Section. 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Michael Torocco 

Herpetological Associates, Inc. 

581 Airport Road 

Bethel, PA 19507 

(717)933-8380

MTorocco@herpetologicalassociates.com



PFBC-DES-NDS (Rev. June  2014) 

PENNSYLVANIA FISH & BOAT COMMISSION 

Division of Environmental Services 

Natural Diversity Section 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA  16823-9620 

QUALIFIED SURVEYORS FOR FRESHWATER MUSSELS in the  

ATLANTIC SLOPE (DELAWARE, POTOMAC, AND SUSQUEHANNA 

WATERSHEDS) 

58 Pa. Code §75.5 provides that in order to conduct surveys for endangered or threatened fish (fish, amphibians, 

reptiles and aquatic invertebrates) species or their habitat in connection with an application for a proposed or 

planned development activity, a surveyor must be deemed qualified by the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission 

(PFBC).  An individual who wishes to be qualified by the PFBC to conduct surveys for endangered or threatened 

species must demonstrate to the PFBC’s satisfaction that he or she meets the qualified surveyor requirements as 

approved by the Executive Director and published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin.  The following list includes persons 

deemed qualified by the PFBC to possess skills and to have experience in properly searching for and finding 

Threatened or Endangered Freshwater Mussel species and in identifying their critical habitat.  Persons not on this 

list but who have documented experience in conducting scientific studies of, or successful searches for, Threatened 

or Endangered Freshwater Mussel species and their critical habitat may submit their qualifications to the Natural 

Diversity Section for review and possible inclusion as a qualified surveyor. When applicable, a qualified surveyor 

must meet the requirements pertaining to scientific collector’s permits and special permits for endangered and 

threatened species.  All permitted collector’s encounters with Threatened or Endangered Freshwater Mussel species 

must be reported in writing to the PFBC’s Natural Diversity Section. 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Arthur Bogan 

North Carolina Museum of 

Natural Sciences 

11 West Jones Street  

Raleigh, NC 27601 

(919)707-8863

arthur.bogan@ncdenr.gov

Jeffrey Cole 

8 Cherry Street 

Wellsboro, PA 16901 

(607)738-9577

jccole10@gmail.com

Ethan Nedeau 

206 Pratt Corner Road 

Leverett, MA 01054 

(413)253-6561

Nedeau.ethan@gmail.com

*Conditionally approved for 2014.

Joseph Snavely 

URS Corporation 

4507 N. Front Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 

(717)635-7916 office (717)816-9956 cell

joseph.snavely@urs.com

Barbara St. John White* 

8 Cherry Street 

Wellsboro, PA 16901 

(814)933-6877

stjohn.white@gmail.com

Greg Zimmerman 

EnviroScience, Inc. 

5070 Stow Road 

Stow, OH 44224 

(330)688-0111

gzimmerman@enviroscienceinc.com

mailto:arthur.bogan@ncdenr.gov
mailto:jccole10@gmail.com
mailto:Nedeau.ethan@gmail.com
mailto:joseph.snavely@urs.com
mailto:gzimmerman@enviroscienceinc.com
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From: Poppel, Deborah

Sent: Friday, October 24, 2014 3:22 PM

To: glech@pa.gov

Cc: Holcomb, Bernard; West, Jonathan

Subject: Updated Consultation Letter & Shapefiles for Penn East Pipeline Project

Attachments: Shapefiles_10242014.zip; PennEast Project Update_PAFBC_20141024.pdf

Greg- please see attached letter which provides updated consultation related to the Penn East Pipeline project, and 

associated shapefiles noting some changes in the route and compressor station location(s).  Please provide updated T&E 

location information accordingly. 

Thank you & look forward to meeting with you on 11/4. 

Deborah K. Poppel, CWB 

Project Ecologist 

Certified Project Manager 

URS  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

(610) 832-3597 (Direct)   :   (610) 832-3500 (Main)   :   (215) 833-0566 (Cell)

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you 
receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this 
information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.

victoria_musumeci
Typewritten Text



October 24, 2014 

Ms. Heather Smiles 

Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA 16823 

Dear Ms. Smiles: 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC approved PennEast for the pre-filing review process on 

October 8. The pre-filing process creates the framework for the environmental analysis and a 

formal structure for stakeholders along the proposed route to provide input and opinions 

regarding the project. The pre-filing application is available online at http://elibrabry.ferc.gov, 

docket PF15-1-000.  

At this time we would like to invite the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission to become a 

cooperating agency in the FERC process, and to actively engage with FERC’s designated 

Environmental Project Manager for the PennEast Pipeline Project, Medha Kochhar. Ms. Kochhar 

can be contacted at (202) 502-8964. As a cooperating agency, FERC and/or PennEast may 

request your participation in bi-weekly project status calls and direct or interagency coordination 

meetings, as appropriate. 

Only in the second month of a comprehensive, approximately three-year process, PennEast still 

is working to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, 

we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been adjusted to account for 

engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified since we initially 

provided your agency with detailed project information. In Pennsylvania, the preferred 

alternative route has been shifted approximately three-to-four miles to the northeast between 

mileposts 11 and 35 in Luzerne and Carbon counties. Other route adjustments have also been 

made in an effort to maximize co-location with existing utility easements. Overall, 

approximately 41 miles have been re-routed in Pennsylvania. Please note, however, that the 

current preferred alternative route remains in the same counties and townships as identified in 

our initial notification. Shapefiles for the adjusted preferred alternative route are being provided 

to aide in your review and analysis of the project. 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project. Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

http://elibrabry.ferc.gov/


Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


PennEast Pipeline Project 

MEETING MINUTES 

PA State Interagency Meeting 

November 4, 2014 

Rachel Carson State Office Building, Harrisburg, PA 

Date: November 4, 2014 

Attendees: 

Gregory Lech, PA Fish and Boat Commission 

Emilee Boyer, DCNR Bureau of Forestry, Natural Heritage 

Stephanie Livelsberger, DCNR Bureau of State Parks 

Dave Mong, DCNR Bureau of Forestry, State Forests 

Rachel Wagner, DCNR Bureau of Forestry, State Parks 

John Coughlin, Western Land Services 

Chris Montanye, WLS 

Deborah Poppel, URS 

Jonathan West, URS 

Summary 

DCNR was provided with a folder including project maps.  A project overview was 

provided (see agenda) which included a purpose and need for the project, a description of 

the proposed facilities, the FERC review process, and the status of environmental surveys 

and other activities. It was noted that biweekly update calls are held with FERC and the 

agencies were invited to become cooperating agencies  during the pre-filing process. 

During the meeting it was confirmed that PFBC did receive the shapefiles for the updated 

alignment; DCNR did not because of their internet security blocking certain files.  

(Subsequent to the meeting, the shapefiles were re-sent and confirmation was obtained 

for their receipt). 

The DCNR representatives discussed the fact that they have a formalized process for 

PennEast or its contractors to obtain ROW permission.  This includes all surveys (such as 

wetlands, civil, archeology, geotechnical) which must wait until the project application is 

submitted.  The forms were provided to URS and WLS prior to the meeting via email.  A 

pre-survey meeting is held and field surveys can commence if a certificate is granted.  

This includes additional surveys that the State Parks or State Forest may require 

(including botanical surveys). 



The ROW application review process can take a few months from proposal to meeting 

plus 21 days to the survey permission.  There are 4 main components to the application: 

1) Application for ROW (form); 2) GIS shapefiles of the final route; 3) A project

description and alternatives analysis (can be RR1 and RR10), and 4) PNDI review results

(does not need to have the clearance letters).

Because these are public lands, we are free to access the lands to become familiar with 

the areas  but they will not grant formal permission to survey; there is a form for 

"preliminary survey" work which can be processed fairly quickly.  Chris Montanye said 

that he would complete and submit the one-page preliminary survey form ASAP. 

It was noted that 85% of state parks are open to hunting.  Currently it is archery season; 

rifle season starts December 1. 

Ms. Boyer expressed concern over the draft Resource Reports being submitted May 1 

(missing field seasons) when surveys may not be completed.  It was explained that final 

reports would not be submitted until July and that it was expected that most, if not all, 

field work would be completed by that time.  She noted that DCNR review may not be 

completed before the late summer or early fall of 2015 (and therefore clearance letters for 

permit applications will be pending).  If habitat assessments rule out areas for survey, she 

requested that we let her know early.  She prefers one report document for the whole 

alignment rather than "piecemeal" reports. 

Mr. Lech from PFBC asked about the major river crossing techniques, for which it was 

noted that HDD is proposed. 

Mr. Mong provided a powerpoint presentation of the DCNR ROW application process 

(printout included) at the conclusion of the meeting. It was agreed that URS Deputy PM 

Jon West would be the single point-of-contact for DCNR for the project. 

Minutes Prepared by: 

URS Corporation 



  Division of Environmental Services
Natural Gas Section
450 Robinson Lane

Bellefonte, PA 16823

November 10, 2014
IN REPLY REFER TO
SIR# 43063

URS CORPORATION
Bernie Holcomb
625 W. Ridge Pike
Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428

RE: Species Impact Review (SIR) – Rare, Candidate, Threatened and Endangered Species
PNDI Search No. 
PennEast Pipeline Project.
BUCKS County:  - CARBON County:  - LUZERNE County:  - NORTHAMPTON County: 

Dear Bernie Holcomb:

This is a response to your updated submission for the PennEast Pipeline Project, received on 
October 24, 2014. The Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission (PFBC) sent an initial response letter 
dated September 8, 2014. Since that time your project has changed and you initiated further contact with 
PFBC. Furthermore, the PFBC attended a meeting on November 4, 2014 in Harrisburg, PA, with project 
representatives and PA DCNR to discuss the project. 

Based on the updated pipeline route and discussions from the meeting the PFBC is concerned the 
project will have an impact on the following species of special concern:

Timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus, PA candidate) 

The September 8, 2014 letter requested habitat assessments for three areas along the pipeline 
route. The alternate route removed these three areas from impact. With the new route, the PFBC 
recommends that a timber rattlesnake habitat assessment be conducted in SEVEN areas (Table 2) by a 
qualified rattlesnake surveyor (a list of qualified surveyors and survey protocol was previously provided). 



SIR # 43063 Page 2 November 10, 2014

Table 2. Timber Rattlesnake habitat assessment areas.1

Area
Mile Post

Northern Edge
Mile Post

Southern Edge
1-3 Removed Removed
4 10.3 10.6
5 12.3 12.5
6 21.9 22.5
7 23.2 23.6
8 28.8 29.0
9 29.6 30.2
10 50.4 50.7

1Updated for 10/24/2014 Route. 

Northern Cricket Frog (Acris crepitans, Endangered)

The September 8, 2014 letter requested a habitat assessment of the project buffer area located in 
Hickory Run State Park. The alternate route modified this area. With the new route, the PFBC 
recommends a habitat assessment be conducted of the project buffer located in the Hickory Run 
watershed (between Mile Post 28.1 to 29.6) to characterize and determine if potential habitat exists (a 
list of qualified surveyors was previously provided). 

Freshwater Mussels

In the September 8, 2014 letter the PFBC recommended using directional boring rather than 
open cutting for the North Branch Susquehanna River crossing. At the November 4, 2014 meeting, it 
was discussed that the North Branch Susquehanna River crossing will be crossed via HDD. Therefore the 
PFBC concurs with the crossing method provided the following conditions are implemented:

 Have a designated environmental inspector on site for the duration of the entire crossing.
 Stop the bore/drill immediately if anyone on site observes an Inadvertent Return.
 Have a Vac Truck on site or on call (within three hours) to begin clean-up of the release in the 

stream channel to prevent downstream migration of drilling fluids.
 Conduct a geotechnical investigation near the proposed bore crossing to adequately identify 

operating parameters (e.g., depth, pressure) to minimize the probability of an Inadvertent Return.

Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus, Endangered)  
Shortnose Sturgeon (Acipenser brevirostrum, Endangered)  
Eastern Redbelly Turtle (Pseudemys rubriventris, Threatened)  
Dwarf Wedgemussel (Alasmidonta heterodon, PA Endangered, Federal Endangered)  

In the September 8, 2014 letter the PFBC recommended using directional boring rather than 
open cutting for the Delaware River crossing. In the November 4, 2014 meeting, it was discussed that 
the Delaware River crossing will be crossed via HDD. Therefore the PFBC concurs with the crossing 
method provided the conditions listed above are implemented.

Additionally, any release of sediment to the stream should be reason to initiate contact with the PFBC 
Bureau of Law Enforcement (NE 570-477-5717; SE 717-626-0228) to address these issues. Any 
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

August 12, 2014  

Mr. Domenic Rocco, P.E. 
Program Manager 
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
Southeast Regional Office 
2 E. Main Street 
Norristown, PA  19401-4915 

Re:   Project Review 
PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC - PennEast Pipeline Project 
Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, Pennsylvania.  

Dear Mr. Rocco: 

The PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC (PennEast), is a partnership with UGI Energy Services 
(UGIES), AGL Resources, NJR Pipeline Company, and South Jersey Industries. The PennEast 
Pipeline Project (Project) proposes to construct a new 100-mile, 30-inch pipeline to deliver 
natural gas from northeast Pennsylvania to other markets in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This 
new supply of natural gas will bring lower cost supplies to residents and businesses in 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey, while enhancing pipeline system flexibility and reliability for 
the local gas utilities.  

PennEast intends to file its certificate application for the PennEast Pipeline Project with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) in mid-2015, and anticipates receiving 
authorization and starting construction in 2017. Permit applications with other federal, state, 
and local agencies will be submitted within similar timeframes as t he certificate application. 
The permit proceedings conducted by these agencies will provide additional opportunities for 
public input and involvement. FERC’s determination of public convenience and necessity 
includes a thorough, comprehensive environmental review of proposed projects, working 
closely with federal, state, and local agencies and in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  

On behalf of PennEast, URS Corporation (URS) is requesting a Project Review for potential 
wetland and water resources in the PennEast Project area that may fall under the jurisdiction of 
the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP). A critical issues analysis 
was conducted for multiple routes using readily available secondary source data to select the 
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) route. Mapping 
depicting the environmental features evaluated for the preferred alternative is enclosed. We are 
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

asking for your review prior to the initiation of wetland and watercourse field surveys to be 
conducted this fall. The environmental study area will be a 400-foot corridor centered on the 
approximately 100-mile alignment. The anticipated permanent right-of-way (ROW) and 
temporary construction work area will be approximately 100-feet. The study area is wider than 
the disturbance area to allow for minor alignment shifts to avoid any sensitive resources that 
may be identified during the environmental field investigations.   

The following are enclosed to facilitate your review: 

• PennEast Project Fact Sheet; and
• CD containing:

o shapefiles of the alignment;
o USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps with project alignment; and
o detailed maps depicting the project areas and known secondary source

resources

If you have any questions or require additional information regarding this request, please 
contact me at 610.832.1810 or bernard.holcomb@urs.com. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
Enclosures (2) 

cc:  Mr. Anthony Cox (UGI) 
      Mr. Dante D'Alessandro (UGI) 







                                                                     
 
 
October 24, 2014 

 

Mr. Joseph J. Buczynski 

Pennsylvania DEP 

Northeast Regional Office 

2 Public Square 

Wilkes-Barre, PA 18701 

 

Dear Mr. Buczynski: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC approved PennEast for the pre-filing review process on 

October 8. The pre-filing process creates the framework for the environmental analysis and a 

formal structure for stakeholders along the proposed route to provide input and opinions 

regarding the project. The pre-filing application is available online at http://elibrabry.ferc.gov, 

docket PF15-1-000.  

 

At this time we would like to invite the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection to 

become a cooperating agency in the FERC process, and to actively engage with FERC’s 

designated Environmental Project Manager for the PennEast Pipeline Project, Medha Kochhar. 

Ms. Kochhar can be contacted at (202) 502-8964. As a cooperating agency, FERC and/or 

PennEast may request your participation in bi-weekly project status calls and direct or 

interagency coordination meetings, as appropriate. 

 

Only in the second month of a comprehensive, approximately three-year process, PennEast still 

is working to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, 

we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been adjusted to account for 

engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified since we initially 

provided your agency with detailed project information. In Pennsylvania, the preferred 

alternative route has been shifted approximately three-to-four miles to the northeast between 

mileposts 11 and 35 in Luzerne and Carbon counties. Other route adjustments have also been 

made in an effort to maximize co-location with existing utility easements. Overall, 

approximately 41 miles have been re-routed in Pennsylvania. Please note, however, that the 

current preferred alternative route remains in the same counties and townships as identified in 

our initial notification. Shapefiles for the adjusted preferred alternative route are being provided 

to aide in your review and analysis of the project. 

 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project. Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

http://elibrabry.ferc.gov/


                                                                     
 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


L E T T E R  O F  T R A N S M I T T A L  

  
 
 

625 West Ridge Pike 
Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 

DATE: 
 

11/10/14 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
 

20000363 

REFERENCE:  
Penn East Pipeline Project 

TO:  Joseph J. Buczynski, P.E. | Waterways and 
Wetlands Program Manager 
Department of Environmental Protection  
Northeast Regional Office 
2 Public Square | Wilkes-Barre, PA 18701 

 

WE ARE SENDING: 
 

 Herewith  Under Separate Cover 

  
 

 
Shop 
Drawings  Report  Plans  Samples  Specifications  Copy of Letter 

 Other    Updated Project Shapefiles- CD 

 For Approval  For Your Use  As Requested  For Comment  For Correction  Resubmit 
 

Copies Date Description 

1 October 2014 Enclosed please find a CD containing updated shapefiles of the Project 
route, compressor station location, and lateral.  
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 610-832-3597 or 
Deborah.poppel@urs.com. Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 
 
Sincerely, Deborah K. Poppel 

  

  

  

  

 
SENT VIA:  Our Messenger  FedEx/Airborne  Certified Mail  As Noted Below 

  Your Messenger  United Parcel  First Class Mail   
 



L E T T E R  O F  T R A N S M I T T A L  

  
 
 

625 West Ridge Pike 
Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 

DATE: 
 

11/10/14 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
 

20000363 

REFERENCE:  
Penn East Pipeline Project 

TO:  Dominic Rocco 
PADEP Southeast Regional Office 
2 East Main Street 
Norristown, PA 19401 

 

WE ARE SENDING: 
 

 Herewith  Under Separate Cover 

  
 

 
Shop 
Drawings  Report  Plans  Samples  Specifications  Copy of Letter 

 Other    Updated Project Shapefiles- CD 

 For Approval  For Your Use  As Requested  For Comment  For Correction  Resubmit 
 

Copies Date Description 

1 October 2014 Enclosed please find a CD containing updated shapefiles of the Project 
route, compressor station location, and lateral.  
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 610-832-3597 or 
Deborah.poppel@urs.com. Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 
 
Sincerely, Deborah K. Poppel 

  

  

  

  

 
SENT VIA:  Our Messenger  FedEx/Airborne  Certified Mail  As Noted Below 

  Your Messenger  United Parcel  First Class Mail   
 



REGULATORY AGENCY MEETING AGENDA 
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 19, 2104 

PENNEAST PIPELINE PROJECT INTRODUCTION  
 

Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection 
4530 Bethlehem Pike 

Bethlehem, Pa 
Attendance 

PADEP SERO: 
PADEP NERO: 
URS: Deborah Poppel; Jon West 
Penn East: 
 
Introductions 

Project Description 

• PennEast Pipeline LLC 
• Designed to bring lower cost natural gas produced in the Marcellus Shale region in eastern 

Pennsylvania to homes and businesses in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. 
• Planned capacity to transport approximately 1 Bcf of natural gas per day (“Bcf/d”) 
• Facilities include a 36-inch diameter, 108-mile pipeline, extending from Luzerne County, 

Pennsylvania, to Mercer County, New Jersey. The system would be rated for a maximum 
allowable operating pressure (“MAOP”) of 1,480 psig. 

• The mainline route includes construction of the new pipeline that originates near Dallas, 
Luzerne County, PA, and terminates near Pennington, Mercer County, NJ.  

• Newly proposed 2.1 mile 24” lateral near Hellertown, Northampton County, PA to transport gas 
to an interconnection with UGI Utilities. 

• Approximately 29 percent of the pipeline is co-located with other utilities.  
• Major water crossings include the Susquehanna, Lehigh, and Delaware rivers and Beltzville Lake.  

Project Map Presentation - Pipeline 

Compressor Stations 

• The project would include one compressor station located near Blakeslee in Kidder Township, 
Carbon County, PA (MP 25.5). 

• 3 Taurus 70 units rated at 10,915 horsepower each under ISO conditions for a total of 26,733 
available horsepower. 

FERC Filing & Process  

• EIS Pre-Filing Environmental Review Process 
• Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 



Project Schedule; Open Houses 

Milestone Date 
Pre-Filing Request Accepted October 10, 2014 
Draft of all Resource Reports May 1, 2015 
Certificate Application July 1, 2015 
Final Environmental Document issued by 
FERC 

August 1, 2016 

Certificate Order December 1, 2016 
Mobilization and initial tree clearing Winter, 2016 
Construction (7 months) Spring, 2017 
 

Open Houses Schedule 
Wilkes-Barre, PA 
 

Monday, November 10 
(Luzerne County) 

Coughlin High School 
80 North Washington Street 
Wilkes-Barre, PA 18702 

Bethlehem, PA 
 

Wednesday, November 12 
(Northampton County) 

Hanover Township Community Center 
3660 Jacksonville Road 
Bethlehem, PA  18017 

New Jersey 
 

Thursday, November  13 
(Mercer County) 

South Hunterdon Regional High School 
301 Mt. Airy-Harbourton Road 
Lambertville, NJ  0853 

Palmerton, PA Tuesday, November 18 
(Carbon County) 

Aquashicola Volunteer Fire Company 
270 Little Gap Road 
Palmerton, PA 18071 

 

Consultations & Permitting 

USFWS NMFS 
USACE – Philly and Baltimore NPS  
PADEP – NE and SE  NJDEP 
PADCNR PAGC 
PFBC PAHMC 
NJSHPO NJSADC 
DRBC SRBC 
CCD’s Watersheds 
 

Status of Environmental Studies

 

Total Tracts Centerline Centerline (miles) Ceterline (%) Archaeology

Archaelogical 223 129,887.41         
24.60                    22.59% Historical

Historical 107 43,299.43           8.20                     7.53% Wetlands 55

Wetlands 232 158,643.26         30.05                    27.60%

Waterbodies/Streams 77

T&E 0 0 0 0

Documented Features
As of: 10/24/2014

Survey Status - Completed
As of: 11/15/2014



   
 

 

Penn East Pipeline Project 

 

MEETING MINUTES 

 

PADEP Bethlehem District Office 

4530 Bath Pike, Bethlehem, PA 

Date: November 19, 2014 

 

Attendees (see also sign-in sheet): 

 

Colleen Stutzman, Assistant Regional Director, PADEP Northeast Regional Office 

Sachin Shankar, Assistant Regional Director, PADEP Southeast Regional Office 

Kevin White, Waterways and Wetlands Program (Ch. 105), NERO 

Joe Buczynski, Waterways and Wetlands Program (Ch. 102), NERO 

Ray Kempa, Air Quality Program, NERO 

Mike Brunamondi (via telephone), Water Quality Program, NERO 

John Hohenstein, Waterways and Wetlands Program (Ch. 105), SERO 

Domenic Rocco, Waterways and Wetlands Program (Ch. 102), SERO 

Jon West, Deputy PM, URS 

Deborah Poppel, PA Environmental Permitting Manager, URS 

 

Summary 

 

Introductory Discussion 

 

The agency representatives were provided with a project overview map (with townships 

indicated) and a printout of powerpoint slides that presented a description of the PennEast 

Pipeline project in Pennsylvania.  Mr. West reviewed the project details and the schedule 

of meetings and FERC filing, and invited PADEP to be a cooperating agency with FERC. 

 

On the phone, Mr. Brunamondi asked if it was known where the hydrostatic test 

discharges would be located (response - it is not  known at this time).  He said that it 

would be best for the project to avoid discharges to HQ or EV streams so that it can 

qualify for a GP-10.  Otherwise, an Individual Permit (which requires an Environmental 

Management Plan, Public Notice, and Alternatives justification) would be needed for 

discharges to HQ streams.  Discharges to EV streams are typically not permitted under 

any circumstance.  

 

Mr. Kempa asked if Penn East is affiliated with Williams-Transco because of the tie-in 

locations and asked why it did not just parallel Transco’s existing line.  It was explained 

that PennEast is not affiliated with Transco (more discussion on this topic followed later). 

 

 

 

 



   
 

 

Project Stakeholder Coordination and Potential Concerns 

 

Mr. Shakar requested that there be an open house in Bucks County (in a location such as 

Riegelsville).  Mr. West noted that many residents from Bucks County attended the open 

house that was held in New Jersey and that FERC will also be having scoping meetings 

for the project.  Mr. Shakar stated again that there needs to be an open house held in 

Bucks County. 

 

Mr. Buczynski noted that Dallas Township and West Wyoming Borough have both had 

compressor station projects in their municipalities, and are therefore very sensitive to gas 

projects.  He noted also that the Appalachian Trail is in close proximity to the Alpine 

Rose Racetrack; a project which was held up in litigation with National Park Service, 

therefore PennEast should be cognizant of its proximity to the AT.  He also asked if there 

had been any outreach with or communications with the Delaware Riverkeeper or Penn 

Future and it was noted that the Riverkeeper has been actively involved. 

 

Mr. Rocco noted that there is another pipeline that goes through multiple municipalities 

in south-central Pennsylvania, and that wetlands had been missed; wants to make sure 

that is not an issue on this project.  Mr. White asked if remote sensing for wetland 

identification was being used (it is not at this time) and stated that although remote 

sensing is OK for planning purposes, it is not acceptable for  Section 105 permitting 

purposes.  Ms. Poppel stated that all wetlands and waterbodies would be delineated in the 

field for any impacts identified in the permit application.   

 

Permitting 

 

Mr. White and Mr. Buczynski noted that for areas where access may be denied, and 

therefore field delineations are missing, the permit application can be started, however, 

the information must be submitted for any missing portions as an amendment.  

Amendments can be “major” or “minor” depending on the type of impacts and whether 

they would be a waived activity, General Permit, or JPA.  A “Major Amendment” to an 

application has the same time clock to process as the original application.   

 

Mr. Kempa was asked about the air permitting process for the compressor station.  An 

Air Quality Permit Plan Approval is required for a compressor station, and there is a 

distinction between a “Major” facility and a “Minor” facility (the threshold being 

emissions of 100 tons/year CO).   Mr. Kempa expected that PennEasts compressor station 

would be a minor facility and noted that the recently submitted Easton Compressor 

Station permit application would be a good example to follow.  It can be obtained 

through a PADEP file review request. 

 

Ms. Stutzman asked if Kidder Township had been approached about the proposed 

compressor station and Mr. West indicated that they had. 

 

 



   
 

 

With regards to Chapter 105 permitting, one JPA package for each county (Carbon, 

Northampton, Luzerne, and Bucks) will be needed as stand-alone permit applications 

with impacts separated out by county.  A copy should be sent directly to the U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers as well. 

 

For Chapter 102 permitting, it will be one complete application for the project as a whole.  

The Northeast Region of PADEP will take the lead.  It is expected that the permit will be 

an ESCGP-1 and not NPDES.  A technical pre-application meeting with the conservation 

districts at NERO should also be held. 

 

Other state authorizations that will be needed:  

 

1) A project-wide 401 Water Quality Certification.  This is a separate application from 

the JPA and covers discharges or impacts regulated under CWA, Chapter 105, and 

Chapter 102.   There is no specific application form but it will require a letter request and 

an associated environmental assessment document; the permit fee would likely be the 

same as that for an Environmental Assessment Review.  

 

2) A Submerged Lands License Agreement for navigable Waters of the Commonwealth 

(i.e. Delaware, Lehigh, and Susquehanna River crossings) 

 

It was discussed that the permit schedule was anticipated to be submission of all permit 

applications at the time of the filing of the Resource Reports with FERC in July 2015.  

PADEP noted that the request for the 401 WQC and the Submerged Lands License 

Agreement can come in earlier but it is preferred if all Chapter 105 packages and the 

Chapter 102 permit application be submitted at the same time. 

 

Technical Issues 

 

It was asked if there had been geotechnical studies conducted to support areas (i.e. all 

major waterbody crossings) that are proposed for HDD (response- not yet but there will 

be).  Ms. Stutzman suggested contacting either Dave Williams of the Deep Mine Safety 

Office in Pottsville, or Mike Korb of the Mine Reclamation Office on the 5
th

 Floor of 

NERO regarding reviewing maps and information on known mines and mine collapse 

areas. 

 

Mr. Buczynski noted some technical aspects of the “earth moving” applications, that the 

buffer width near special concern resources (wetlands and waterbodies) should be 

consistent, and that the choreographed construction sequence should minimize impacts 

during each phase (e.g. not leaving clearcut/grubbed/trenched areas open for a significant 

amount of time prior to pipe stringing, etc).  Minimize the removal of woodlands; how 

will it be restored?  Mr. Rocco asked what is the permanent vegetation mix for on top of 

the pipeline permanent ROW, will it solely be meadow or include some brush?  This 

affects the coefficients for determining runoff and impervious surface calculations. 

 



Best Management Practices must truly be constructible and be usable in special 

protection watersheds.  For the Tennessee Gas Northeast Pipeline project, the permits 

were appealed and the DEP had to go to court over the Lackawaxan River crossing but 

they were able to successfully defend the permit because of good BMPs. 

Mr. Kempa revisited the question about whether PennEast is legally connected in any 

way to Williams-Transco, and why Transco would not just loop their existing pipeline 

which follows essentially the same route as that proposed by PennEast.  Mr. West said 

that numerous housing developments have been built along the Transco line which would 

make expanding that route difficult, and confirmed that PennEast is a competitor.  Mr. 

Kempa says it looks suspicious because Transco’s existing Compressor Station 515, with 

3 turbines, has emissions of 96 tons/year of CO, making it a major facility and Transco is 

putting in an application for 2 additional turbines.  PennEasts proposed compressor 

station is very close by and it could be seen as an attempt by Transco or PennEast to 

avoid a PSD permit (which is an aggregate permit for 250 tons/year that requires EPA 

involvement, air quality modeling and more stringent emission requirements).  He said 

that PADEP Air Quality would require an affidavit that Transco and PennEast are in no 

way involved or legally connected in any way. 

Next Steps/Action Items: 

URS to distribute minutes and respond to Mr. Sachin’s request regarding meeting 

in Bucks County. 

Follow-up technical pre-application meetings to be scheduled at a future date. 

Minutes Prepared by: 

URS Corporation 
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From: Kempa, Raymond <rkempa@pa.gov>

Sent: Friday, November 21, 2014 8:59 AM

To: West, Jonathan; Poppel, Deborah

Cc: Stutzman, Colleen

Subject: PennEast Pipline

Based upon our discussion at the Penn East Pipeline pre-application meeting on 11/19/14 of single source determinations of similar 

projects conducted in the air quality permitting program, I have attached the Questionnaire and Checklist for Single Source 

Determinations that would have to be completed and included with your plan approval application for the proposed compressor 

station. 

http://www.elibrary.dep.state.pa.us/dsweb/Get/Document-94101/2700-PM-BAQ0205%20GP-5%20Application%20-

%20Attachment%20A.pdf 

Raymond Kempa/EEM, New Source Review 

PA Department of Environmental Protection 

Air Quality Program 

2 Public Square 

Wilkes-Barre, PA 18711 

Phone: 570-826-2507 | Fax: 570-826-2357 

www.rkempa@pa.gov 
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From: Poppel, Deborah

Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 12:52 PM

To: Stutzman, Colleen; Hohenstein, John (johohenste@pa.gov); Rocco, Domenic; Shankar, 

Sachin (sshankar@pa.gov); Brunamonti, Michael (mbrunamont@pa.gov); White, Kevin 

(kevwhite@pa.gov); Buczynski, Joseph; Kempa, Raymond (rkempa@pa.gov)

Cc: aharris@ugies.com; Holcomb, Bernard; West, Jonathan

Subject: Penn East Pipeline: PADEP Meeting Minutes

Attachments: PADEP 111914 Meeting Minutes.pdf

Hello- 

Attached please find minutes from the Penn East Pipeline introductory project meeting held on November 19. 

With regard to Mr. Sachin’s request for an Open House to be held in Bucks County, PA, Penn East must inform him that 

the open house period for the project concluded on November 18 and that no further public meetings are being 

scheduled at this time. The open houses were sited and scheduled to allow for adequate geographic coverage of the 

areas potentially affected by the proposed project. The events were advertised in locally-distributed newspapers 

throughout the affected areas and individual landowners who may be impacted were personally informed and invited to 

the open houses that were scheduled. The open houses were well-attended and PennEast is confident that members of 

the public as well as potentially affected landowners residing in Bucks County were afforded ample opportunity to 

attend the meetings held  in their area. The open houses are one of several steps in PennEast’s commitment to communicating 

and working with landowners and other stakeholders during the project planning process.  

Thank you and please let me know if you have any questions regarding the information within the minutes. 

Deborah K. Poppel, CWB 

Project Ecologist 

Certified Project Manager 

URS  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

(610) 832-3597 (Direct)   :   (610) 832-3500 (Main)   :   (215) 833-0566 (Cell)

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you 
receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this 
information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.



  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

 Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

January 14, 2015 

Joseph Buczynksi, PE 

Environmental Program Manager- Waterways and Wetlands 

PADEP Northeast Regional Office 

2 Public Square 

Wilkes-Barre, PA 18701 

Dear Mr. Buczynski: 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Texas Eastern Transmission, LP; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI 

Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015.  

Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a new preferred alternative route and to obtain 

permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been 

adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified 

since we last provided your agency with detailed project mapping on October 24, 2014.  In Pennsylvania, 

the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for approximately 2.5 miles to the north side of State 

Route 33 near Bethlehem, PA. In New Jersey, the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for 

approximately 21 miles, from M.P. 90 (approximate) to the southern project terminus. This re-route has 

also necessitated a 1.3-mile, 36-inch lateral near Lambertville, NJ to transport gas to Algonquin and 

Texas Eastern Transmission systems. USGS topographic maps showing just the new route adjustments in 

Pennsylvania and updated shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to 

aide in your review and analysis of the project.  

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please contact me if 

you have any questions.  

Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

Cc: Domenic Rocco, SERO 
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West, Jonathan

From: Walsh, Michael <miwalsh@pa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 1:40 PM

To: West, Jonathan

Subject: Mine Map Atlas

Jonathan, 

 

I copied the link for the mine map atlas available to the public.  Please let me know if you received the e-mai.l 

 

Mike 

 

 

http://www.minemaps.psu.edu/ 

 

 

 

Michael Walsh, P.G. | Licensed Professional Geologist 

Department of Environmental Protection | Bureau of Abandoned Mine Reclamation 

Northeast Regional Office 

2 Public Square, 5th Floor | Wilkes-Barre, PA 18701 

Phone: 570.830.3163 | Fax: 570.826.2441 

www.dep.state.pa.us 

 

 

 



                                                                     

March 30, 2015 

 

Mr. Domenic Rocco, P.E. 

DEP Southeast Regional Office 

2 E. Main Street 

Norristown, PA 19401 

 

Dear Mr. Rocco: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 

preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 

preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 

use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 

mapping on January 14, 2015. 

 

Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 

and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 

the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 

location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 

Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 

housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 

adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  

 

In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 

Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) to 

supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts.  

 

A summary of the significant route variations in Pennsylvania is provided below: 

 

 In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has been re-routed 

¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). The alignment 

has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply mainline in a 

location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources.  

 
 Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the alignment between 

mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route in an effort to refine 

the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail.  

 



                                                                     

 In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less than ½-

mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and local 

officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current and 

future land use plans in the area.  

 

Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

 

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


                                                                     

March 30, 2015 

 

Mr. Joseph J. Buczynski, P.E. 

DEP Northeast Regional Office 

2 Public Square 

Wilkes Barre, PA 18701 

 

Dear Mr. Buczynski: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 

preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 

preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 

use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 

mapping on January 14, 2015. 

 

Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 

and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 

the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 

location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 

Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 

housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 

adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  

 

In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 

Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) to 

supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts.  

 

A summary of the significant route variations in Pennsylvania is provided below: 

 

 In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has been re-routed 

¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). The alignment 

has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply mainline in a 

location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources.  

 
 Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the alignment between 

mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route in an effort to refine 

the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail.  

 



                                                                     

 In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less than ½-

mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and local 

officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current and 

future land use plans in the area.  

 

Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

 

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


From: Buczynski, Joseph [mailto:jbuczynski@pa.gov]  

Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 1:21 PM 
To: Holcomb, Bernard 

Cc: White, Kevin; Patel, Bharat R; Rocco, Domenic; Orlovsky, Andrew 
Subject: FW: PennEast Pipeline Project 

 
Bernie,  
 
Thanks for the update. I  see that Andrew Orlovsky has also responded regarding the routes location in 
proximity to the Abrahams Creek Protection Project in Luzerne County. We’ll keep this information for 
reference.  
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Joseph J. Buczynski, P.E. | Waterways and Wetlands Program Manager 

Department of Environmental Protection  
Northeast Regional Office 
2 Public Square | Wilkes-Barre, PA 18701 

Phone: 570.826.2521 | Fax: 570.830.3017 

www.depweb.state.pa.us 
 
From: Holcomb, Bernard [mailto:bernard.holcomb@aecom.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 10:43 AM 

To: Buczynski, Joseph 
Cc: Orlovsky, Andrew 

Subject: PennEast Pipeline Project 

 
Dear Mr. Buczynski, 
 
Attached please find a letter and mapping providing an update to the proposed PennEast Pipeline 
Project. 
 
In order to extract the shapefiles, please change the extension from a .piz to a .zip after downloading. 

mailto:jbuczynski@pa.gov
http://www.depweb.state.pa.us/
mailto:bernard.holcomb@aecom.com
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From: Holcomb, Bernard
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2015 7:07 AM
To: West, Jonathan; Binckley, Sarah
Subject: FW: Scheduling a pre-application meeting for Penn East Pipeline- seeking response by 

June 22

 
 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
Direct: 1-610-832-1810  Cell: 1-215-275-7956 
bernard.holcomb@aecom.com 
 

 
625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100   Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428 
Telephone: 610-832-3500  Fax: 610-832-3501   
www.aecom.com 
 
Twitter I Facebook I LinkedIn I Google+ 
 
This electronic communication, which includes any files or attachments thereto, contains proprietary or confidential information and may be privileged and otherwise protected 
under copyright or other applicable intellectual property laws. All information contained in this electronic communication is solely for the use of the individual(s) or entity to 
which it was addressed. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified that distributing, copying, or in any way disclosing any of the information in this e-mail 
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately, and destroy the communication and any files or attachments in their 
entirety, whether in electronic or hard copy format. Since data stored on electronic media can deteriorate, be translated or modified, AECOM, its subsidiaries, and/or affiliates 
will not be liable for the completeness, correctness or readability of the electronic data. The electronic data should be verified against the hard copy. 
 
Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 
 
 
 

From: Roda, Ann [mailto:aroda@pa.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2015 5:35 AM 
To: Smith, Christopher; Hohenstein, John; Rocco, Domenic; Shankar, Sachin; Buczynski, Joseph; White, Kevin; 
Brunamonti, Michael; Stutzman, Colleen; Kempa, Raymond; 'Dombroskie, Michael A (Mike) NAB' 
(Mike.Dombroskie@usace.army.mil); elaine.j.moyer@usace.army.mil; Alisa Harris; Jeff England; Holcomb, Bernard; 
gretchenschats@bucksccd.org; jborden@bucksccd.org; carbmgr@ptd.net; josh@luzcd.org; 
northamptoncd@northamptoncd.org 
Subject: Scheduling a pre-application meeting for Penn East Pipeline- seeking response by June 22 
 
Good Afternoon‐ 
 
A pre application meeting has been requested to the discuss the Penn East pipeline project.   
 
To schedule this meeting a Doodle request has been developed. Please visit the following 
link  http://doodle.com/xxhmrphaeq55zwyk and provide a response related to your availability for the dates 
included.  I am asking for responses to be provided by June 22, 2015.  
 
The meeting will be scheduled for a day in which all (or large majority) are available. Once the date is selected additional 
details will be provided on location and a specific agenda will be provided.  
 
Should you have any questions on this request or the upcoming meeting please do not hesitate to contact me.    
 
Ann 
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Ann Roda | Director 
Department of Environmental Protection | Program Integration 
Rachel Carson State Office Building 
400 Market St. | Hbg PA 17101 
Phone: 717.772.1839 | Fax: 717.705.4980 
www.dep.state.pa.us 
 







 

PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
 PRE-APPLICATION MEETING AGENDA 

MONDAY, JULY 13, 2015 
PENNEAST PIPELINE PROJECT  

 
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection 

Northeast Regional Office 
2 Public Square; Wilkes-Barre, PA  

Attendance 

PADEP SERO, PADEP NERO, USACE, CCD’s, DRBC, PennEast, AECOM, HMM. 
 
Introductions 

Project Description 

• PennEast Pipeline LLC 
• Designed to bring lower cost natural gas produced in the Marcellus Shale region in eastern 

Pennsylvania to homes and businesses in Pennsylvania, New Jersey and adjacent states. 
• Planned capacity to transport approximately 1 Bcf of natural gas per day (“Bcf/d”) 
• Facilities include a 36-inch diameter, 115-mile mainline pipeline, extending from Luzerne 

County, Pennsylvania, to Mercer County, New Jersey. The system would be rated for a 
maximum allowable operating pressure (“MAOP”) of 1,480 psig. 

Pipeline Facilities 

Facility 
Pipeline 
Diameter 
and Type 

Approx. 
Length* 
(miles) 

Begin 
MP 

End 
MP* State County 

PennEast 
Mainline 
Route 
Pipeline 

36-inch  
new 
pipeline 

110.6 0.0 110.9 PA, NJ 
Luzerne, Carbon, 
Northampton, Bucks, 
Hunterdon, Mercer 

Hellertown 
24-inch 
Lateral 

24-inch  
new 
pipeline 

2.1 68.7 2.1 PA Northampton 

Gilbert 12-
inch Lateral 

12-inch  
new 
pipeline 

0.6 76.6 0.6 NJ Hunterdon 

Lambertville 
36-inch 
Lateral 

36-inch  
new 
pipeline 

1.3 97.4 1.3 NJ Hunterdon 

 
• Approximately 51.7 miles (45%) of the pipeline is co-located with other utilities*.  
• Major water crossings include the Susquehanna, Lehigh, and Delaware rivers and Beltzville Lake.  



 

Aboveground Facilities in PA 

Facility/ 
Location Type New/ 

Modified MP* Municipali
ty County 

PennEast 
Mainline 

Wyoming Interconnect  
(Regency Energy Partners LP)  New 0.0 Dallas Twp Luzerne 

Springville Interconnect  
(Williams Partners L.P.)  New 0.3 Dallas Twp Luzerne 

Auburn (UGI Energy Services, LLC) and 
Leidy Interconnects (Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Company, LLC) 

New 4.5 
West 
Wyoming 
Borough 

Luzerne 

Mainline Block Valve 1 New 8.2 Plains Twp Luzerne 

Compressor Station  Option 1 New 25.4 Kidder 
Twp Carbon 

Compressor Station Option 2 New 26.2 Kidder 
Twp Carbon 

Mainline Block Valve 2 New 31.7 Kidder 
Twp Carbon 

Mainline Block Valve 3 New 45.6 Towamens
ing Twp Carbon 

Mainline Block Valve 4 New 59.0 
Upper 
Nazareth 
Twp 

Northampton 

Hellertown Lateral Launcher and Mainline 
Launcher/ Reciever Site New 68.6 

Lower 
Saucon 
Twp 

Northampton 

PennEast 
Hellertown 
Lateral 

TCO (Columbia Gas Transmission, LLC) and 
UGI-LEH (UGI Utilities, Inc.) Interconnects New HL-

2.1 

Lower 
Saucon 
Twp 

Northampton 

 

Compressor Station 

• The project would include one compressor station located in Kidder Township, Carbon County, 
PA (MP 25.5). 

• 3 Taurus 70 units rated at 10,915 horsepower each under ISO conditions for a total of 32,745 
total ISO hp. 

FERC Filing & Process  

• EIS Pre-Filing Environmental Review Process 
• Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

 



 

Project Schedule/Milestones 

Milestone Date 
Pre-Filing Request Accepted October 10, 2014 
Draft of all Resource Reports April, 2015 
Certificate Application September, 2015 
Certificate Order August, 2016 
Mobilization and initial tree clearing Winter, 2016 
Construction (7 months) Spring, 2017 
 

Environmental Surveys 

Access in PA:  58.1 miles/77.9%  
  

Status of Environmental Studies in PA 

Resource 
Access Surveys 

Required 
Surveys 

Completed 
Notes 

Miles % Miles % Miles % of 
Available 

Wetlands 58.1 77.9 58.1 77.9 57.5 99  

Archaeology 58.1 77.9 58.1 77.9 57.7 99.3 

23 sites identified in study 
corridor; 16 sites 
recommended as potentially 
NRHP-eligible. At least 15 
reroutes made to-date. 

Architectural Hist. 58.1 77.9 58.1 77.9 48.7 83.8 
19 resources ID’d that may 
be NRHP-eligible that were 
previously undocumented 

RTE Plants 9 sites 90 10 sites 4.5 mi. 9 sites 95 May revisit Weiser SF due to 
Aster seasonality 

NE Bulrush 84 sites 90 93 sites N/A 0 0 Scheduled to commence 
7/13/2015 

RTE Bats 91 sites 90.1 101 sites N/A 55 sites 54.5 
24 bat captures to-date; 10 
ESF, 1 LBB, 13 NLE. 
Transmitters on 7 

Cricket Frog 3 sites 100 3 sites N/A 3 sites 100 Habitat identified in Hickory Run 
SP; Phase 2 surveys ongoing 

Timber 
Rattlesnake 7 sites 100 7 sites N/A 7 sites 100 Denning and gestation 

habitat ID’d 

Bog Turtle P1 32 sites 56.1 57 sites N/A 31 sites 96  

Bog Turtle P2 5 sites 83 6 sites N/A 5 sites 87.5  

 

 



 

 

 
 

PA Permits and Authorizations 

Agency Permit/Approval 

PADEP (Northeast and Southeast Regional 
Offices) 

Water Obstruction and Encroachment 
Submerged Lands License Agreements 
Section 401 Water Quality Certification  
ESCGP-2 
Hydrostatic Testing Discharge General Permit (PAG-10)* 
Plan Approval and Operating Permit for a Non-Major 
Source 

Pennsylvania Game Commission (PAGC) T&E Species Consultation and Clearance 

Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission 
(PAFBC) 

T&E Species Consultation and Clearance 
Blasting Permit 

Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and 
Natural Resources (PADCNR) T&E Species Consultation and Clearance 

Pennsylvania Historical and Museum 
Commission (PAHMC) 

National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 Consultation 
and Clearance 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
PASGP-4; Individual Permit 
Title 33 Section 408 Approval 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Endangered Species Act Section 7 Consultation and 
Clearance 

Delaware River Basin Commission (DRBC) Review and Approval under DRBC Section 3.8 (18 
C.F.R. §401.35(a) and (b) 

 

Avoidance and Minimization 

• HDD: Planned for Beltzville Lake, Lehigh River, Delaware River 
• Dry crossing for all other waterbodies 
• Timing restrictions for instream activities within trout streams 
• Seasonal and timber restrictions 
• Major and minor reroutes 
• At least 15 reroutes to avoid potential NRHP-listed cultural sites 
• Reduced workspace at wetland and waterbody crossings 
• FERC Plan and Procedures BMPs 
• PA Erosion and Sediment Pollution Control Program Manual BMPs 
• Compensatory mitigation for conversion of PFO wetlands 
• Habitat restoration 



Pennsylvania Interagency Pre-application Meeting 

July 13, 2015 

7/13/2015 1 

Bridging the infrastructure gap between  
growing supply and growing demand. 



• Project Overview  

• FERC Pre-file Process and Public Outreach  

• Project Schedule 

• Survey Statuses 

• Potential Environmental Impacts  

• Anticipated Pennsylvania Permits 

 
 
 
 2 7/13/2015 

Agenda 



PennEast Pipeline 

3 7/13/2015 



The PennEast Pipeline Developers-A 
Unique Partnership 

7/13/2015 4 

Bridging Bottlenecked Supplies and 

Constrained Markets  

AGL 
Resources 

South Jersey 
Industries 

UGI Energy 
Services 

NJR Pipeline  
Company 
NJR Pipeline  

Company 
PSEG Power Spectra 

Energy 

Collectively, the Partners serve directly and indirectly over 5 million natural gas and electric consumers and either directly 
or through affiliates have committed to  735,000 dth/d of capacity on PennEast  under long-term contracts.  
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Project Overview 

• Main PennEast pipeline:  
– 110.6 miles; entirely 36-inch pipe 
– Crosses 27 municipalities across 4 counties in PA and 2 counties in NJ 

• Hellertown Lateral:  
– 2.1 miles of 24-inch pipe 
– Ends at an interconnection with both UGI Utilities and Columbia Gas 
– Located in Lower Saucon Township, Northampton County, PA 

• Gilbert Lateral:  
– 0.6 miles of 12-inch pipe 
– Ends at an interconnection with both Elizabethtown Gas and NRG 

REMA LLC’s Gilbert Generating Station 
– Located in Holland Township, Hunterdon County, NJ 



7/13/2015 6 

Project Overview 

• Lambertville Lateral:
– 1.3 miles of 36-inch pipe
– Ends at an interconnection with both Texas Eastern Transmission, LP

and Algonquin Gas Transmission, LLC
– Located in West Amwell Township, Hunterdon County, NJ

• Compressor Station:
– Located along the main pipeline alignment and require no additional

laterals.
– ~MP 26.0
– Kidder Township, Carbon County, PA



• Pre-File Docket No. PF15-1-000 

• Initiated 10/10/14 

• Draft Resource Reports submitted April 2015 

• Promotes early participation of key stakeholders in Project 

development 

• Encourages agency participation in the process  

• Results in a more complete application to FERC 
 

7 7/13/2015 

FERC Pre-File Process 



 
• Attended Four Public Meetings: 

– Hopewell Township, NJ 
– Holland Township, NJ 
– Delaware Township, NJ 
– Williams Township, PA 

 
• Hosted Four Open Houses:  

– (3 in PA, 1 in NJ) 
 

• Attended Scoping Meetings 
 

• Distributed $190,000 in Community Grants 
 

• Hosted Seven Landowner Informational Meetings 
 

• Hosted Two Economic Benefits Forums 
 

• Send Monthly Email Blasts to Approximately 250 Stakeholders 
 

• Provided Interactive Map on project website  
 

• Outreach to Stakeholders 
– Ongoing meetings with directly involved landowners 
– 30 State/Federal Elected and Appointed Officials 
– 6 Counties 
– 15 Townships (requested meetings with all) 
– 13 Regulatory Agencies 
– 23 Non-Government Organizations 
– 30 First Responders 
– 9 National, State and Local Unions 
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Public and Stakeholder Outreach 



9 7/13/2015 

Project Schedule 

10/10/14 
FERC Pre-File 

Accepted 
Min 180-day 

Collaborative Process 
with FERC 

1/17 
Surveys 

Complete 

11/1/17 
 In Service 

Construction and Commissioning 

9/15 
7(c) and 

Environmental Permit 
Applications 

Prep Prosecute 7(c) Application and Environmental Permit Applications 

11/15 
Order Pipe 8/16 

Receive 7(c) 
Certificate 

Complete Survey 

3/31/17 
Deadline 
for Tree 
Clearing 

Pre-File 
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Environmental Survey Statuses 

Resource 
Access Surveys 

Required 
Surveys 

Completed 
Notes 

Miles % Miles % Miles % of 
Available 

Wetlands 58.1 77.9 58.1 77.9 57.5 99  

Archaeology 58.1 77.9 58.1 77.9 57.7 99.3  

Architectural Hist. 58.1 77.9 58.1 77.9 48.7 83.8  

RTE Plants 9 sites 90 10 sites 4.5 mi. 9 sites 95 May revisit Weiser SF due to 
Aster seasonality 

NE Bulrush 84 sites 90 93 sites N/A 0 0 Scheduled to commence 
7/13/2015 

RTE Bats 91 sites 90.1 101 sites N/A 55 sites 54.5 
24 bat captures to-date; 10 

ESF, 1 LBB, 13 NLE. 
Transmitters on 7 

Cricket Frog 3 sites 100 3 sites N/A 3 sites 100 Habitat identified in Hickory Run 
SP; Phase 2 surveys ongoing 

Timber 
Rattlesnake 7 sites 100 7 sites N/A 7 sites 100 Denning and gestation 

habitat ID’d 

Bog Turtle P1 32 sites 56.1 57 sites N/A 31 sites 96  

Bog Turtle P2 5 sites 83 6 sites N/A 5 sites 87.5  
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Waterbodies  
PennEast Mainline 

Pipeline 
Hellertown 

Lateral 
Aboveground 

Facilities 
TOTAL 

Flow Regime Ephemeral 16 0 0 16 

Intermittent 39 0 0 39 

Perennial 55 1 0 55 

FERC 
Classification 

Minor (< 10 feet 
wide) 

87 0 0 87 

Intermediate (10-
100 feet wide) 

31 1 0 31 

Major (> 100 feet 
wide) 

6 0 0 6 

PA 
Designated/Existi
ng Use 

High Quality (HQ) 48 0 0 48 

Exceptional Value 
(EV) 

18 0 0 18 

PFBC 
Designations 

Trout Stocked & 
Approved Trout 
Waters 

24 0 0 24 

Wild Trout Streams 
(including Class A) 

102 0 0 102 

• Based on surveys completed to date and NHD stream data. 
• Totals are not additive. 



PennEast 
Mainline 
Pipeline 

Hellertown 
Lateral 

Aboveground 
Facilities 

Total 

Cowardin 
Classification 

Palustrine 
Emergent 
(PEM) 

21 0 0 21 

Palustrine 
Scrub Shrub 
(PSS) 

13 0 0 13 

Palustrine 
Forested (PFO) 

41 0 0 41 

PA Designation Exceptional 
Value (EV) 

61 0 0 61 

Other 12 0 0 12 

12 7/13/2015 

Wetlands  

• Based on surveys completed to date and NWI wetlands. 
• Majority of wetland impacts within Lehigh Watershed (HUC-02040106). 



• HDD: Planned for Beltzville Lake, Lehigh River, Delaware River 

• Dry crossing for all other waterbodies 

• Timing restrictions for instream activities within trout streams 

• Seasonal and timber restrictions 

• Major and minor reroutes 

• At least 15 reroutes to avoid potential NRHP-listed cultural sites 

• Reduced workspace at wetland and waterbody crossings 

• FERC Plan and Procedures BMPs 

• PA Erosion and Sediment Pollution Control Program Manual BMPs 

• Compensatory mitigation for conversion of PFO wetlands 

• Habitat restoration 
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Avoidance and Minimization 



• PADEP Water Obstruction and Encroachment Permits (4 Counties) 
 
• Submerged Land License Agreements (Susquehanna River, Lehigh 

River, Pohopoco Creek, Delaware River) 
 

• PASPGP-4 and Individual Permits for Susquehanna River and 
Delaware River 

• ESCGP-2 

• Hydrostatic Test Discharge Permits 

• Plan Approval and Operating Permit for a Non-Major Source 

 
 

14 7/13/2015 

Anticipated Permits and Approvals 



• Three Solar Natural Gas Turbine Compressors  

– SoLoNOx Technology to achieve 15 ppm NOx emissions 

• Natural Gas Fired Power Generator 

– Emergency Power and Turbine Starting 

• Equipment will meet BAT as required by GP-5 

• Emissions Estimated to be less than all Major Source thresholds 

• Gas Filter receivers to collect/store pipeline liquids 

 

15 7/13/2015 

Air Plan Approval and Operating Permit 



• Summary of Timeline and Schedule 
• Discussion and Feedback 

 

16 7/13/2015 

Next Steps 



Committed to safety, environmental 
stewardship and the communities where we 
live and work. 
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unauthorized disturbance, unpermitted discharge, or release of sediment(s) that is determined to be a 
pollution event (generally described http://www.fish.state.pa.us/fishpub/summary/reporting.html) per the 
Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Code will be subject to the appropriate legal enforcement action. 

       If, however, the work will necessitate any direct (e.g., equipment intrusion) or indirect 
impacts (e.g., runoff) to the waterway, this SIR must be resubmitted to this office for further review 
before work commences. With the resubmission, please include items such as detailed project plans, a 
description of the proposed work, aerial photographs of the general area, mapped areas that are to be 
impacted, stream characterizations and descriptions, and color photographs would expedite our review 
process. A mussel survey to assess areas of direct and indirect effects may be warranted.

NEW PROPOSED 24” HELLERTOWN LATERAL

During the November 4, 2014 meeting, URS provided information on a new section of pipeline, 
known as the Hellertown Lateral. This project was reviewed and no impacts to species of special 
concern are anticipated in the vicinity of the new proposed Hellertown Lateral. 

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data and our files and is valid 
for two (2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence of recorded species information does not 
necessarily imply species absence.  Our data files and the PNDI system are continuously being updated 
with species occurrence information.  Should project plans change or additional information on listed or 
proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered, and consultation shall be re-
initiated.

If you have any questions regarding this review, please contact Greg Lech at 570-477-3985 
and refer to the SIR # 43063.  Thank you for your cooperation and attention to this important matter of 
species conservation and habitat protection.

Sincerely,

Heather A. Smiles, Chief
Natural Gas Section

HAS/GPL/dn



January 14, 2015 

Mr. Gregory Lech 

Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission, Oil and Gas Section 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA 16823 

Dear Mr. Lech, 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; Texas Eastern Transmission, LP; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a 

subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015.  

Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a new preferred alternative route and to 

obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the preferred alternative 

route has been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that 

have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project mapping on 

October 24, 2014.  In Pennsylvania, the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for 

approximately 2.5 miles to the north side of State Route 33 near Bethlehem, PA. In New Jersey, 

the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for approximately 21 miles, from M.P. 90 

(approximate) to the southern project terminus. This re-route has also necessitated a 1.3-mile, 36-

inch lateral near Lambertville, NJ to transport gas to Algonquin and Texas Eastern Transmission 

systems. USGS topographic maps showing just the new route adjustments in Pennsylvania and 

updated shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in 

your review and analysis of the project.  

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

 Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 



  Division of Environmental Services
Natural Gas Section
450 Robinson Lane

Bellefonte, PA 16823

January 23, 2015
IN REPLY REFER TO
SIR# 43063

URS CORPORATION
Bernie Holcomb
625 W. Ridge Pike
Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428

RE: Species Impact Review (SIR) – Rare, Candidate, Threatened and Endangered Species
PNDI Search No. 
PennEast Pipeline Project – January 14, 2015 Re-route
NORTHAMPTON County: 

Dear Bernie Holcomb:

This is a response to your updated submission for the PennEast Pipeline Project, received on 
January 14, 2015. This update was described by you as: In Pennsylvania, the preferred alternative route 
has been re-routed for approximately 2.5 miles to the north side of State Route 33 near Bethlehem, PA.

A review concluded, except for occasional transient species, rare, candidate, threatened or 
endangered species under our jurisdiction are not known to exist in the vicinity of the re-routed area. 
Should project plans change, or if additional information on listed or proposed species becomes available, 
this determination may be reconsidered.

This response only regards the above referenced re-route. The PFBC is still concerned with 
potential impacts to the following species, as outlined in previous consultation letters:

Timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus, PA candidate)
Northern Cricket Frog (Acris crepitans, Endangered)
Freshwater Mussels
Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus, Endangered)
Shortnose Sturgeon (Acipenser brevirostrum, Endangered)
Eastern Redbelly Turtle (Pseudemys rubriventris, Threatened)
Dwarf Wedgemussel (Alasmidonta heterodon, PA Endangered, Federal Endangered)

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the Pennsylvania Natural Diversity 
Inventory (PNDI) data and our files and is valid for two (2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence 
of recorded species information does not necessarily imply species absence. Our data files and the PNDI 
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system are continuously being updated with species occurrence information. Should project plans change 
or additional information on listed or proposed species become available, this determination may be 
reconsidered, and consultation shall be re-initiated.

If you have any questions regarding this review, please contact Greg Lech at 570-477-3985 
and refer to the SIR # 43063. Thank you for your cooperation and attention to this important matter of 
species conservation and habitat protection.

Sincerely,

Heather A. Smiles, Chief
Natural Gas Section

HAS/GPL/dn



March 30, 2015 

Mr. Greg Lech 

Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission; Oil and Gas Section 

450 Robinson Land 

Bellefonte, PA 16823 

Dear Mr. Lech: 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation. 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 

preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 

preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 

use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 

mapping on January 14, 2015. 

Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 

and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 

the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 

location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 

Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 

housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 

adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  

In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 

Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) to 

supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts.  

A summary of the significant route variations in Pennsylvania is provided below: 

 In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has been re-routed

¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). The alignment

has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply mainline in a

location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources.

 Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the alignment between

mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route in an effort to refine

the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail.



 In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less than ½-

mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and local

officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current and

future land use plans in the area.

Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


  Division of Environmental Services
Natural Gas Section
450 Robinson Lane

Bellefonte, PA 16823

April 22, 2015
IN REPLY REFER TO
SIR# 43063

URS CORPORATION
Bernie Holcomb
625 W. Ridge Pike
Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428

RE: Species Impact Review (SIR) – Rare, Candidate, Threatened and Endangered Species
PNDI Search No. 
PennEast Pipeline Project.
BUCKS County:  - CARBON County:  - LUZERNE County:  - NORTHAMPTON County: 

Dear Bernie Holcomb:

This is a response to your updated submission for the PennEast Pipeline Project, received on 
March 31, 2015. This update was described by you as: 

1) In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has
been re-routed ¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). 
The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply 
mainline in a location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources. 

2) Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the
alignment between mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route 
in an effort to refine the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail. 

3) In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less
than ½- mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and 
local officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current 
and future land use plans in the area. 

Based on the updated pipeline route the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission (PFBC) will 
ONLY modify our previous recommendation related to the Timber Rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus). In 
a letter dated November 10, 2015, Table 2 was provided to summarize areas where habitat assessments 
were requested. As a result of the update see Table 3 below. 
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Table 3. Timber Rattlesnake habitat assessment areas.1,2

Area
Mile Post

Northern Edge
Mile Post

Southern Edge
1-3 Removed Removed
4 10.3 10.6
5 12.3 12.5
6 21.9 22.5
7 23.2 23.6
8 28.8 29.0
9 29.6 30.2
10 Removed Removed
11 49.6 50.4

1Updated for 10/24/2014 Route.
2Updated for 3/31/2015 Route.

In addition, the PFBC is still concerned with potential impacts to the following species, as 
outlined in previous consultation letters:

Northern Cricket Frog (Acris crepitans, Endangered)
Freshwater Mussels
Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus, Endangered)
Shortnose Sturgeon (Acipenser brevirostrum, Endangered)
Eastern Redbelly Turtle (Pseudemys rubriventris, Threatened)
Dwarf Wedgemussel (Alasmidonta heterodon, PA Endangered, Federal Endangered)

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the Pennsylvania Natural Diversity 
Inventory (PNDI) data and our files and is valid for two (2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence 
of recorded species information does not necessarily imply species absence.  Our data files and the PNDI 
system are continuously being updated with species occurrence information.  Should project plans change 
or additional information on listed or proposed species become available, this determination may be 
reconsidered, and consultation shall be re-initiated.

If you have any questions regarding this review, please contact Greg Lech at 570-477-3985 
and refer to the SIR # 43063.  Thank you for your cooperation and attention to this important matter of 
species conservation and habitat protection.

Sincerely,

Heather A. Smiles, Chief
Natural Gas Section

HAS/GPL/dn
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625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA  19428 

(610) 832-3500 – (610) 832-3501 (fax)

URS  CORPORATION  
RECORD OF CONVERSATION Page 1 of 1 

Spoke With 

Name:  Greg Lech Phone Number:   (570) 477-3985 

Company:  PA Fish & Boat commission Date:  July 15, 2015 

Client:  PennEast Pipeline Recorded By: Deborah Poppel 

Project Information & Routing 

Incoming:                       Outgoing:  X  

Project Name:  PennEast 

Billable to Project:  60414094.20000363.00029 

Item Discussed T&E Species Surveys 

I returned the call of Gregory Lech of PFBC who requested an update on the PFBC-requested special status species 
surveys.  I provided the following update: 

- Timber rattlesnake habitat surveys have been completed by Wildlife Specialists.  Some potential denning and
gestation habitat identified.  Awaiting final technical report.  One sighting of timber rattlesnake in a different
location during wetland delineation surveys.  Subsequently sent him email with the locational information and a
photograph.
- Cricket frog habitat was identified in Hickory Run State Park, presence/absence surveys are currently taking place
for this species by Marlin Corn who coordinated survey requirements with his office.
- No redbelly turtle surveys are planned because impacts will be avoided with seasonal timing restrictions on in-
water work and/or construction methodology.

Greg said that the new timber rattler location (from sighting during wetland delineation) will require additional 
surveys because it is an uncharted area for them; he will send the specifics of this request in an email so that I can 
efficiently get the info out to Wildlife Specialists. 

Greg seemed aware that update may be coming on AT reroute, I confirmed this.  He therefore will hold off on a 
formal update letter until he gets our request. 

Greg noted that state listed mussel species in Susquehanna River have “dropped off” list and therefore if we propose 
open cut of river no mussel surveys will be needed. 

Lastly, Greg wanted clarification on the URS/AECOM relationship and who is working for PennEast; which I 
explained. 
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From: Poppel, Deborah
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2015 1:52 PM
To: Chris@wildlife-specialists.com; stan@wildlife-specialists.com; West, Jonathan; Holcomb,

Bernard
Subject: FW: PAFBC Species Update for PennEast Pipeline project SIR 43063

________________________________________ 
From: Lech, Gregory [glech@pa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2015 10:07 AM 
To: Poppel, Deborah 
Cc: Smiles, Heather A 
Subject: PAFBC Species Update for PennEast Pipeline project SIR 43063 

Ms. Poppel, 

Thank you for the additional information you provided. 

As discussed on July 15, the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission (PAFBC) would like to update information related to 
species of special concern review related to the PennEast Pipeline project (Project). Our data files and the PNDI system 
are continuously being updated with species occurrence information. As such, the following updates are recommended 
and will be formally outlined in the next consultation letter. 

Susquehanna River crossing – Previous letters recommended, depending on crossing methodology, a survey and 
possible relocation due to RARE freshwater mussel species in the vicinity of the project. This recommendation will be 
omitted in future correspondence. 

Timber rattlesnake – Previous letters recommended habitat assessments along various sections of the Project. The 
PAFBC recommends additional sections be surveyed for habitat assessment, following previously outlined guidelines. 
These sections include: 

Mile Post 13.5 to 16.3 
Mile Post 32.4 to 32.8 
Mile Post 37.4 to 40.1 

Please let me know if you need additional information or have any questions. 

Regards, 

Gregory Lech | Fisheries Biologist 
PA Fish & Boat Commission | Division of Environmental Services 
5566 Main Road | Sweet Valley, PA 18656 
Phone: 570.477.3985 | Fax: 570.477.2621 
www.fishandboat.com<http://www.fishandboat.com/> 
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Poppel, Deborah

From: Poppel, Deborah

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 11:41 AM

To: 'Lech, Gregory'

Cc: West, Jonathan; Binckley, Sarah

Subject: PennEast Reroutes- Official Notice

Attachments: PennEast Deviation MP 22.4 to 23.2_072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 48.9 to 53.5_

072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 61.7 to 62.7_072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 

70.1 to 70.6_072315.pdf; PennEast Reroute MP 6.5 to 11.8_072315.pdf; PennEast 

Proposed Route (July 15, 2015).kmz; PennEast_ProjectShapefiles_July2015

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued coordination on the 

proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of 

New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services 

(UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). 

FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. 

PennEast filed Draft Resource Reports with FERC in April 2015. Since the Preliminary Draft Resource Report filing in April 

2015, PennEast has continued to evaluate potential alternatives to the proposed pipeline alignment based on comments 

received during the formal Scoping process, ongoing dialogue with federal, state, regional and local agencies, land 

owners, and the findings from field surveys and engineering analyses.  In the April filing we provided an overview of the 

ongoing assessments for  3 major alternatives and over 70 minor route variations.  

In the past 3 months the overall alignment has been adjusted within the 400 foot survey corridor to avoid and/or 

minimize impacts to wetlands and waterbodies, cultural resources, agricultural lands and other sensitive habitats.  In 

Pennsylvania, 2 reroutes and more than 40 minor route variations have been evaluated. The 2 reroutes evaluate 

alternative ways of crossing the Appalachian Trail and nearby PA State Game Lands, and avoid active quarrying 

operations. These alternatives and reroutes have gone through the same detailed assessment as those assessed in the 

April filing.  Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are attached to aide in your review 

and analysis of the Project. (To open the shapefiles, please add a “.zip” extension to the file and then extract the files.) 

Significant reroutes include: 

• In Plains Township and Laflin Borough in Luzerne County, approximately 3.6 miles of the alignment has been

rerouted one mile to the east to avoid active quarrying operations (new mileposts 8.4 to 12.3).

• In Towamensing Township and Lower Towamensing Township  in Carbon County, approximately 2 miles of the

alignment has been rerouted approximately 2 miles to the west. This reroute addresses  a request for a new

Interconnect  as well as concerns related to the Appalachian Trail and PA State Game Lands (new mileposts 48.9 to 53.6)

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important Project.  Please contact me if you 

have any questions. 

PA agencies- We have also attached PNDIs of the primary deviations and reroutes for your information purposes, 

although we understand these are not to be used for permitting as this is a large project. 

Sincerely, 

Deborah Poppel, CWB 
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From: Lech, Gregory <glech@pa.gov>
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2015 3:50 PM
To: Poppel, Deborah
Subject: RE: followup PennEast question

Deborah, 

There is not a take permit similar to what the USFWS implements that I am aware of. If an active den is proposed to be 
impacted, we will ask for a re‐route and request a 300‐ft buffer from the project’s Limit‐of‐Disturbance. Additionally, we 
may request a biologist be on‐site during construction and that construction near an active den take place during the 
active season. 

Let me know if you have any other questions.  

Regards, 

Gregory Lech | Fisheries Biologist 
PA Fish & Boat Commission | Division of Environmental Services  
5566 Main Road | Sweet Valley, PA 18656 
Phone: 570.477.3985 | Fax: 570.477.2621 
www.fishandboat.com  

From: Poppel, Deborah [mailto:deborah.poppel@aecom.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2015 3:09 PM 
To: Lech, Gregory 
Subject: followup PennEast question 

Greg‐ Thanks for the information in our call.  Just one more question; if we were to assume presence of a timber 
rattlesnake den (e.g. if occupied rattlesnake dens were within the project corridor) and it were to be impacted, what is 
the typical mitigation strategy?  Or is there a take permit similar to what USFWS has?  

Deborah Poppel, CWB 
Senior Ecologist / Project Manager 
Environment - Impact Assessment & Permitting Dept. 
Design & Consulting Services, Philadelphia Metro Region 
D 1-610-832-3597 C 1-215-833-0566 
Deborah.poppel@aecom.com 

AECOM 
625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428       
T 1-610-832-3500 F 1-610-832-3501  
www.aecom.com     
Twitter I Facebook I LinkedIn I Google+ 

AECOM and URS have joined together as one company. 



  Division of Environmental Services
Natural Gas Section
450 Robinson Lane

Bellefonte, PA 16823

August 12, 2015
IN REPLY REFER TO
SIR# 44756

AECOM
Bernie Holcomb
625 W. Ridge Pike
Suite E-100
Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428

RE: Species Impact Review (SIR) – Rare, Candidate, Threatened and Endangered Species
PNDI Search No. 
PennEast Pipeline Project
LUZERNE County: - BUCKS County:  - CARBON County:  - NORTHAMPTON County: 

Dear Bernie Holcomb:

This responds to your updated inquiry about a Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) 
Internet Database search “potential conflict” or a threatened and endangered species impact review.

On July 24, 2015, an updated route was submitted for the PennEast Pipeline project (Project). 
Previous correspondence from this office, SIR#43063, revealed species of special concern exist within the 
Project area. The updated route has been reviewed under a new SIR #, please reference SIR#44756 in 
future correspondence related to the Project.

Based on the latest review and previous correspondence, the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission (PFBC) is concerned the project will have an impact on the following species of special 
concern:

Timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus, PA candidate)

Given the proximity of the Project to known critical timber rattlesnake habitat, we recommend 
that a timber rattlesnake habitat assessment be conducted in the project area by a qualified timber 
rattlesnake surveyor. Previous correspondence outlined areas by listing Mile Post (see previous Tables 1-
3). Due to the July 24, 2015 reroute, these areas have been modified. Please use Table 4 to identify areas 
in which a habitat assessment is requested. 
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Table 4. Timber Rattlesnake habitat assessment areas.1,2,3

Area
Mile Post

Northern Edge
Mile Post

Southern Edge Comments
1-3 Previously Removed Outside Project corridor
4 - Removed Outside Project corridor
5 12.9 13.1 Mile Posts updated
6 22.4 23.0 Mile Posts updated
7 23.7 24.1 Mile Posts updated
8 29.3 29.5 Mile Posts updated
9 30.1 30.7 Mile Posts updated
10 Previously Removed Outside Project corridor
11 - Removed Outside Project corridor
12 11.1 11.6 New area
13 14.1 16.9  New area4

14 32.9 33.3  New area4

15 37.9 40.6  New area4

16 51.1 51.6 New area
1Updated for 10/24/2014 Route.
2Updated for 3/31/2015 Route.
3Updated for 7/24/2015 Route.
4Previously listed in email to D. Poppel on 7/16/2015; Mile Posts reflect new alignment.

Northern Cricket Frog (Acris crepitans, Endangered)

Previous correspondence dated, September 8, 2014, requested a habitat assessment of the project 
buffer area located in Hickory Run State Park. With the July 24, 2015 reroute, the correct Mile Posts for 
this survey area are between Mile Post 28.6 to 30.1.  

Freshwater Mussels

Previous letters recommended the North Branch Susquehanna River be crossed via Horizontal 
Directional Drill (HDD) as a result of freshwater mussel species in the vicinity. Additionally, should the 
crossing method be open-cut, a freshwater mussel survey and potential relocation should be conducted. 
Due to the PNDI continually being updated with species information, these additional measures will not 
be recommended if open-cut is the proposed method. However, the PFBC still supports HDD as a method 
to minimize impacts to aquatic resources and avoid recreational conflicts.
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Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus, Endangered)
Shortnose Sturgeon (Acipenser brevirostrum, Endangered)
Eastern Redbelly Turtle (Pseudemys rubriventris, Threatened)
Dwarf Wedgemussel (Alasmidonta heterodon, PA Endangered, Federal Endangered)

Previous letters listed rare or protected freshwater mussel, turtle, and fish species are known in 
the vicinity of the Delaware River crossing. Therefore we recommended using HDD rather than open-
cutting. Through conversations with the applicant, HDD is proposed for the Delaware River crossing. 
Therefore previous recommendations should be implemented. 

Bog Turtle (Glyptemys muhlenbergii, PA Endangered, Federal Threatened)

The Project occurs within counties known to contain bog turtles. As previously outlined, please 
continue to coordinate with the USFWS. 

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data and our files and is valid 
for two (2) years from the date of this letter. An absence of recorded species information does not 
necessarily imply species absence. Our data files and the PNDI system are continuously being updated 
with species occurrence information. Should project plans change or additional information on listed or 
proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered, and consultation shall be re-
initiated.

If you have any questions regarding this review, please contact Greg Lech at 570-477-3985 
and refer to the SIR # 44756.  Thank you for your cooperation and attention to this important matter of 
species conservation and habitat protection.

Sincerely,

Heather A. Smiles, Chief
Natural Gas Section

HAS/GPL/dn

cc: D. Poppel, AECOM



  Division of Environmental Services
Natural Gas Section
450 Robinson Lane

Bellefonte, PA 16823

August 20, 2015
IN REPLY REFER TO
SIR# 44756

AECOM
Bernie Holcomb
625 W. Ridge Pike
Suite E-100
Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428

RE: Species Impact Review (SIR) – Rare, Candidate, Threatened and Endangered Species
PNDI Search No. 
PennEast Pipeline Project
LUZERNE County: - BUCKS County:  - CARBON County:  - NORTHAMPTON County: 

Dear Bernie Holcomb:

This responds to your updated inquiry about a Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) 
Internet Database search “potential conflict” or a threatened and endangered species impact review.

On July 24, 2015, an updated route was submitted for the PennEast Pipeline project (Project). 
Previous correspondence from this office, SIR#43063, revealed species of special concern exist within the 
Project area. The updated route has been reviewed under a new SIR #, please reference SIR#44756 in 
future correspondence related to the Project.

Based on the latest review and previous correspondence, the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat 
Commission (PFBC) is concerned the project will have an impact on the following species of special 
concern:

Timber rattlesnake (Crotalus horridus, PA candidate)

Given the proximity of the Project to known critical timber rattlesnake habitat, we recommend 
that a timber rattlesnake habitat assessment be conducted in the project area by a qualified timber 
rattlesnake surveyor. Previous correspondence outlined areas by listing Mile Post (see previous Tables 1-
3). Due to the July 24, 2015 reroute, these areas have been modified. Please use Table 4 to identify areas 
in which a habitat assessment is requested. 
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Table 4. Timber Rattlesnake habitat assessment areas.1,2,3

Area
Mile Post

Northern Edge
Mile Post

Southern Edge Comments
1-3 Previously Removed Outside Project corridor
4 - Removed Outside Project corridor
5 12.9 13.1 Mile Posts updated
6 22.4 23.0 Mile Posts updated
7 23.7 24.1 Mile Posts updated
8 29.3 29.5 Mile Posts updated
9 30.1 30.7 Mile Posts updated
10 Previously Removed Outside Project corridor
11 - Removed Outside Project corridor
12 11.1 11.6 New area
13 14.1 16.9  New area4

14 32.9 33.3  New area4

15 37.9 40.6  New area4

16 51.1 51.6 New area
1Updated for 10/24/2014 Route.
2Updated for 3/31/2015 Route.
3Updated for 7/24/2015 Route.
4Previously listed in email to D. Poppel on 7/16/2015; Mile Posts reflect new alignment.

Northern Cricket Frog (Acris crepitans, Endangered)

Previous correspondence dated, September 8, 2014, requested a habitat assessment of the project 
buffer area located in Hickory Run State Park. With the July 24, 2015 reroute, the correct Mile Posts for 
this survey area are between Mile Post 28.6 to 30.1.  

Freshwater Mussels

Previous letters recommended the North Branch Susquehanna River be crossed via Horizontal 
Directional Drill (HDD) as a result of freshwater mussel species, in particular the yellow lampmussel, in 
the vicinity. Due to the PNDI continually being updated with species information, this recommendation is 
no longer recommended. Currently, there are no known occurrences of special concern species in the 
vicinity of the currently proposed North Branch Susquehanna River crossing.
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Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus, Endangered)
Shortnose Sturgeon (Acipenser brevirostrum, Endangered)
Eastern Redbelly Turtle (Pseudemys rubriventris, Threatened)
Dwarf Wedgemussel (Alasmidonta heterodon, PA Endangered, Federal Endangered)

Previous letters listed rare or protected freshwater mussel, turtle, and fish species are known in 
the vicinity of the Delaware River crossing. Therefore we recommended using HDD rather than open-
cutting. Through conversations with the applicant, HDD is proposed for the Delaware River crossing. 
Therefore previous recommendations should be implemented. 

Bog Turtle (Glyptemys muhlenbergii, PA Endangered, Federal Threatened)

The Project occurs within counties known to contain bog turtles. As previously outlined, please 
continue to coordinate with the USFWS. 

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data and our files and is valid 
for two (2) years from the date of this letter. An absence of recorded species information does not 
necessarily imply species absence. Our data files and the PNDI system are continuously being updated 
with species occurrence information. Should project plans change or additional information on listed or 
proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered, and consultation shall be re-
initiated.

If you have any questions regarding this review, please contact Greg Lech at 570-477-3985 
and refer to the SIR # 44756.  Thank you for your cooperation and attention to this important matter of 
species conservation and habitat protection.

Sincerely,

Heather A. Smiles, Chief
Natural Gas Section

HAS/GPL/dn

cc: D. Poppel, AECOM



FINAL FERC Section 7(c) Application 
SEPTEMBER 2015 

 Pennsylvania Game Commission* 

*Notifications included identical mapping attachments as shown in U.S. Army Corps

of Engineers, above. Subsequent mapping sent for Project route updates were
provided digitally, with hardcopies sent upon request.
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

August 12, 2014  

Mr. Daniel Brauning 
Chief, Wildlife Diversity Section 
PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION 
Division of Environmental Planning and Habitat Protection 
2001 Elmerton Avenue 
Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 

Re:   Large Project PNDI Review 
PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC - PennEast Pipeline Project 
Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, Pennsylvania 

Dear Mr. Brauning: 

The PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC (PennEast), is a partnership with UGI Energy Services 
(UGIES), AGL Resources, NJR Pipeline Company, and South Jersey Industries. The PennEast 
Pipeline Project (Project) proposes to construct a new 100-mile, 30-inch pipeline to deliver 
natural gas from northeast Pennsylvania to other markets in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This 
new supply of natural gas will bring lower cost supplies to residents and businesses in 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey, while enhancing pipeline system flexibility and reliability for 
the local gas utilities.  

PennEast intends to file its certificate application for the PennEast Pipeline Project with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) in mid-2015, and anticipates receiving 
authorization and starting construction in 2017. Permit applications with other federal, state, 
and local agencies will be submitted within similar timeframes as t he certificate application. 
The permit proceedings conducted by these agencies will provide additional opportunities for 
public input and involvement. FERC’s determination of public convenience and necessity 
includes a thorough, comprehensive environmental review of proposed projects, working 
closely with federal, state, and local agencies and in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  

On behalf of PennEast, URS Corporation (URS) is requesting a Large Project Pennsylvania 
Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) review update for rare, candidate, threatened, and 
endangered species under the jurisdiction of the Pennsylvania Game Commission for the 
PennEast Pipeline Project. A critical issues analysis was conducted for multiple routes using 
readily available secondary source data to select the Least Environmentally Damaging 
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) route. Mapping depicting the environmental features 
evaluated for the preferred alternative is enclosed. We are asking for your review prior to the 
initiation of wetland and watercourse field surveys to be conducted this fall. We hope to 
concurrently identify any habitat for species under your agencies’ jurisdiction at this time. The 
environmental study area will be a 400-foot corridor centered on the approximately 100-mile 
alignment. The anticipated permanent right-of-way (ROW) and temporary construction work 
area will be approximately 100-feet. The study area is wider than the disturbance area to allow 
for minor alignment shifts to avoid any sensitive resources that may be identified during the 
environmental field investigations.   

The following are enclosed to facilitate your review: 

• Large Project PNDI Form;
• PennEast Project Fact Sheet; and
• CD containing:

o shapefiles of the alignment;
o USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps with project alignment; and
o detailed maps depicting the project areas and known secondary source

resources

If you have any questions or require additional information regarding this request, please 
contact me at 610.832.1810 or bernard.holcomb@urs.com. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
Enclosures (3) 

cc:  Mr. Anthony Cox (UGI) 
      Mr. Dante D'Alessandro (UGI) 
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P e n n s y l v a n i a  N a t u r a l  D i v e r s i t y  I n v e n t o r y
L A R G E  P R O J E C T  F O R M  

H o w  t o  U s e  t h e  P N D I  L a r g e  P r o j e c t  F o r m

If your Project is a “Large Project”— too large/long to search on the online system 
Projects are considered “Large Projects” when the ENTIRE project is: 

 Linear/Large Projects that exceed the PNDI online project size limits of 10 miles in length or 5165 acres

 Township-wide, Countywide or Statewide Projects. Examples:  Act 537 Sewage Plans, Wind Farms,

Roadway Improvements exceeding map limits above.

Due to system limitations and agency requirements, projects should not be submitted piecemeal. The entire 

project area including roads and infrastructure should be submitted as a single unit. 

W h a t  t o  S e n d  t o  J u r i s d i c t i o n a l  A g e n c i e s
Send the following information to all of the agencies listed on the Large Project Form. 

Check-list of Minimum Materials to be submitted: 

____Completed Large Project Form 

____Supplemental project narrative with a description of the overall project, the work to be performed, current 

physical characteristics of the site and acreage to be impacted. 

____USGS 7.5-minute Quadrangle with project boundary clearly indicated, and quad name on the map 

The inclusion of the following information may expedite the review process. 

____GIS shapefiles depicting the project extent 

____A basic site plan (particularly showing the relationship of the project to the physical features such as 

wetlands, streams, ponds, rock outcrops, etc.) 

____Color photos keyed to the basic site plan (i.e. showing on the site plan where and in what direction each 

photo was taken and the date of the photos) 

____Information about the presence and location of wetlands in the project area, and how this was determined 

(e.g., by a qualified wetlands biologist), if wetlands are present in the project area, provide project plans showing 

the location of all project features, as well as wetlands and streams 

P N D I  L a r g e  P r o j e c t  F o r m  D e f i n i t i o n s

Applicant: Person that owns the property or is proposing the project or activity 

Contact Person: Person to receive response if different than applicant (e.g. Consultant) 

Project Name: Descriptive title of project (e.g. Twin Pines Subdivision, Miller Bridge Replacement) 

Proposed Activity: Include ALL earth disturbance activities for project (e.g. for a timber sale—include stream 

crossings, cutting areas and new roadway accesses).  Also include Current Conditions (e.g. housing, 

farmland, current land cover), and how Construction/Maintenance Activity is to be accomplished 

Total Acres of Property:  Entire site acreage (e.g. timber sale property—including road access (200 acres) 

Acreage to be Impacted: Disturbance acreage (e.g. timber sale—if the property is 200 acres, but only 100 acres 

will be disturbed, for example: cutting on 90 acres, a road impacting 10 acres); include 

all temporary and permanent activities  
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P e n n s y l v a n i a  N a t u r a l  D i v e r s i t y  I n v e n t o r y
L A R G E  P R O J E C T  F O R M  

This form provides site information necessary to perform an Environmental Review for special concern species and resources listed under the Endangered 

Species Act of 1973, the Wild Resource Conservation Act, the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Code or the Pennsylvania Game and Wildlife Code.  

A p p l i c a n t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
Name: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC 

Address: One Meridian Blvd., Suite 2c01 Wyomissing, PA 19610 

Phone Number: 844-347-7119 Fax Number: 

C o n t a c t  P e r s o n  I n f o r m a t i o n - if different from applicant 

Name: Bernie Holcomb 

Address: 625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 Conshohocken, Pa 19428 

Phone Number: 610-832-1810 Fax Number: 610-832-3501 

Email: bernard.holcom 

P r o j e c t  I n f o r m a t i o n  
Project Name: Penneast Pipeline Project 

Project Reference Point (center point of project): Latitude:         Longitude:       Datum: 

Municipality: Multiple  County: Luzerne -- Bucks  

 Attach a copy of a U.S.G.S. 7 ½ Minute Quadrangle Map with Project Boundaries clearly marked. 

U.S.G.S. Quad Name: Multiple 

Provide GIS shapefiles showing the project boundary (strongly recommended) 

P r o j e c t  D e s c r i p t i o n

Proposed Project Activity  (including ALL earth disturbance areas and current conditions)

The PennEast Pipeline Project (Project) proposes to construct a new 100-mile, 30-inch pipeline to deliver 

natural gas from northeast Pennsylvania to other markets in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This new supply 

of natural gas will bring lower cost supplies to residents and businesses in Pennsylvania and New Jersey, 

while enhancing pipeline system flexibility and reliability for the local gas utilities.  

Total Acres of Property: 5118 Acreage to be Impacted: 1283 

1. Will the entire project occur in or on an existing building, parking lot, driveway, road, maintained road shoulder,

street, runway, paved area, railroad bed, or maintained lawn?  Yes  No

2. Are there any waterways or waterbodies (intermittent or perennial rivers, streams, creeks, tributaries, lakes or

ponds) in or near the project area, or on the land parcel?  If so, how many feet away is the project?

Yes  Within Feet  No

3. Are wetlands located in or within 300 feet of the project area? Yes No If No, is this the result of a 

wetland delineation?  Tbd

4. How many acres of tree removal, tree cutting or forest clearing will be necessary to implement all aspects of this

project? Tbd

Dept. of Conservation and Natural Resources  

Bureau of Forestry, Ecological Services Section 

400 Market St., PO Box 8552 

Harrisburg, PA 17105 

fax: 717-772-0271 

PA Fish and Boat Commission 

Natural Diversity Section 

450 Robinson Lane 

Bellefonte, PA 16823 

PA Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797 

US Fish and Wildlife Service 

Endangered Species Biologist 

315 South Allen St., Suite 322 

 State College, PA  16801 

no faxes please 
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Bernie Holcomb 

URS Corporation 

625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 

Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Bernard.Holcom@urs.com 

Re: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC – Penneast Pipeline Project 

State Game Lands Nos. 91, 119, 43, 141, and 168 
Large Project PNDI Review 

Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, PA 

Dear Mr. Holcomb, 

Thank you for submitting your Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Large Project 

Environmental Review request.  The Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) screened this 

project, including the requested 400-foot buffer (200 feet on each side of proposed centerline), 

for potential impacts to species and resources of concern under PGC responsibility, which 

includes birds and mammals only. 

Potential Impact Anticipated 

PNDI records indicate species or resources of concern are located in the vicinity of the project.  

The PGC has received and thoroughly reviewed the information that you provided to this office 

as well as PNDI data, and has determined that potential impacts to threatened, endangered, and 

species of special concern may be associated with your project.  Therefore, additional measures 

are necessary to avoid potential impacts to the species listed below: 

Scientific Name Common Name PA Status 

Glaucomys sabrinus macrotis Northern Flying Squirrel ENDANGERED 

Neotoma magister Allegheny Woodrat THREATENED 

Myotis leibii Eastern Small-footed Bat THREATENED 

Pandion haliaetus Osprey THREATENED 

Myotis septentrionalis Northern Long-eared Bat SPECIAL CONCERN 

ADMINISTRATIVE BUREAUS: 

ADMINISTRATION.…………………717-787-5670 
     HUMAN RESOURCES………....717-787-7836 
     FISCAL MANAGEMENT.……....717-787-7314 
     CONTRACTS AND 
     PROCUREMENT.……………….717-787-6594 
     LICENSING.……………………...717-787-2084 
     OFFICE SERVICES.…………….717-787-2116 
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT.………..717-787-5529 
INFORMATION & EDUCATION…...717-787-6286 
WILDLIFE PROTECTION.………....717-783-6526 
WILDLIFE HABITAT 
MANAGEMENT.……………….…….717-787-6818 
     REAL ESTATE DIVISION.………717-787-6568 
AUTOMATED TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES.…………………………...717-787-4076 

www.pgc.state.pa.us 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 ELMERTON AVENUE 

HARRISBURG, PA 17110-9797 

“To manage all wild birds, mammals and their habitats 
for current and future generations.” 

Division of Environmental 
Planning and Habitat 

Protection 
717-783-5957

http://www.pgc.state.pa.us/
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Next Steps 

Northern Flying Squirrel 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where northern 

flying squirrels are known to exist, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is 

requesting the following for this portion of the project: 

 Avoid all clearing activities between April 15th and June 15th to avoid potential

impacts to northern flying squirrel young that are expected to be confined to their

nests during this period.

 Develop and provide detailed plans and GIS shapefiles illustrating permanent and

temporary right of way (ROW) limits for the project.

Please be advised that following our review of the above detailed plans, the PGC will be 

requesting a northern flying squirrel mitigation plan that may incorporate, but is not limited 

to, the following components: 

 Replanting of the temporary ROW with various species of conifer seedlings,

planted no less than 7.5 feet on center, and no more than 10 feet on center.

 Monitoring of the plantings for a minimum of 5 years, at which time 80% survival

must be achieved or additional corrective action and monitoring will be required

until such time as 80% survival is achieved.

 Installation of glide poles (telephone pole) with horizontal launch beams and

shelters on each pole to facilitate northern flying squirrel passage across the cleared

ROW.

Allegheny Woodrat 

The PGC has identified portions of the proposed project where potential Allegheny woodrat 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

Allegheny woodrat surveys be completed in areas specified within the attached PGC Survey 

Maps.  The surveys should be completed by a qualified biologist and follow protocols found in 

the attached PGC Allegheny Woodrat guidance document.  Please be sure that the following 

information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the

locations (i.e. points) of all woodrat activity centers and potential activity centers,

as well as the limits (i.e. polygons) of all woodrat habitat sites (central point

locations with average width and length measurements will not be accepted to

illustrate the habitat sites)

 color photographs, keyed to a location and orientation map, of any woodrat habitat

sites, activity centers, potential activity centers, or woodrat sign that are identified

during the surveys

 completed Woodrat Habitat Site Survey forms for each habitat site identified during

the survey

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31
st
 of the year

the survey is completed. 
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Eastern Small-footed Bat 

The PGC has identified portions of the project where potential eastern small-footed bat day roost 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that all 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat in areas specified within the attached PGC 

Survey Maps be assessed and delineated by a qualified biologist.  Please be sure that the 

following information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the

limits of all potential small-footed bat day roost habitat that is identified

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of tree clearing throughout the

Small-footed Bat Survey Area

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of earthwork, including any

proposed grubbing or erosion and sedimentation pollution controls, throughout the

Small-footed Bat Survey Area

 representative color photographs of all surface rock encountered during the

assessment and delineation regardless of whether the rock is considered to be

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat or not (numerous photos for

each area of surface rock are strongly recommended)

 a narrative or table detailing the following information for each area of surface rock

that is encountered during the assessment and delineation to support or refute the

rock’s potential as eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat:

o the estimated canopy cover over the rock

o anticipated solar exposure of the rock

o amount and size of crevices available for roost sites

o presence of organic material, soil, or water within those crevices

o other details as necessary that cannot be adequately conveyed via the

photos provided

 a narrative detailing the reasons for any surface rock encountered not being

considered potential small-footed bat day roost habitat

 a photo location and orientation map for all photos provided

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31
st
 of the year

the survey is completed. 

Northern Long-eared Bats 

Northern long-eared bats are a species of special concern and therefore, not target species for 

additional surveys.  However, because of their ecological significance, all trees or dead snags 

greater than 5 inches in diameter at breast height that need to be harvested to facilitate the project 

(including any access roads or off-ROW work spaces) should be cut between November 1st and 

March 31st. 
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Potential Bat Hibernacula 

The PA Department of Environmental Protection’s Abandoned Mine Land (AML) Inventory 

Points from www.pasda.psu.edu indicates abandoned mine features may be located within the 

requested review area.  These mine features have the potential to connect to abandoned deep 

mine workings that can serve as hibernacula for a variety of cave bat species.  These AML 

openings and any undocumented openings and caves located along the proposed alignment and 

within the review buffer must be assessed following the attached PGC Protocol for Assessing 

Bat Use of Potential Hibernacula.  Any features having potential as bat hibernacula will need to 

be surveyed to determine the presence or absence of bat species.  A special use permit will need 

to be obtained by the consultant in order to conduct such surveys that involve the handling of 

bats. 

State Game Lands 

Portions of the proposed project are located on State Game Lands Nos. 91, 119, 43, 141, and 

168. Please contact Mr. Peter Sussenbach, Northeast Land Management Supervisor, at 570-

675-1143 to discuss and coordinate the project on SGL’s 91, 119, 43, and 141, and Mr. Bruce

Metz, Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor, at 610-926-3136 to discuss and

coordinate the project on SGL 168.

Conservation Measures 

National Wetland Inventory Mapping (NWI) and/or aerial photos suggest that wetlands are 

located within the requested review throughout the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

the final project avoid, or at least minimize to the greatest practical extent, any adverse impacts 

to these resources and their associated wildlife habitat. 

In addition, portions of the project located in Luzerne and Carbon County are within areas where 

the abundance and species richness of various area-sensitive forest bird species are among the 

highest in the state.  Area-sensitive forest bird species are those species that require a large 

expanse of relatively contiguous (un-fragmented) forest to maintain their populations.  The 

species found in these areas are listed as species of greatest conservation need in Pennsylvania’s 

Wildlife Action Plan (WAP).  The WAP was designed to proactively manage and safeguard the 

state’s declining fish and wildlife resources, and sets a framework to conserve Pennsylvania’s 

diverse wildlife, maintain their role in ecological processes, and protect and enhance species of 

conservation concern (not just imperiled species).  Although these area-sensitive forest bird 

species are not currently listed as threatened or endangered, and do not produce potential 

conflicts for projects reviewed using the on-line PNDI Environmental Review Tool, their 

populations and requisite habitat are either in decline, or are vulnerable to decline in the state. 

As a result, the PGC is recommending the following conservation measures be implemented, to 

the greatest extent practicable, to minimize impacts to these area-sensitive forest bird species and 

minimize additional fragmentation of forested tracts throughout the project area: 

 Co-locate the pipeline and associated facilities with existing roads and other

disturbed areas

 Minimize the width of the temporary construction right-of-way (ROW), and avoid

grubbing where possible to encourage the re-establishment of woody vegetation

http://www.pasda.psu.edu/
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 Minimize the width of the permanent, maintained ROW to only that which is

absolutely necessary to maintain the integrity of the pipeline

 Maximize the rotation of mowing and/or clearing along that maintained ROW to

allow for the establishment of more beneficial wildlife habitat

 Perform initial tree clearing for the project between August 15
th

 and April 15
th

 Use the following seed mixes, or similar herbaceous seed mixes that will minimize

competition with volunteer woody plant species, while offering additional wildlife

habitat and food sources along the reclaimed ROW:

Steep Slopes Other Areas 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye or 

wheat in fall) 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye 

or wheat in fall) 

10 lbs/acre Timothy 5 lbs/acre Timothy 

3 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 5 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 

4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 

3 lbs/acre Alsike Clover 2 lbs/acre Indiangrass 

3 lbs/acre Ladino Clover 1 lb/acre Side-oats Grama 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 1 lb/acre Switchgrass 

¼ lb/acre Black-eyed Susan 

¼ lb/acre Lance-leaved 

Coreopsis 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 

 Perform any future mowing and/or clearing along the maintained ROW between

August 15
th

 and April 15
th

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data files and is valid for two 

(2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence of recorded information does not necessarily

imply actual conditions on site.  Should project plans change or additional information on listed

or proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered.

Should the proposed work continue beyond the period covered by this letter, please resubmit the 

project to the PGC at the following address as an “Update” (including an updated PNDI receipt, 

project narrative and accurate map): 

PA Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 

If the proposed work has not changed and no additional information concerning listed species is 

found, the project will be cleared for PNDI requirements by the PGC for an additional 2 years. 
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This finding applies to impacts to birds and mammals only.  To complete your review of state 

and federally-listed threatened and endangered species and species of special concern, please be 

sure that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the PA Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources, and/or the PA Fish and Boat Commission have been contacted regarding this project 

as directed by the online PNDI ER Tool found at www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us. 

Please be sure to include the above-referenced PGC ID Number on any future correspondence 

with the PGC regarding this project. 

Sincerely, 

John Taucher 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Phone: 717-787-4250, Extension 3632 

Fax: 717-787-6957 

E-Mail: jotaucher@pa.gov

A PNHP Partner 

JWT/jwt 

Enclosures: 

PGC Survey Maps 

PGC Allegheny Woodrat Guidance Document 

PGC Protocol for Assessing Bat Use of Potential Hibernacula 

cc: Figured 

Trewella 

Wenner 

Morgan 

Sussenbach 

Metz 

Dunn 

Brauning 

Turner 

Gross 

Barber 

DiMatteo 

http://www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us/
mailto:jotaucher@pa.gov
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Havens 

Librandi Mumma 

Ms. Stephanie Livelsberger, Pennsylvania Department of Natural Resources 

H:\OIL&GAS_PNDI_Reviews\Statewide & Multi-Region Projects 
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From: Holcomb, Bernard

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 5:29 PM

To: West, Jonathan

Subject: FW: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC - Penneast Pipeline Project

Attachments: 201408190001_PGCResponse_092414.pdf

Bernie Holcomb 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

* Please note new address and direct line information that will be effective June 10, 2014

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

 Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you receive this message 

in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this information and you should destroy the e-mail 

and any attachments or copies.

From: Taucher, John [mailto:jotaucher@pa.gov]  

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2014 1:49 PM 

To: Holcomb, Bernard 
Subject: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC - Penneast Pipeline Project 

Mr. Holcomb, 

Please find an updated PNDI response for the Penneast Pipeline Project.  It was brought to my attention that one of the 

impacted state gamelands was misidentified.  The original letter stated SGL 43 was potential impacted, when it should 

have been SGL 40.  Please replace the former version with this update.  If there are any questions, please let me know. 

Thanks, 

John Taucher 
Pennsylvania Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 

717-787-4250 ext. 3632

Fax 717-787-6957



September 24, 2014   PGC ID Number: 201408190001 

Bernie Holcomb 

URS Corporation 

625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 

Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Bernard.Holcomb@urs.com 

Re: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC – Penneast Pipeline Project 

State Game Lands Nos. 91, 119, 40, 141, and 168 
Large Project PNDI Review 

Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, PA 

Dear Mr. Holcomb, 

Thank you for submitting your Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Large Project 

Environmental Review request.  The Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) screened this 

project, including the requested 400-foot buffer (200 feet on each side of proposed centerline), 

for potential impacts to species and resources of concern under PGC responsibility, which 

includes birds and mammals only. 

Potential Impact Anticipated 

PNDI records indicate species or resources of concern are located in the vicinity of the project.  

The PGC has received and thoroughly reviewed the information that you provided to this office 

as well as PNDI data, and has determined that potential impacts to threatened, endangered, and 

species of special concern may be associated with your project.  Therefore, additional measures 

are necessary to avoid potential impacts to the species listed below: 

Scientific Name Common Name PA Status 

Glaucomys sabrinus macrotis Northern Flying Squirrel ENDANGERED 

Neotoma magister Allegheny Woodrat THREATENED 

Myotis leibii Eastern Small-footed Bat THREATENED 

Pandion haliaetus Osprey THREATENED 

Myotis septentrionalis Northern Long-eared Bat SPECIAL CONCERN 

ADMINISTRATIVE BUREAUS: 

ADMINISTRATION.…………………717-787-5670 
     HUMAN RESOURCES………....717-787-7836 
     FISCAL MANAGEMENT.……....717-787-7314 
     CONTRACTS AND 
     PROCUREMENT.……………….717-787-6594 
     LICENSING.……………………...717-787-2084 
     OFFICE SERVICES.…………….717-787-2116 
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT.………..717-787-5529 
INFORMATION & EDUCATION…...717-787-6286 
WILDLIFE PROTECTION.………....717-783-6526 
WILDLIFE HABITAT 
MANAGEMENT.……………….…….717-787-6818 
     REAL ESTATE DIVISION.………717-787-6568 
AUTOMATED TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES.…………………………...717-787-4076 

www.pgc.state.pa.us 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 ELMERTON AVENUE 

HARRISBURG, PA 17110-9797 

“To manage all wild birds, mammals and their habitats 
for current and future generations.” 

Division of Environmental 
Planning and Habitat 

Protection 
717-783-5957

http://www.pgc.state.pa.us/
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Next Steps 

Northern Flying Squirrel 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where northern 

flying squirrels are known to exist, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is 

requesting the following for this portion of the project: 

 Avoid all clearing activities between April 15th and June 15th to avoid potential

impacts to northern flying squirrel young that are expected to be confined to their

nests during this period.

 Develop and provide detailed plans and GIS shapefiles illustrating permanent and

temporary right of way (ROW) limits for the project.

Please be advised that following our review of the above detailed plans, the PGC will be 

requesting a northern flying squirrel mitigation plan that may incorporate, but is not limited 

to, the following components: 

 Replanting of the temporary ROW with various species of conifer seedlings,

planted no less than 7.5 feet on center, and no more than 10 feet on center.

 Monitoring of the plantings for a minimum of 5 years, at which time 80% survival

must be achieved or additional corrective action and monitoring will be required

until such time as 80% survival is achieved.

 Installation of glide poles (telephone pole) with horizontal launch beams and

shelters on each pole to facilitate northern flying squirrel passage across the cleared

ROW.

Allegheny Woodrat 

The PGC has identified portions of the proposed project where potential Allegheny woodrat 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

Allegheny woodrat surveys be completed in areas specified within the attached PGC Survey 

Maps.  The surveys should be completed by a qualified biologist and follow protocols found in 

the attached PGC Allegheny Woodrat guidance document.  Please be sure that the following 

information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the

locations (i.e. points) of all woodrat activity centers and potential activity centers,

as well as the limits (i.e. polygons) of all woodrat habitat sites (central point

locations with average width and length measurements will not be accepted to

illustrate the habitat sites)

 color photographs, keyed to a location and orientation map, of any woodrat habitat

sites, activity centers, potential activity centers, or woodrat sign that are identified

during the surveys

 completed Woodrat Habitat Site Survey forms for each habitat site identified during

the survey

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31
st
 of the year

the survey is completed. 
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Eastern Small-footed Bat 

The PGC has identified portions of the project where potential eastern small-footed bat day roost 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that all 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat in areas specified within the attached PGC 

Survey Maps be assessed and delineated by a qualified biologist.  Please be sure that the 

following information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the

limits of all potential small-footed bat day roost habitat that is identified

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of tree clearing throughout the

Small-footed Bat Survey Area

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of earthwork, including any

proposed grubbing or erosion and sedimentation pollution controls, throughout the

Small-footed Bat Survey Area

 representative color photographs of all surface rock encountered during the

assessment and delineation regardless of whether the rock is considered to be

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat or not (numerous photos for

each area of surface rock are strongly recommended)

 a narrative or table detailing the following information for each area of surface rock

that is encountered during the assessment and delineation to support or refute the

rock’s potential as eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat:

o the estimated canopy cover over the rock

o anticipated solar exposure of the rock

o amount and size of crevices available for roost sites

o presence of organic material, soil, or water within those crevices

o other details as necessary that cannot be adequately conveyed via the

photos provided

 a narrative detailing the reasons for any surface rock encountered not being

considered potential small-footed bat day roost habitat

 a photo location and orientation map for all photos provided

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31
st
 of the year

the survey is completed. 

Northern Long-eared Bats 

Northern long-eared bats are a species of special concern and therefore, not target species for 

additional surveys.  However, because of their ecological significance, all trees or dead snags 

greater than 5 inches in diameter at breast height that need to be harvested to facilitate the project 

(including any access roads or off-ROW work spaces) should be cut between November 1st and 

March 31st. 
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Potential Bat Hibernacula 

The PA Department of Environmental Protection’s Abandoned Mine Land (AML) Inventory 

Points from www.pasda.psu.edu indicates abandoned mine features may be located within the 

requested review area.  These mine features have the potential to connect to abandoned deep 

mine workings that can serve as hibernacula for a variety of cave bat species.  These AML 

openings and any undocumented openings and caves located along the proposed alignment and 

within the review buffer must be assessed following the attached PGC Protocol for Assessing 

Bat Use of Potential Hibernacula.  Any features having potential as bat hibernacula will need to 

be surveyed to determine the presence or absence of bat species.  A special use permit will need 

to be obtained by the consultant in order to conduct such surveys that involve the handling of 

bats. 

State Game Lands 

Portions of the proposed project are located on State Game Lands Nos. 91, 119, 40, 141, and 

168. Please contact Mr. Peter Sussenbach, Northeast Land Management Supervisor, at 570-

675-1143 to discuss and coordinate the project on SGL’s 91, 119, 40, and 141, and Mr. Bruce

Metz, Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor, at 610-926-3136 to discuss and

coordinate the project on SGL 168.

Conservation Measures 

National Wetland Inventory Mapping (NWI) and/or aerial photos suggest that wetlands are 

located within the requested review throughout the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

the final project avoid, or at least minimize to the greatest practical extent, any adverse impacts 

to these resources and their associated wildlife habitat. 

In addition, portions of the project located in Luzerne and Carbon County are within areas where 

the abundance and species richness of various area-sensitive forest bird species are among the 

highest in the state.  Area-sensitive forest bird species are those species that require a large 

expanse of relatively contiguous (un-fragmented) forest to maintain their populations.  The 

species found in these areas are listed as species of greatest conservation need in Pennsylvania’s 

Wildlife Action Plan (WAP).  The WAP was designed to proactively manage and safeguard the 

state’s declining fish and wildlife resources, and sets a framework to conserve Pennsylvania’s 

diverse wildlife, maintain their role in ecological processes, and protect and enhance species of 

conservation concern (not just imperiled species).  Although these area-sensitive forest bird 

species are not currently listed as threatened or endangered, and do not produce potential 

conflicts for projects reviewed using the on-line PNDI Environmental Review Tool, their 

populations and requisite habitat are either in decline, or are vulnerable to decline in the state. 

As a result, the PGC is recommending the following conservation measures be implemented, to 

the greatest extent practicable, to minimize impacts to these area-sensitive forest bird species and 

minimize additional fragmentation of forested tracts throughout the project area: 

 Co-locate the pipeline and associated facilities with existing roads and other

disturbed areas

 Minimize the width of the temporary construction right-of-way (ROW), and avoid

grubbing where possible to encourage the re-establishment of woody vegetation

http://www.pasda.psu.edu/
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 Minimize the width of the permanent, maintained ROW to only that which is

absolutely necessary to maintain the integrity of the pipeline

 Maximize the rotation of mowing and/or clearing along that maintained ROW to

allow for the establishment of more beneficial wildlife habitat

 Perform initial tree clearing for the project between August 15
th

 and April 15
th

 Use the following seed mixes, or similar herbaceous seed mixes that will minimize

competition with volunteer woody plant species, while offering additional wildlife

habitat and food sources along the reclaimed ROW:

Steep Slopes Other Areas 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye or 

wheat in fall) 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye 

or wheat in fall) 

10 lbs/acre Timothy 5 lbs/acre Timothy 

3 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 5 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 

4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 

3 lbs/acre Alsike Clover 2 lbs/acre Indiangrass 

3 lbs/acre Ladino Clover 1 lb/acre Side-oats Grama 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 1 lb/acre Switchgrass 

¼ lb/acre Black-eyed Susan 

¼ lb/acre Lance-leaved 

Coreopsis 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 

 Perform any future mowing and/or clearing along the maintained ROW between

August 15
th

 and April 15
th

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data files and is valid for two 

(2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence of recorded information does not necessarily

imply actual conditions on site.  Should project plans change or additional information on listed

or proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered.

Should the proposed work continue beyond the period covered by this letter, please resubmit the 

project to the PGC at the following address as an “Update” (including an updated PNDI receipt, 

project narrative and accurate map): 

PA Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 

If the proposed work has not changed and no additional information concerning listed species is 

found, the project will be cleared for PNDI requirements by the PGC for an additional 2 years. 
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This finding applies to impacts to birds and mammals only.  To complete your review of state 

and federally-listed threatened and endangered species and species of special concern, please be 

sure that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the PA Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources, and/or the PA Fish and Boat Commission have been contacted regarding this project 

as directed by the online PNDI ER Tool found at www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us. 

Please be sure to include the above-referenced PGC ID Number on any future correspondence 

with the PGC regarding this project. 

Sincerely, 

John Taucher 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Phone: 717-787-4250, Extension 3632 

Fax: 717-787-6957 

E-Mail: jotaucher@pa.gov

A PNHP Partner 

JWT/jwt 

Enclosures: 

PGC Survey Maps 

PGC Allegheny Woodrat Guidance Document 

PGC Protocol for Assessing Bat Use of Potential Hibernacula 

cc: Figured 

Trewella 

Wenner 

Morgan 

Sussenbach 

Metz 

Dunn 

Brauning 

Turner 

Gross 

Barber 

DiMatteo 

http://www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us/
mailto:jotaucher@pa.gov
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Havens 

Librandi Mumma 

Ms. Stephanie Livelsberger, Pennsylvania Department of Natural Resources 
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Allegheny Woodrat 

Allegheny woodrats inhabit steep rocky/talus slopes, boulder fields, or caves in a forest 

interior matrix in the Appalachian mountain areas of Pennsylvania.  The woodrat is less a 

"rat" then a large, native mouse living in areas sparsely populated by humans. The 

following guidelines have been developed to: ensure the protection of active woodrat 

colonies across the state of Pennsylvania, provide consistency during the impact 

assessment process, establish best management practices, and enhance & create habitat 

for the species.     

STATUS    

The woodrat has been declining over much of its historic range.  The decline is thought to 

be a result of a combination of habitat variables including:  reduced acorn crops in areas 

severely impacted by gypsy moth, fragmentation of forest habitat, and an increase in 

raccoon populations that act a vectors of an internal parasite fatal to woodrats. The 

woodrat is officially listed as a Pennsylvania threatened species.  The Pennsylvania Game 

Commission (PGC) has jurisdiction over state listed birds and mammals and is mandated 

by Title 34 (Game and Wildlife Code) to protect the species.  

IDENTIFYING CHARACTERISTICS 

Woodrats are a buffy gray above, with white underparts and paws and long whiskers.  

The adult averages just over a pound, and 17 inches in length, including an 8 inch tail.  Its 

ears are large and may appear naked.  The eastern woodrat is distinguished from the 

Norway rat by its hairy, bicolored tail:  the Norway rat has a hairless tail (Wild Resources 

Conservation Fund, 1995).  

LIFE HISTORY 

The nest of the woodrat is usually found near an entrance on a dry cave floor, on narrow 

ledges along cave passages, or in inaccessible crevices of large rocks.  The nest consist of 

shredded bark in a round/oval shape that is roughly 18 inches wide (Genoways and 

Benner, 1995).   The breeding season runs from February until September, during which 

time up to three litters containing two or three young each may be produced (Wild 

Resources Conservation Fund).   

The diet consists of a wide diversity of plant parts including ferns, fungi, fruits, and soft 

and hard mast (acorns).  They also store food in midden-caches that are located in dry 

ledges or crevices.  A telltale sign that woodrats are storing food is the accordian folded 

herbaceous plants that are within the food cache.  The caches can also contain all sorts of 

items including bottle caps, plastic, and numerous shiny items. 
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Food Cache      Folded Vegetation 

Woodrats use "toilet areas" where large quantities of droppings collect.  The toilet areas 

are typically located below an overhanging rock in close proximity to their denning area.  

The toilet areas can contain dozens to thousands of droppings.  

 IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

Toilet Area 

The first phase of impact assessment involves an initial office review or Environmental 

Review (www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us) to determine if any potential exists for woodrat 

habitat.  The office review involves a review of the type of project, existing woodrat data 

and modeling for potential habitat.  If potential habitat exists the PGC may request 

photographs, a habitat assessment (Appendix A), or a field view to determine the 

presence of habitat. 
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The second phase involves surveying potential habitat for woodrat sign (toilet areas, food 

caches, and nests). The survey needs to be conducted by a qualified biologist with 

experience surveying and locating woodrat sign.  The survey involves a detailed search 

by the lead biologist and several assistants for all potential habitat in the project area and 

within 200 meters of the project area. The project area includes all facilities, roads, utility 

lines, etc.  For linear or point projects the distance from the project site to survey will be 

determined by the PGC based on site specific conditions. The survey data must be 

recorded on the PGC standardized survey form (Appendix B). 

The third phase takes place if woodrat sign is found during phase II or if the habitat is 

present and could be re-colonized by known woodrat populations in the surrounding area.  

Phase III follows the pattern of avoiding, minimizing, and as a last resort (if possible) 

mitigating for impacts to woodrat habitat or their travel corridors. Avoidance and 

minimizing impacts can involve shifting the project to another location, modification of 

the project design, or maintaining/enhancing travel corridors.  

     MONITORING 

On some projects the PGC will request monitoring of the woodrat population to 

determine if the avoidance, minimization, or mitigation efforts are successful at 

maintaining the post-construction woodrat population.  The monitoring information will 

assist the PGC to further refine and assess the viability of the avoidance, minimization, 

and mitigation efforts.  Monitoring may include a determination of presence of the 

species or may involve population estimates pre and post-construction. 
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BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES 

for 

OCCUPIED WOODRAT HABITAT 

Primary Allegheny woodrat habitat consists of activity centers, supporting landscape, and 

dispersal corridors. Following are three management zones based on the woodrats  

primary habitat components and the Best Management Practices (BMP) for each zone 

(modified from the PGC Woodrat Management Plan): 

ZONE 1 

CORE HABITAT consists of the overtop or near subsurface core habitat that supports the 

species nesting and denning sites. Activity centers are characterized by observable 

woodrat sign in the form of toilet area (s) and midden-cache(s) (food cache) linked in 

most cases to a complex of surface rocks and fissures or to a cave/mine entrance zone.     

Best Management Practices 

No disturbance to the Core Habitat including but not limited to: 

1) No hard mast tree harvesting or salvage of downed trees.

2) No temporary or permanent haul roads, cell towers, buildings, pipelines, etc.

Enhancements * 

1) Release cuts around hard mast producing trees is favorable.

2) Red Maple is a lower value seed producer; kill or hinge-cut red maple.

3) In areas lacking canopy closure find, fertilize and fence (if necessary) hard mast

producing seedlings or saplings.

4) Plantings of grape vines (summer grape Vitis aestivalis) or Virginia creeper provides a

valuable food source and cover.

5) Evergreens, particularly hemlock, represent food, cover, and water to woodrats.  If a

suitable location exists a limited number can be planted.

7) Additional plantings of grape, gooseberry, red elderberry, Hercules club, mountain

sumac, serviceberry, sassafras, mountain ash, dwarf chestnut oak, and American chestnut

hybrids (if available) are beneficial.

8) If the woodrats are using caves or old mine openings they should be examined for the

potential of gating.
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*Some enhancement techniques may be difficult to accomplish in the Core Habitat due to

the dominance of rock and lack of suitable soil.

ZONE 2 

SUPPORTING LANDSCAPE is the area that extends 200 meters from the edge of the 

Core Habitat polygon.  The Supporting Landscape typically consists of mature forest that 

provides food sources to the woodrat.   

Apply the same Best Management Practices and enhancements as Zone 1.  The 

enhancements should be easier to apply within Zone 2 than in Zone 1 due to the potential 

increase in suitable soil that would support the plantings. 

ZONE 3 

GENERAL LANDSCAPE is the area extending from the edge of the supporting 

landscape for a 1.25 mile distance.   Generally this zone should be maintained in a 

forested condition with minimal to no permanent fragmentation. 

Best Management Practices  

1) Limit permanent haul roads, cell towers, buildings, pipelines, etc.

2) Temporary haul roads and timber harvest are acceptable. The timber harvest should

focus on maintaining hard mast producing trees.

DISPERSAL CORRIDORS 

Occupied, recently occupied, and potential woodrat habitat needs to be connected in 

order to provide dispersal corridors from one known woodrat location to another.  When 

dispersal corridors are fragmented it increases the chances of existing populations to die 

off and not be reoccupied.    

1) Dispersal corridors should be a minimum of 100 meters wide when connecting core

habitat areas within 500 m of each other.

2) Forestry operations can occur within the corridor provided the corridor is maintained

in pole size or larger trees.

4) No new permanent fragmentation to the corridor should occur from logging roads,

developments, utility lines, etc. that breaks the corridor and would reduce the ability of

woodrats to disperse and or would increase their mortality.

5) In some instances, breaks in the travel corridor (Ex. highways) can be improved by

providing various forms of wildlife passages.
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HABITAT CREATION 

Habitat creation for the Allegheny woodrat (Neotoma magister) involves the construction of 

large boulder fields with numerous rock ledges and overhangs that provide deep fissures that 

provide protection from predators and the weather.   

The following criteria should be used to determine if woodrat habitat should be created: 

1) The area is in a forest interior setting with acorn producing species present.

2) The area is within 3 miles of an active woodrat population that is connected to the creation

site by a travel corridor.

3) The area has a steep slope with supporting talus slopes and rock outcrops immediately

adjacent to the site.

4) No major forest fragmentation (highways, developments, etc.) is within 1.25 miles.

The woodrat habitat creation should adhere to the following criteria: 

1) Enough material is present to create a minimum of 1 acre of core habitat.  The largest and

flatest rock material should be stored and stockpiled from the entire work area. Core habitat

consists of boulders with a minimum diameter of 3 feet with larger boulders being better.

The boulders are placed in a manner to create the highest amount of openings that extend as

far as possible under ground level. If possible, underground openings should be created that

have the boulders placed on top to create the deepest caverns as possible.  Smaller boulders

are placed on the outside edges of the core habitat.

Typically woodrats locate there toilet areas and food caches on larger and flatter boulders 

with over hanging rocks above that shelter them from the weather and/or predators. The best 

woodrat habitat has numerous flat ledges leading to underground caverns and as many of 

them as possible should be created.   

2) A biologist with experience surveying for woodrats should be hired to oversee the creation

of woodrat habitat.

3) A planting plan needs to be developed for the site that includes trees, shrubs, and vines

that provide overhead cover and food.  Following are examples of beneficial plants that can

be included in the planting plan: drape grape, Virginia creeper, gooseberry, red elderberry,

serviceberry, mountain sumac, sassafras, mountain ash, dwarf chestnut oak, hemlock and all

hard mast producing species such as chestnut oak, red oak, and white oak.
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 CONCLUSIONS 

The PGC follows a process of determining if habitat is present, determining the presence 

or absence of the species, and working to avoid and minimize potential impacts.  In order 

to accomplish this task the PGC may require additional information and review projects 

in the field.  The information collected will be used by the PGC to determine what 

actions (if any) need to be taken in regards to a particular project.  The determinations of 

potential impacts and the recommendations on how to avoid and minimize such impacts 

are specific to each project.   

The Pennsylvania Game Commission, Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management, should 

be contacted at the following address to coordinate reviews and impact assessments for 

the Allegheny woodrat. 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

Division of Environmental  

Planning and Habitat Protection 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 

Phone (717) 783-5957  
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APPENDIX A 

ALLEGHENY WOODRAT HABITAT ASSESSMENT 

In Pennsylvania Allegheny woodrats (Neotoma magister) are primarily forest interior 

species that occupy rocky islands embedded in a forested matrix.  Their habitat in 

Pennsylvania can be categorized as 1) den sites consisting primarily of an island and/or 

corridor of rocks surrounded and typically overtopped by tree canopy; 2) foraging habitat 

that may extend greater than 100 meters beyond rocks (Wright and Hall 1996); and 3) 

forested dispersal habitat (between colony areas) that is often absent of surface rocks.  

Den site size is a limiting factor for woodrats.  The den site is a core area (s) within a 

rocky island of rocks and boulders with an abundance of large deep crevices 

characterized by tree canopy cover. 

1) Den site size

Den site size is less than 1.0 acres 0.1 

Den site size is  1.0 - 2.5 acres 0.3 

Den site size is 2.5-3.5 acres  0.7 

Den site size is greater than 3.5 acres 1.0 

2) Percent of tree canopy within 300 meters of den site.

Tree canopy cover 25% or less 0.1

Tree canopy cover 26%-50%   0.4 

Tree canopy cover 51%-75%  0.7 

Tree canopy cover 76%-100% 1.0 

3) Distance to major forest fragmentation (paved highway, large agriculture fields, large

housing and commercial developments, etc.)

Fragmentation within 0.25 miles 0.0 

Fragmentation between 0.25 to 0.75 mile 0.4 

Fragmentation between 0.75 to 1.0 mile 0.8 

No major fragmentation within 1.0 mile 1.0 

4) Dispersal corridors are forested tracts of land (>200 feet wide) that connect to other

rock outcrop areas

No dispersal corridors exist 0.0 

One travel corridor exists  0.5 

Multiple corridors exist 1.0 



12 

Appendix B 

Allegheny Woodrat 

(Neotoma magister) 

Site Survey form 

and 

Code Manual 



13 

PENNSYLVANIA GAME 

COMMISSION 

WILDLIFE DIVERSITY SECTION 

ALLEGHENY WOODRAT 

HABITAT SITE SURVEY 

CODE MANUAL 

This manual provides instructions, definitions and codes for 

completing the Allegheny Woodrat Habitat Site Survey 

The Allegheny Saxicole or 

  THE ĀSAX 

Saxicole: Dwelling in stony places; 

something that lives on or among rocks; a 

saxicolous species. 

Chittering and twittering, 

Chompin and stompin, 

The āsax is home. 

In the shadow of stone 
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FORM PGC 4150 wdrat 

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION        Revision Date: 2 

May 2006 

WOODRAT HABITAT SITE SURVEY  
Use the accompanying Woodrat Survey Code Booklet to complete this form. 

Habitat Site Name: ___________________________ Trap-site Number: __________ 

Date: __________ 

Ownership (circle one): Public, Private, Both         Access (Name, Address Telephone):  

________________________________________________________________________ 

Location: _____ N or _____S      and       _____E or _____W of: 

________________________________ 

Surveyors: 

________________________________________________________________________ 

Effort: # of surveyors x survey minutes =______minutes. Was the site(s) previously 

surveyed?  Yes     No 

Conservation Mgmt. Area (4 letters, see Appendix 1): ________ Habitat Site Code (if 

known): _______

County: __________________ Quadrangle: ___________________ Map Photocopy 

attached?  Yes    No 

Habitat Site Size (m): Longest Length: _________ Average Width: _________ Width 

range: __________ 

Activity Extent (m):   Longest Length:  _________ Average Width:  _________ Width 

range:  ________ 
(Estimate the length & width of rectangle that would include all Activity Centers within Habitat Site) 

Latitude_______º----______'---- _______"    &     Longitude_______º----_______'---- 

________” 
(Center of Habitat Site in Degrees, Minutes and Seconds, NAD27) 

Elevation Range: ________to________ meters. Percent Slope: ________% 

to________ %    

Aspects (degrees): southerly aspects: ________% ________º northerly aspects: 

________% ________º 
(135°-225°) (315°-45°) 

easterly aspects:  ________% ________º westerly aspects: ________% ________º
(45°-135°)         (225°-315°) 
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Topography (ridge/valley-side, ridge top, river gorge, water gap, 

etc.):____________________________ 

 

Surface Rock Habitat Types: List the four most common surface rock habitat types (and 

estimate the percent coverage of each) starting with the most common (see Table 1):  

 

 1) Code #___________ %___________,               2) Code #___________ 

%___________,  

 

 3) Code #___________ %___________,               4) Code #___________ 

%___________ 

 

Geological formation: 

__________________________________________________________________ 

 

Nearest mapped water: Name: ________________________________         Distance to: 

____________m 

 
 

FORM PGC 4150 wdrat 

 

Forest Fragmentation Code: ________ Two-digit Habitat Disturbance code: ________ 

_______ _______ 

 

Anderson Level III cover code on site: ___________ and adjacent to site: ___________ 

 

Tree canopy coverage overtop Habitat Site: ____________%    

 

Vegetation on and within 100 meters of the Habitat Site:  

 

Trees Species (list most common first and least common last): 

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Shrub, Vine and Briar (Rubus) Species: 

________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

Herbaceous Species:  

________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

General Description of Surrounding Habitat (>100m & 

<500m):_________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________ 
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If applicable: this Habitat Site replaces (merges) the following Sites (enter the Site 

names):   

________________________________________________________________________ 

Comments, e.g. threats to site, unusual tree mortality, large population of porcupines 

(tally number of dens), snake species observed, droppings of predators noted etc. 
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FORM PGC 4150 wdrat 

ACTIVITY CENTERS or POTENTIAL ACTIVITY CENTERS (circles with a 15m radius) 
Establish up to 10 ACs and/or PACs for every 1 km of Habitat Site length. 

No. GPS Latitude 

GPS 

Longitude 

# Toilet Areas # Midden-caches #Nests/Hutches Rock 

Code 

% Canopy 

 Coverage Fresh Old Fresh Old Fresh Old 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

TOTAL = 
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FORM PGC 4150 wdrat 

MIDDEN-CACHE CONTENTS COMBINED FOR ALL ACTIVITY CENTERS 

Green Vegetation & 

Buds 

Ferns 

Hard Mast 

Soft Mast 

Other Seeds 

Fungi & Lichens 

Misc. (Sticks etc.) 

Raccoon Feces 
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WOODRAT HABITAT SITE SURVEY CODE BOOKLET 

This booklet will help you to complete the accompanying woodrat site survey form.  Some 

questions are self-explanatory and therefore not covered here. The site survey form 

should be completed for all initial surveys, resurveys, and trapping surveys of suitable 

rocky habitat even if no woodrats were found. 

Important Definitions: 

Activity Center: Activity centers are overtop or near subsurface woodrat nesting or 

denning sites. Activity centers are characterized by observable woodrat sign in the form 

of toilet area(s) and midden-cache(s) linked in most cases to a complex of surface rocks 

and fissures or to a cave/mine entrance zone. The estimated center of activity is GPSed. 

Then all toilet areas and midden-caches within a 15 m radius of this GPS point are tallied. 

Multiple Activity Centers within the same Habitat Site should not overlap. Repeatedly or 

perennially used Activity Centers likely consist of an adult female and her young. Older 

daughters are tolerated nearby. In essence, Activity Centers (previously referred to as den 

sites) contain a breeding assemblage. Males disperse from, visit, travel through, or 

occasionally occupy vacant activity centers. Generally, prime den sites or Activity 

Centers are defended and are rarely closer than 30 m to one another. 

Potential Activity Center: Some areas look like good woodrat habitat but fail to have 

any sign of being used by woodrats. In these survey instances, the most complex surface 

rock found, characterized by rock overhangs, ledges, small caves and numerous fissures, 

can be defined as a Potential Activity Center. 

Habitat Site: A Habitat Site is a variable sized area of more or less contiguous surface 

rock without a break in the surface rock of 200 m or more. A Habitat Site is an island or a 

“patch” of rock (sometimes referred to as a rock pile) or a cluster of islands.  A Habitat 

Site and its adjacent fringing apron (ecotone) of rock and non-rock surface area has all 

the necessary resources for the persistence of a local subpopulation, and it is separated by 

unsuitable denning habitat from other  Habitat Sites. At any given time, a Habitat Site 

may be occupied or empty. Adjacent Habitat Sites are separated by at least 200 m of non-

surface rock habitat or by a substantial barrier in the form of a major, hardtop road or 

wide stream. Habitat Sites contain one or more Activity Centers or Potential Activity 

Centers.  An active Habitat Site contains a woodrat subpopulation which may be as small 

as a single breeding assemblage or contain multiple breeding assemblages. The most 

common kinds of movements by woodrat are foraging forays within and on the fringe of 

the Habitats Site, den shifts within a Habitat Site, and short distance dispersal within 

larger Habitat Sites. See Figure 2. 

Metapopulation Area: Metapopulation Areas are separated from the nearest, adjacent 

Metapopulation Area by at least 10 km of non-woodrat habitat or a significant barrier to 

dispersal, e.g. a river or farmed valley bottom. A Metapopulation Area contains at least 

one but usually numerous topographically related woodrat Habitat Sites; some Habitat 

Sites may not be occupied.  A Metapopulation Area contains a metapopulation defined as 

a set of subpopulations (one per active Habitat Site) where typically migration from one 

subpopulation to at least some other subpopulations (Habitat Sites) is possible. The 
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subpopulations are able to exchange individuals and recolonize Habitat Sites in which the 

species has recently become extinct. 

Conservation Management Unit: A Conservation Management Unit contains 

physiographically related Metapopulation Areas. Administratively, a Conservation 

Management Unit represents an economy of scale; and different Metapopulation Areas 

within a Conservation Management Unit are likely to be impacted similarly regarding 

regional threats and public land management.  

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING FORM PGC 4150 wdrat 

Habitat Site Name:  Give each site a short individual name consisting of no more than 

two words.  Group names (e.g.  Big Mountain #4) may also be appropriate. Resurveys of 

previous Sites may require these Sites to me merged under a new name because previous 

adjacent Sites may not have the required ≥ 200m of non-surface rock between them. The 

≥ 200 m rule is new as of the year 2006. For example, Ellendale 1 through Ellendale 17 

(absent ≥ 200 between adjacent Sites) would be merged into a single Habitat Site 

renamed Ellendale Merged or Ellendale A.  

Trap-site Number: Enter if known otherwise leave blank, a number will be assigned 

later. 

Location: Miles or kilometers due north or south and due east and west of nearest town 

on the topographic map. 

Conservation Management Unit: Use only the approved name or abbreviation from 

Appendix I and Figure 1. 

Habitat Site Code:  Enter if known, otherwise leave blank and a code will be assigned 

later. 

Habitat Site size:  See definition of Habitat Site. The longest length is measured along or 

close to the contour. Find the end of surface rock adjacent to an area spanning at least 200 

m of mostly non-surface rock. The longest length of the surface rock island, without a 

break of 200 m or more, is estimated to the nearest 50 m, but not zero. Habitat Sites 

longer than 2 km (about a mile) should be GPSed at both ends and the longest length 

should be taken off of a topographic map rather than visually estimated. The width of a 

surface rock island is usually but not always at right angles to the contour, i.e. downhill 

or uphill. The average width in a few instances will be longer than the length. Estimate 

the average width of the Habitat Site to the nearest 25 m but not zero.  The width range is 

the shortest and widest width of the surface rock island. 

Area of Occupancy or Activity Extent: Estimate the length and width of a rectangle 

that includes all Activity Centers that have evidence (new and/or old) of being used by 

woodrats. 

Latitude and Longitude: On the contour, estimate the middle of the Habitat Site and 

GPS this point. 
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Elevation Range, Example: 332' to 610'     Percent Slope, Example (%):10% to 

15%.     

Aspects (degrees), Example: southerly aspects:  100 %   180º; in this example 100% of 

the Habitat Site was facing due south.  

northerly aspects clockwise 315º to 45º  

southerly aspects clockwise 135º to 225º 

easterly aspects clockwise 45º to 135º 

westerly aspects clockwise 225º to 315º 

 Note: numerous ridgetop sites will have contrasting aspects. 

Classification of Rocky Habitat:  This code can be determined with the use of 

Appendix II. Key down from column 1 to column 3; the number in the third column is 

the code number(s) to use.  Spaces are available for only the four most common rocky 

habitat types. 

Geological formation:  This data comes from the Preliminary Atlas of Geologic 

Quadrangles for  

Pennsylvania, Map 61 from the Pennsylvania Geological Survey; refer to the DCNR 

website.  If not available, briefly describe rock (limestone outcrop, sandstone talus, etc.). 

Nearest mapped water: Provide the distance to and name of the nearest stream or other 

body of water taken from the 7.5' quadrangle map. 

Forest Fragmentation: This is a basic distance code to measure massive encroachment 

of agricultural/urban areas into the forest cover type. For this reason consider only 

agricultural/urban areas >100 hectares. Usually this entry will be the closest measurement 

from the Habitat Site to the edge of the forest cover type where it meets the expansive, 

developed, cleared land of the valley. 

Code 

Number 

Distance from 

>100 ha opening

Code 

Number 

Distance from 

>100 ha opening

1 On site 5 >1km to 2km

2 ≤ 100m 6 >2km to 3km

3 >100m to 500m 7 >3km to 5 km

4 >500m to 1km 8 >5km

Normally the measurement can be taken off a 7.5 minute topographic map (closest 

distance to edge of white areas >100 hectares). However, this is not always the case. For 

example, large housing developments (>100ha.) in a forested site may still be colored 

green on a topographic map. 

Linear agricultural/urban areas >100 hectares should be considered.  Example: an 

agricultural/urban river bottom that measures 250m x 5,000m would qualify for this 

entry. 
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For this code, do not measure the distance to small housing developments, strip mines, 

clearcuts, forest clearings or other small disturbances <100 hectares.  These smaller site 

disturbances should be recorded in the following "Two-digit Habitat Disturbance Codes." 

Two-digit Habitat Disturbance Code:  Disturbance code that may affect the Habitat 

Site.  Space is available to list up to 3 disturbance codes.  Get from Appendix IV. 

Anderson Level III land cover code:  Determine from Appendix III.  Key down from 

column 1 to column 3; use the 3 digit number (code number) in the third column. 

Tree canopy coverage overtop Habitat Site: Estimate to nearest 10%. 

ACTIVITY CENTERS and POTENTIAL ACTIVITY CENTERS (PAC): (see 

definitions) this is a major change compared to previous (pre-2006) surveys. 

Within Habitat Sites, Activity Centers are over-top or near subsurface woodrat nesting or 

denning sites. Activity Centers are characterized by observable woodrat sign in the form 

of toilet area(s) and midden-cache(s) linked in most cases to a complex of surface rocks 

and fissures or to a cave/mine entrance zone. Some areas look like good woodrat habitat 

but fail to have any sign of being used by woodrats. In these survey instances, the most 

complex surface rock found, characterized by rock overhangs, ledges, small caves and 

numerous fissures, can be defined as a Potential Activity Center (PAC). The estimated 

center of activity (actual or potential) is GPSed. Then, if present, all toilet areas and 

midden-caches within a 15 m radius of this GPS point are tallied. Multiple Activity 

Centers and/or PACs within the same Habitat Site  

should not overlap. Establish up to 10 Activity Centers and/or PACs for every 1 km of 

Habitat Site length. 

 Step 1: Starting at either end of the Habitat Site’s “longest length,” look for the closest

Activity Center or Potential Activity Center.  GPS the Activity Center or PAC.

 Step 2: Tally all toilet areas and midden-caches within 15m of the GPSed spot. Also

note the rock type (Appendix 2) within and the tree canopy coverage over-top the

Activity Center or PAC.

 Step 3: Look for the next closest, non-overlapping (≥30 m from nearest other Activity

Center or PAC) Activity Center or PAC and continue in the fashion until no more

qualifying Activity Center or PACs exist on the Habitat Site. Note, for every 1 km of

Habitat Site length, the Centers (from 1 to 10) can be: 1) all Activity Centers with

fresh and/or old signs of woodrat activity; or they can be: 2) all Potential Activity

Centers with qualifying surface rock but no sign of ever being used by woodrats, or

3) very likely they will be a combination of 1 and 2.  Ten is the maximum number of

Centers to GPS within any 1 km stretch of Habitat Site.

Midden-cache contents: List by indicated category. Be as specific as possible, i.e. 

sassafras leaves, blackberry twigs, tulip poplar fruits, hay-scented ferns. If you are not 

sure of the identity of an item, collect it and have it identified. 
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Vegetation: Be specific. Note anything that is exceptionally abundant such as large 

patches of fern or blueberries. 
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Figure 1. Example: The Ellendale Towers Habitat Site. 

○ = Activity Center with fresh and/or old woodrat sign

∆ = Potential Activity Center with “good” rock

Explanation: 

 Ellendale Towers (the Habitat Site Name) is a cluster of rock islands treated as

a single Habitat Site because each island is within 200 m of one or more

adjacent islands.

 The Habitat Site Length is measured from A to B.

 Proceeding from A towards B, 7 Activity Centers and 1 Potential Activity

Center were GPSed in the first kilometer.  Two Activity Centers and 2

Potential Activity Centers were GPSed in the next 500 meters.

RADIO TOWERS 

ROCK ISLANDS

500 METERS 

A

B
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Figure 2. A 2006 map illustrating 23 Conservation Management Units and 78 

Metapopulation Areas. 
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Table 1.  Classification of surface rock habitat. 

Enter as a three digit code from the following table. 

HABITAT TYPE QUALITY OF HABITAT SIZE OF ROCK 

1  talus 11  bare rock, deep interstices 111  blocks less than 1 meter 

112  blocks 1-3 meters 

113  blocks 3-5 meters 

12  bare rock, shallow interstices 121  blocks less than 1 meter 

122  blocks 1-3 meters 

123  blocks 3-5 meters 

13  rock covered by organic material 

      including humus, leaves, moss, with 

      deep interstices 

131  blocks less than 1 meter 

132  blocks 1-3 meters 

133  blocks 3-5 meters 

14  rock covered by organic material 

      including humus, leaves, moss, with 

      shallow interstices 

141  blocks less than 1 meter 

142  blocks 1-3 meters 

143  blocks 3-5 meters 

2  rock city, large float 

    blocks 

21  numerous overhangs, crevices, and 

    "caves" 

22  few or no overhangs, crevices, and 

    "caves" 

211  blocks 5-10 meters 

212  blocks 10 meters+ 

221  blocks 5-10 meters 

222  blocks 10 meters+ 

3  cliffs, rock outcrops 31  numerous overhangs, crevices, and 

    “caves” 

32  few or no overhangs, crevices, and 

    “caves” 

311  less than 3 meters high 

312  3+ meters high 

321  less than 3 meters high 

322  3+ meters high 

4 Cave or mine entrance zone 41 rarely visited, may be gated 

42 occasionally visited 

43 active, heavily visited or commercialized 

411  entrance 0-2 meters 

412  entrance 2+ meters 

421  entrance 0-2 meters 

422  entrance 2+ meters 

431  entrance 0-2 meters 

432  entrance 2+ meters 

Quarry or mine pit 51  highwall with numerous crevices, 

      boulders, etc. 

52  highwall with few or no crevices, 

      boulders, etc. 

511  less than 3 meters high 

512  3+ meters high 

521  less than 3 meters high 

522  3+ meters high 

6 Other man made rocky 

   habitat such as stone walls, 

   railroad and road cuts,  

   buildings, etc. 

61  few or no suitable crevices, 

    overhangs, or other interstices 

62  numerous suitable crevices, 

    overhangs, or other interstices 

611  less than 3 meters high 

612  3+ meters high 

621  less than 3 meters high 

622  3+ meters high 
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Table 2.  Anderson Level III Land-cover Codes Pertinent To Woodrat 

Habitat

4 Forest Land 41 deciduous forest 411  sapling stage:  shrub land layer 

         moderate to dense 

412  sapling stage: grazed and/or 

        shrub layer sparse 

413  pole stage: shrub layer 

        moderate to dense 

414  pole stage: grazed and/or shrub 

        layer sparse 

415  mature stage shrub layer 

        moderate to dense 

416  mature stage: grazed and/or 

        shrub layer sparse 

42  evergreen forest land 421  sapling stage:  shrub land layer 

         moderate to dense 

422  sapling stage: grazed and/or 

        shrub layer sparse 

423  pole stage: shrub layer 

        moderate to dense 

424  pole stage: grazed and/or shrub 

        layer sparse 

425  mature stage shrub layer 

        moderate to dense 

426  mature stage: grazed and/or 

        shrub layer sparse 

43 mixed forest land 431  sapling stage:  shrub land layer 

         moderate to dense 

432  sapling stage: grazed and/or 

        shrub layer sparse 

433  pole stage: shrub layer 

        moderate to dense 

434  pole stage: grazed and/or shrub 

        layer sparse 

435  mature stage shrub layer 

        moderate to dense 

436  mature stage: grazed and/or 

        shrub layer sparse 

7 Barren land 74 bare exposed rock 

75 strip mines, quarries and 

grade 

     pits 

76 transitional areas 

77 mixed barren land 

740  bare exposed rock 

750  strip mines, quarries and grade 

        pits 

760  transitional areas 

770  mixed barren land 
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Table 3.  Classification of Habitat Disturbance. 

Use the category(s) that best defines the site: 

Code 

Number 

PROXIMITY OF 

DISTURBANCE 

Code 

Letter 

TYPE OF 

DISTURBANCE 

1 On-site A Dumping 

2 <100m B Party spot 

3 100m to 500m C Buildings 

4 >500m to 1km D Agriculture 

5 >1km to 2km E Utility rights-of-way 

6 No significant 

disturbance 

F Railroad rights-of-way 

G Improved roads 

H Unimproved roads 

I Recreation area 

J Mining 

K Fire 

L Main logging haul road 

M Concentrated tree mortality 

N No significant disturbance 

Example 1:  Pastureland approximately 600 meters from 

suitable rocky habitat would be coded as 4D. 

Example 2:  A rock outcrop/cliff used for beer parties 

would be coded 1B. 

Example 3:  Excellent rocky habitat surrounded by 

uninterrupted forest for 2 or more kilometers in every 

direction would be coded 6N. 

Example 4:  A main logging haul road and log loading site 

within 300 meters of the edge of the Habitat Site would be 

coded 3L. 
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PROTOCOL FOR ASSESSING BAT USE OF POTENTIAL HIBERNACULA 

RATIONALE 

A typical cave or mine portal survey is an attempt to determine presence or probable absence of bats; 
it does not provide sufficient data to determine population size or structure, or to determine the 
number, type or relative abundance of bat species using a hibernaculum.  Following these guidelines 
will standardize procedures for bat surveys at caves and mine portals.  Although the capture of an 
endangered or threatened bat confirms its presence, failure to catch an endangered or threatened 
species solely using this protocol does not absolutely confirm its absence.   

ASSESSING SUITABILITY OF CAVES / ABANDONED MINES FOR BAT SURVEYS 

In general, a cave or mine opening can be dismissed from bat surveys under any of the following 
circumstances: 

There is only one horizontal opening, and it is less than 6 inches in diameter, and no or very 
little airflow is detected.   

The opening is a vertical shaft less than 1 foot in diameter. 

The passage continues less than 50 feet and terminates with no fissures that bats can access.  
(This assumes the passage is safe enough to enter, and has been thoroughly inspected.) 

The mine is prone to flooding, collapsed shut and completely sealed, or otherwise inaccessible 
to bats. 

It is a “new” opening, which has occurred recently (less than 1 year old) due to subsidence. 

Additional notes: Bats can access mines via old open buildings such as a fan house. Foliage and 
other vegetation in front of mine openings do not stop use by bats. They can navigate through foliage. 
Collapsed entrances with multiple crevices between boulders, etc. are accessible to bats and should 
be sampled. Collapses completely sealed with fine soil are of course inaccessible to bats. 

SAMPLING DATES, TIMES AND TEMPERATURE CRITERIA 

Sampling will be conducted between September 15 and October 15 

Sampling will start ½ hour before sunset and continue for at least 5 hours.  This applies for all 
sampling methods (harp-trapping, mist-netting, use of bat detectors, etc.)

During each sampling period, weather must provide for: 

o Temperatures >50ºF (10ºC) for first 2 hours of sampling and must not fall below 35ºF
(1.7ºC) before the end of the first 5 hours of sampling.

o At least 3 hours free of rain.

o At least 3 hours free of high wind.

Sampling will be conducted for at least 3 evenings (do not have to be consecutive), with at 
least 1 of the 3 sampling events occurring between September 25 and October 10.   

Noise and the shining of lights will be kept to a minimum with no smoking around the sample 
site. The use of radios, campfires, running vehicles, punk sticks, citronella candles and other 
disturbances will not be permitted within 300 feet of site during surveys. 

Before conducting surveys, local residents and/or law enforcement agencies should be 
informed of the scheduled nighttime activities. 
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EQUIPMENT 

No equipment, litter or other debris will be left unattended at site that could result in the capture or entanglement of any 
animals. Any equipment stored at site between sampling sessions will be clearly labeled with contact information. 

Harp Trap (first choice):  Place in front of opening and block surrounding space with plastic sheeting 
or bird netting. Traps should be tended at least once per hour. When the catch rate is high 
(>25 bats per hour) or during inclement weather, traps should be tended more frequently. 

Mist Nets (second choice):  50 denier, 38mm mesh. Place in front of or around openings that cannot 
be harp-trapped.  Nets need to be monitored closely and checked at least once every 10 minutes. At 
sites with a heavy bat swarm, the net should be monitored continuously. 

Bat Detector:  In addition to the harp trap or mist nets, an ultrasonic bat detector should be on site to 
monitor bat activity when trapping or netting, and assess the general effectiveness of the harp trap or 
mist-net placement. Detector should be pointed toward cave or mine opening, approximately 5 to 15 
feet from the entrance to detect swarming bats and bats going in/out of opening.  Bat passes should 
be monitored and tallied on an hourly basis throughout the entire sampling period (≥ 5 hours).  
Reporting format will be: Start and end time for each 1-hour interval and bat passes for that hour. 

Alternative Monitoring Techniques:  In situations where it is too dangerous to approach an entrance, 
night vision/infrared/thermal-imaging recording devices should be used to monitor and record bat 
activity to determine bat use of the site. However, this should be done in conjunction with acoustic 
monitoring (use of an ultrasonic bat detector, see above), so bats can be identified to species.  Bat 
activity in or around the entrance can be monitored by counting bat passes with a bat detector, or 
night vision/infrared video tapes can be recorded to provide actual counts of bats entering and exiting 
the opening.  Bat passes should be monitored and tallied on an hourly basis throughout the entire 
sampling period (≥ 5 hours).  Reporting format will be: Start and end time for each 1-hour interval and 
bat passes for that hour.   

REPORTING 

In addition to reports for the client, the Pennsylvania Game Commission requires copies of the report 
as part of their permitting requirements. To simplify data entry, mandatory sampling summary forms 
are also required by the PA Game Commission for bat surveys within the Commonwealth. Provide 
copies of these reports and completed forms to both the PGC and USFWS.  If the bat surveyor did not 
receive a copy of the data form with the permit, the form can be obtained by contacting: 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 
Bureau of Law Enforcement, Technical Services Division 

2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797 
717/787-5740 

INTERIOR WINTER HIBERNACULA SURVEYS 

Sites that are determined to be safe for entry to conduct winter counts (primarily caves & stable hard 
rock mines) will be coordinated with the Pennsylvania Game Commission, Wildlife Diversity Section 
and scheduled for interior surveys between January 1 and March 10. Contact information for the 
Wildlife Diversity Section is: 

PA Game Commission 
Bureau of Wildlife Management, Wildlife Diversity Section 

2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797 
(717) 787-5529
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Today’s Agenda 

• Introductions  
 

• Project Overview 
 

• Environmental Surveys 
 

• Discussion/Questions 
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Project sponsors of the project 

Project Overview 

https://www.pseg.com/index.html


General Description 
 
• Bringing lower cost Marcellus Shale natural gas 

to homes and businesses in Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey 

• 105-mile, 30”-diameter pipeline 
• 25,000 HP of Compression       
• Successful Open Season Ended on August 29, 

2014 
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Project Overview 

 



Timeline 
 

• FERC Pre-filing       October, 2014 
• Formal 7(c) Filing     July, 2015 
• RBC Filing       July, 2015 
• Receive RBC Approval     October, 2016 
• Receive 7(c) Certificate    December, 2016 
• Notice to Proceed     February, 2017 
• Construction Begins    April, 2017 
• In-service Date      October, 2017 
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Project Overview 

 



Available Delivery Points  
 

• Algonquin Transmission – Lambertville 
• Columbia Transmission 
• Elizabethtown Gas 
• Texas Eastern – Lambertville 
• Transco Mainline – between 205 and 210 
• Transco Trenton-Woodbury 
• UGI Utilities – PA locations 
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Project Overview 
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Proposed Route 

Project Overview 



Pipeline Facilities 
• 105 miles of 30” spiral weld 
• 1,440 maximum allowable operating pressure 
• Initial survey corridor: 400’ 
• Right of way: 50’ permanent 
• Major water crossings: Susquehanna, Lehigh and 

Delaware Rivers, Beltzville Lake 
• Major road crossings: Pennsylvania Turnpike 

(2X), I-81, I-80, PA-22, I-78, NJ-202 
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Project Overview 



Pennsylvania Agency Consultations In Progress 
 

• Delaware and Susquehanna River Basin Commissions 
• Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection 
• Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources 
• Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission 
• Pennsylvania Game Commission 
• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
• U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
• National Marine Fisheries Service 
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Stakeholder Contact 



• Identified stakeholders include landowners and 
abutters; elected and appointed officials; emergency 
responders; environmental organizations; 
community and business groups; and media 

• Ongoing introductory meetings with elected and 
appointed officials 

• Draft Public Participation Plan 
• Established tracking system and contact project 

vehicles: website, e-mail, social media, toll-free line 
and USPS mailing address 

• Initial open houses in Fall 2014 
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Stakeholder Contact 



• NWI Wetlands – 105 crossings 
• NHD Waterbodies – 165 crossings 
• Threatened and Endangered Species 
• State Park/Forest/Game Lands  
• Important permits/sensitive areas (Appalachian Trail, 

Beltzville State Park, Frances Slocum State Park, 
Hickory Run State Park, River Crossings) 
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Potential Environmental Impacts 



Point of Contact 

Bernard Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager, URS Corp. 
625 West Ridge Pike 
Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428  
Office: (610) 832-1810 
Mobile:  (215) 275-7956 
E-mail: bernard.holcomb@urs.com 
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Thank You! 
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From: Holcomb, Bernard

Sent: Monday, September 29, 2014 7:28 AM

To: mdimatteo@pa.gov; Taucher, John; nhavens@pa.gov; psussenbac@pa.gov

Cc: West, Jonathan; Peter Marx

Subject: PennEast:  Links to FERC Documents

Attachments: May 2013 plan.pdf; May 2013 procedures.pdf

Good Morning 

 

Thank you very much for taking the time to meet with us last week regarding the PennEast Project. 

 

As per our discussion I have attached a web link to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Natural Gas, 

Environmental Section. 

 

http://www.ferc.gov/industries/gas/enviro.asp 

 

In addition, I have attached copies of the 2013 FERC Upland Erosion Control, Revegetation and Maintenance Plan and 

the Wetland and Waterbody Construction and Mitigation Procedures. 

 

We appreciate your comments and suggestions, and are working with Engineering to realign the proposed pipeline 

further to the east to avoid and or minimize potential impacts to Game Lands.  In addition, we will provide a response 

regarding your questions on: 

- Prescribed Burns 

- Timber crossing access for 50 ton vehicles 

- Delivery points 

- Construction and permanent access 

- Long-term operation and maintenance 

 

We will forward revised materials with survey paperwork for your consideration. 

 

Thanks again. 

 

Bernie Holcomb 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

 

* Please note new address and direct line information that will be effective June 10, 2014 

 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

  Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

 
This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you receive this message 

in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this information and you should destroy the e-mail 

and any attachments or copies. 
 

 

 

 



                                                                     
 
 
October 24, 2014 

 

Mr. John Taucher 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 

 

Dear Mr. Taucher: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC approved PennEast for the pre-filing review process on 

October 8. The pre-filing process creates the framework for the environmental analysis and a 

formal structure for stakeholders along the proposed route to provide input and opinions 

regarding the project. The pre-filing application is available online at http://elibrabry.ferc.gov, 

docket PF15-1-000.  

 

At this time we would like to invite the Pennsylvania Game Commission to become a 

cooperating agency in the FERC process, and to actively engage with FERC’s designated 

Environmental Project Manager for the PennEast Pipeline Project, Medha Kochhar. Ms. Kochhar 

can be contacted at (202) 502-8964. As a cooperating agency, FERC and/or PennEast may 

request your participation in bi-weekly project status calls and direct or interagency coordination 

meetings, as appropriate. 

 

Only in the second month of a comprehensive, approximately three-year process, PennEast still 

is working to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, 

we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been adjusted to account for 

engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified since we initially 

provided your agency with detailed project information. In Pennsylvania, the preferred 

alternative route has been shifted approximately three-to-four miles to the northeast between 

mileposts 11 and 35 in Luzerne and Carbon counties. Other route adjustments have also been 

made in an effort to maximize co-location with existing utility easements. Overall, 

approximately 41 miles have been re-routed in Pennsylvania. Please note, however, that the 

current preferred alternative route remains in the same counties and townships as identified in 

our initial notification. Shapefiles for the adjusted preferred alternative route are being provided 

to aide in your review and analysis of the project. 

 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project. Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

 

http://elibrabry.ferc.gov/


                                                                     
 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


 

December 17, 2014   PGC ID Number: 201408190001 Revised 

 

Deborah Poppel 

URS Corporation 

625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 

Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Bernard.Holcomb@urs.com 
 

Re: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC – Penneast Pipeline Project Revision 

State Game Lands Nos. 91, 40, 129, and 168 
Large Project PNDI Review 

Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, PA 

 

Dear Ms. Poppel,  

  

Thank you for submitting your revised Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Large 

Project Environmental Review request.  The Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) screened 

this revised project, including the requested 400-foot buffer (200 feet on each side of proposed 

centerline), for potential impacts to species and resources of concern under PGC responsibility, 

which includes birds and mammals only. 

 

Potential Impact Anticipated 

PNDI records indicate species or resources of concern are located in the vicinity of the project.  

The PGC has received and thoroughly reviewed the information that you provided to this office 

as well as PNDI data, and has determined that potential impacts to threatened, endangered, and 

species of special concern may be associated with your project.  Therefore, additional measures 

are necessary to avoid potential impacts to the species listed below: 

Scientific Name Common Name PA Status 

Glaucomys sabrinus macrotis Northern Flying Squirrel ENDANGERED 

Neotoma magister Allegheny Woodrat THREATENED 

Myotis leibii Eastern Small-footed Bat THREATENED 

Pandion haliaetus Osprey THREATENED 

Myotis septentrionalis Northern Long-eared Bat SPECIAL CONCERN 

 

  

ADMINISTRATIVE BUREAUS: 
 
 

ADMINISTRATION.…………………717-787-5670 
     HUMAN RESOURCES………....717-787-7836 
     FISCAL MANAGEMENT.……....717-787-7314 
     CONTRACTS AND 
     PROCUREMENT.……………….717-787-6594 
     LICENSING.……………………...717-787-2084 
     OFFICE SERVICES.…………….717-787-2116 
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT.………..717-787-5529 
INFORMATION & EDUCATION…...717-787-6286 
WILDLIFE PROTECTION.………....717-783-6526 
WILDLIFE HABITAT 
MANAGEMENT.……………….…….717-787-6818 
     REAL ESTATE DIVISION.………717-787-6568 
AUTOMATED TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES.…………………………...717-787-4076 
 

www.pgc.state.pa.us  

 
 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 ELMERTON AVENUE 

HARRISBURG, PA 17110-9797 
 

“To manage all wild birds, mammals and their habitats 
for current and future generations.” 

 Division of Environmental 
Planning and Habitat 

Protection 

 

717-783-5957  

http://www.pgc.state.pa.us/


Ms. Poppel -2- December 17, 2014 

 

Next Steps 

Northern Flying Squirrel 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where northern 

flying squirrels are known to exist, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is 

requesting the following for this portion of the project: 

 Avoid all clearing activities between April 15th and June 15th to avoid potential 

impacts to northern flying squirrel young that are expected to be confined to their 

nests during this period. 

 Develop and provide detailed plans and GIS shapefiles illustrating permanent and 

temporary right of way (ROW) limits for the project. 

Please be advised that following our review of the above detailed plans, the PGC will be 

requesting a northern flying squirrel mitigation plan that may incorporate, but is not limited 

to, the following components: 

 Replanting of the temporary ROW with various species of conifer seedlings, 

planted no less than 7.5 feet on center, and no more than 10 feet on center. 

 Monitoring of the plantings for a minimum of 5 years, at which time 80% survival 

must be achieved or additional corrective action and monitoring will be required 

until such time as 80% survival is achieved. 

 Installation of glide poles (telephone pole) with horizontal launch beams and 

shelters on each pole to facilitate northern flying squirrel passage across the cleared 

ROW. 

 

Allegheny Woodrat 

The PGC has identified portions of the proposed project where potential Allegheny woodrat 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

Allegheny woodrat surveys be completed in areas specified within the attached PGC Survey 

Maps.  The surveys should be completed by a qualified biologist and follow protocols found in 

the attached PGC Allegheny Woodrat guidance document.  Please be sure that the following 

information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the 

locations (i.e. points) of all woodrat activity centers and potential activity centers, 

as well as the limits (i.e. polygons) of all woodrat habitat sites (central point 

locations with average width and length measurements will not be accepted to 

illustrate the habitat sites) 

 color photographs, keyed to a location and orientation map, of any woodrat habitat 

sites, activity centers, potential activity centers, or woodrat sign that are identified 

during the surveys 

 completed Woodrat Habitat Site Survey forms for each habitat site identified during 

the survey 

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31
st
 of the year 

the survey is completed. 
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Eastern Small-footed Bat 

The PGC has identified portions of the project where potential eastern small-footed bat day roost 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that all 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat in areas specified within the attached PGC 

Survey Maps be assessed and delineated by a qualified biologist.  Please be sure that the 

following information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the 

limits of all potential small-footed bat day roost habitat that is identified 

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of tree clearing throughout the 

Small-footed Bat Survey Area 

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of earthwork, including any 

proposed grubbing or erosion and sedimentation pollution controls, throughout the 

Small-footed Bat Survey Area 

 representative color photographs of all surface rock encountered during the 

assessment and delineation regardless of whether the rock is considered to be 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat or not (numerous photos for 

each area of surface rock are strongly recommended) 

 a narrative or table detailing the following information for each area of surface rock 

that is encountered during the assessment and delineation to support or refute the 

rock’s potential as eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat: 

o the estimated canopy cover over the rock 

o anticipated solar exposure of the rock 

o amount and size of crevices available for roost sites 

o presence of organic material, soil, or water within those crevices 

o other details as necessary that cannot be adequately conveyed via the 

photos provided 

 a narrative detailing the reasons for any surface rock encountered not being 

considered potential small-footed bat day roost habitat 

 a photo location and orientation map for all photos provided 

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31
st
 of the year 

the survey is completed. 
 

Osprey 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where have 

known to nest, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting the 

following seasonal restriction for this portion of the project: 

 No activities related to this project shall occur within the Osprey Restriction area 

identified on Map 3 of the attached PGC Survey Maps during the nesting season, 

Mach 25 through July 31.  All project related activities shall be completed in this 

area between August 1 and March 24. 
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Northern Long-eared Bats 

Northern long-eared bats are a species of special concern and therefore, not target species for 

additional surveys.  However, because of their ecological significance, all trees or dead snags 

greater than 5 inches in diameter at breast height that need to be harvested to facilitate the project 

(including any access roads or off-ROW work spaces) should be cut between November 1st and 

March 31st. 

 

Potential Bat Hibernacula 

The PA Department of Environmental Protection’s Abandoned Mine Land (AML) Inventory 

Points from www.pasda.psu.edu indicates abandoned mine features may be located within the 

requested review area.  These mine features have the potential to connect to abandoned deep 

mine workings that can serve as hibernacula for a variety of cave bat species.  These AML 

openings and any undocumented openings and caves located along the proposed alignment and 

within the review buffer must be assessed following the attached PGC Protocol for Assessing 

Bat Use of Potential Hibernacula.  Any features having potential as bat hibernacula will need to 

be surveyed to determine the presence or absence of bat species.  A special use permit will need 

to be obtained by the consultant in order to conduct such surveys that involve the handling of 

bats. 

 

State Game Lands 

Portions of the proposed project are located on State Game Lands Nos. 91, 40, 129, and 168.  

Please contact Mr. Peter Sussenbach, Northeast Land Management Supervisor, at 570-675-1143 

to discuss and coordinate the project on SGL’s 91, 40, and 129, and Mr. Dave Mitchell, 

Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor, at 610-926-3136 to discuss and coordinate the 

project on SGL 168. 

Conservation Measures 

National Wetland Inventory Mapping (NWI) and/or aerial photos suggest that wetlands are 

located within the requested review throughout the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

the final project avoid, or at least minimize to the greatest practical extent, any adverse impacts 

to these resources and their associated wildlife habitat. 

 

In addition, portions of the project located in Luzerne and Carbon County are within areas where 

the abundance and species richness of various area-sensitive forest bird species are among the 

highest in the state.  Area-sensitive forest bird species are those species that require a large 

expanse of relatively contiguous (un-fragmented) forest to maintain their populations.  The 

species found in these areas are listed as species of greatest conservation need in Pennsylvania’s 

Wildlife Action Plan (WAP).  The WAP was designed to proactively manage and safeguard the 

state’s declining fish and wildlife resources, and sets a framework to conserve Pennsylvania’s 

diverse wildlife, maintain their role in ecological processes, and protect and enhance species of 

conservation concern (not just imperiled species).  Although these area-sensitive forest bird 

species are not currently listed as threatened or endangered, and do not produce potential 

conflicts for projects reviewed using the on-line PNDI Environmental Review Tool, their 

populations and requisite habitat are either in decline, or are vulnerable to decline in the state. 

 

As a result, the PGC is recommending the following conservation measures be implemented, to 

the greatest extent practicable, to minimize impacts to these area-sensitive forest bird species and 

minimize additional fragmentation of forested tracts throughout the project area: 

http://www.pasda.psu.edu/
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 Co-locate the pipeline and associated facilities with existing roads and other 

disturbed areas 

 Minimize the width of the temporary construction right-of-way (ROW), and avoid 

grubbing where possible to encourage the re-establishment of woody vegetation 

 Minimize the width of the permanent, maintained ROW to only that which is 

absolutely necessary to maintain the integrity of the pipeline 

 Maximize the rotation of mowing and/or clearing along that maintained ROW to 

allow for the establishment of more beneficial wildlife habitat 

 Perform initial tree clearing for the project between August 15
th

 and April 15
th

 

 Use the following seed mixes, or similar herbaceous seed mixes that will minimize 

competition with volunteer woody plant species, while offering additional wildlife 

habitat and food sources along the reclaimed ROW: 

 

Steep Slopes Other Areas 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye or 

wheat in fall) 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye 

or wheat in fall) 

10 lbs/acre Timothy 5 lbs/acre Timothy 

3 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 5 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 

4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 

3 lbs/acre Alsike Clover 2 lbs/acre Indiangrass 

3 lbs/acre Ladino Clover 1 lb/acre Side-oats Grama 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 1 lb/acre Switchgrass 

 ¼ lb/acre Black-eyed Susan 

 ¼ lb/acre Lance-leaved 

Coreopsis 

 Straw Mulch, NO HAY 

 

 Perform any future mowing and/or clearing along the maintained ROW between 

August 15
th

 and April 15
th

 

 

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data files and is valid for two 

(2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence of recorded information does not necessarily 

imply actual conditions on site.  Should project plans change or additional information on listed 

or proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered. 

 

Should the proposed work continue beyond the period covered by this letter, please resubmit the 

project to the PGC at the following address as an “Update” (including an updated PNDI receipt, 

project narrative and accurate map): 

PA Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 
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Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 

If the proposed work has not changed and no additional information concerning listed species is 

found, the project will be cleared for PNDI requirements by the PGC for an additional 2 years. 

 

This finding applies to impacts to birds and mammals only.  To complete your review of state 

and federally-listed threatened and endangered species and species of special concern, please be 

sure that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the PA Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources, and/or the PA Fish and Boat Commission have been contacted regarding this project 

as directed by the online PNDI ER Tool found at www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us. 

 

Please be sure to include the above-referenced PGC ID Number on any future correspondence 

with the PGC regarding this project. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
John Taucher 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Phone: 717-787-4250, Extension 3632 

Fax: 717-787-6957 

E-Mail: jotaucher@pa.gov 

 

 

A PNHP Partner 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

JWT/jwt 

 

Enclosures: 

  PGC Survey Maps 

  PGC Allegheny Woodrat Guidance Document 

  PGC Protocol for Assessing Bat Use of Potential Hibernacula 

 

cc: Figured 

 Metz 

 Wenner 

 Morgan 

 Sussenbach 

 Mitchell 

 Dunn 

http://www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us/
mailto:jotaucher@pa.gov
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 Turner 

 Gross 

 Barber 
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 Librandi Mumma 

 Ms. Stephanie Livelsberger, Pennsylvania Department of Natural Resources 
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January 14, 2015 

 

Mr. John Taucher 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 

 

RE: PGC ID Number: 201408190001 Revised 

 

Dear Mr. Taucher, 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Texas Eastern Transmission, LP; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI 

Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015.  

 

Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a new preferred alternative route and to obtain 

permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been 

adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified 

since we last provided your agency with detailed project mapping on October 24, 2014.  In Pennsylvania, 

the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for approximately 2.5 miles to the north side of State 

Route 33 near Bethlehem, PA. In New Jersey, the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for 

approximately 21 miles, from M.P. 90 (approximate) to the southern project terminus. This re-route has 

also necessitated a 1.3-mile, 36-inch lateral near Lambertville, NJ to transport gas to Algonquin and 

Texas Eastern Transmission systems. USGS topographic maps showing just the new route adjustments in 

Pennsylvania and updated shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to 

aide in your review and analysis of the project.  

 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please contact me if 

you have any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 

 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

  Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 



 

January 28, 2015   PGC ID Number: 201408190001 Revision 

 

Bernard Holcomb 

URS Corporation 

625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 

Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Bernard.Holcomb@urs.com 
 

Re: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC – Penneast Pipeline Project (Revision) 

State Game Lands Nos. 91, 40, 129, and 168 
Large Project PNDI Review 

Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, PA 

 

Dear Mr. Holcomb,  

  

Thank you for submitting your Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Large Project 

Environmental Review request.  The Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) screened this 

project for potential impacts to species and resources of concern under PGC responsibility, 

which includes birds and mammals only.  This is an update to the PNDI letter that was issued on 

December 17, 2014 based on the revised preferred alternative route that was provided to the PGC 

on January 14, 2015. 

 

Potential Impact Anticipated 

PNDI records indicate species or resources of concern are located in the vicinity of the project.  

The PGC has received and thoroughly reviewed the information that you provided to this office 

as well as PNDI data, and has determined that potential impacts to threatened, endangered, and 

species of special concern may be associated with your project.  Therefore, additional measures 

are necessary to avoid potential impacts to the species listed below: 

Scientific Name Common Name PA Status 

Glaucomys sabrinus macrotis Northern Flying Squirrel ENDANGERED 

Neotoma magister Allegheny Woodrat THREATENED 

Myotis leibii Eastern Small-footed Bat THREATENED 

Pandion haliaetus Osprey THREATENED 

Myotis septentrionalis Northern Long-eared Bat SPECIAL CONCERN 

 

  

ADMINISTRATIVE BUREAUS: 
 
 

ADMINISTRATION.…………………717-787-5670 
     HUMAN RESOURCES………....717-787-7836 
     FISCAL MANAGEMENT.……....717-787-7314 
     CONTRACTS AND 
     PROCUREMENT.……………….717-787-6594 
     LICENSING.……………………...717-787-2084 
     OFFICE SERVICES.…………….717-787-2116 
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT.………..717-787-5529 
INFORMATION & EDUCATION…...717-787-6286 
WILDLIFE PROTECTION.………....717-783-6526 
WILDLIFE HABITAT 
MANAGEMENT.……………….…….717-787-6818 
     REAL ESTATE DIVISION.………717-787-6568 
AUTOMATED TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES.…………………………...717-787-4076 
 

www.pgc.state.pa.us  

 
 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 ELMERTON AVENUE 

HARRISBURG, PA 17110-9797 
 

“To manage all wild birds, mammals and their habitats 
for current and future generations.” 

 Division of Environmental 
Planning and Habitat 

Protection 

 

717-783-5957  

http://www.pgc.state.pa.us/
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Next Steps 

Northern Flying Squirrel 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where northern 

flying squirrels are known to exist, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is 

requesting the following for this portion of the project: 

 Avoid all clearing activities between April 15th and June 15th to avoid potential 

impacts to northern flying squirrel young that are expected to be confined to their 

nests during this period. 

 Develop and provide detailed plans and GIS shapefiles illustrating permanent and 

temporary right of way (ROW) limits for the project. 

Please be advised that following our review of the above detailed plans, the PGC will be 

requesting a northern flying squirrel mitigation plan that may incorporate, but is not limited 

to, the following components: 

 Replanting of the temporary ROW with various species of conifer seedlings, 

planted no less than 7.5 feet on center, and no more than 10 feet on center. 

 Monitoring of the plantings for a minimum of 5 years, at which time 80% survival 

must be achieved or additional corrective action and monitoring will be required 

until such time as 80% survival is achieved. 

 Installation of glide poles (telephone pole) with horizontal launch beams and 

shelters on each pole to facilitate northern flying squirrel passage across the cleared 

ROW. 

 

Allegheny Woodrat 

The PGC has identified portions of the proposed project where potential Allegheny woodrat 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

Allegheny woodrat surveys be completed in areas specified within the attached PGC Survey 

Maps.  The surveys should be completed by a qualified biologist and follow protocols found in 

the PGC Allegheny Woodrat guidance document.  Please be sure that the following information, 

at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the 

locations (i.e. points) of all woodrat activity centers and potential activity centers, 

as well as the limits (i.e. polygons) of all woodrat habitat sites (central point 

locations with average width and length measurements will not be accepted to 

illustrate the habitat sites) 

 color photographs, keyed to a location and orientation map, of any woodrat habitat 

sites, activity centers, potential activity centers, or woodrat sign that are identified 

during the surveys 

 completed Woodrat Habitat Site Survey forms for each habitat site identified during 

the survey 

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31
st
 of the year 

the survey is completed. 
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Eastern Small-footed Bat 

The PGC has identified portions of the project where potential eastern small-footed bat day roost 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that all 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat in areas specified within the attached PGC 

Survey Maps be assessed and delineated by a qualified biologist.  Please be sure that the 

following information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the 

limits of all potential small-footed bat day roost habitat that is identified 

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of tree clearing throughout the 

Small-footed Bat Survey Area 

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of earthwork, including any 

proposed grubbing or erosion and sedimentation pollution controls, throughout the 

Small-footed Bat Survey Area 

 representative color photographs of all surface rock encountered during the 

assessment and delineation regardless of whether the rock is considered to be 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat or not (numerous photos for 

each area of surface rock are strongly recommended) 

 a narrative or table detailing the following information for each area of surface rock 

that is encountered during the assessment and delineation to support or refute the 

rock’s potential as eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat: 

o the estimated canopy cover over the rock 

o anticipated solar exposure of the rock 

o amount and size of crevices available for roost sites 

o presence of organic material, soil, or water within those crevices 

o other details as necessary that cannot be adequately conveyed via the 

photos provided 

 a narrative detailing the reasons for any surface rock encountered not being 

considered potential small-footed bat day roost habitat 

 a photo location and orientation map for all photos provided 

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31
st
 of the year 

the survey is completed. 
 

Osprey 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where have 

known to nest, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting the 

following seasonal restriction for this portion of the project: 

 No activities related to this project shall occur within the Osprey Restriction area 

identified on Map 3 of the attached PGC Survey Maps during the nesting season, 

Mach 25 through July 31.  All project related activities shall be completed in this 

area between August 1 and March 24. 
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Northern Long-eared Bats 

Northern long-eared bats are a species of special concern and therefore, not target species for 

additional surveys.  However, because of their ecological significance, all trees or dead snags 

greater than 5 inches in diameter at breast height that need to be harvested to facilitate the project 

(including any access roads or off-ROW work spaces) should be cut between November 1st and 

March 31st. 

 

Potential Bat Hibernacula 

The PA Department of Environmental Protection’s Abandoned Mine Land (AML) Inventory 

Points from www.pasda.psu.edu indicates abandoned mine features may be located within the 

requested review area.  These mine features have the potential to connect to abandoned deep 

mine workings that can serve as hibernacula for a variety of cave bat species.  These AML 

openings and any undocumented openings and caves located along the proposed alignment and 

within the review buffer must be assessed following the PGC Protocol for Assessing Bat Use of 

Potential Hibernacula.  Any features having potential as bat hibernacula will need to be 

surveyed to determine the presence or absence of bat species.  A special use permit will need to 

be obtained by the consultant in order to conduct such surveys that involve the handling of bats. 

 

State Game Lands 

Portions of the proposed project are located on State Game Lands Nos. 91, 40, 129, and 168.  

Please contact Mr. Peter Sussenbach, Northeast Land Management Supervisor, at 570-675-1143 

to discuss and coordinate the project on SGL’s 91, 40, and 129, and Mr. Dave Mitchell, 

Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor, at 610-926-3136 to discuss and coordinate the 

project on SGL 168. 

Conservation Measures 

National Wetland Inventory Mapping (NWI) and/or aerial photos suggest that wetlands are 

located within the requested review throughout the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

the final project avoid, or at least minimize to the greatest practical extent, any adverse impacts 

to these resources and their associated wildlife habitat. 

 

In addition, portions of the project located in Luzerne and Carbon County are within areas where 

the abundance and species richness of various area-sensitive forest bird species are among the 

highest in the state.  Area-sensitive forest bird species are those species that require a large 

expanse of relatively contiguous (un-fragmented) forest to maintain their populations.  The 

species found in these areas are listed as species of greatest conservation need in Pennsylvania’s 

Wildlife Action Plan (WAP).  The WAP was designed to proactively manage and safeguard the 

state’s declining fish and wildlife resources, and sets a framework to conserve Pennsylvania’s 

diverse wildlife, maintain their role in ecological processes, and protect and enhance species of 

conservation concern (not just imperiled species).  Although these area-sensitive forest bird 

species are not currently listed as threatened or endangered, and do not produce potential 

conflicts for projects reviewed using the on-line PNDI Environmental Review Tool, their 

populations and requisite habitat are either in decline, or are vulnerable to decline in the state. 

 

As a result, the PGC is recommending the following conservation measures be implemented, to 

the greatest extent practicable, to minimize impacts to these area-sensitive forest bird species and 

minimize additional fragmentation of forested tracts throughout the project area: 

http://www.pasda.psu.edu/
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 Co-locate the pipeline and associated facilities with existing roads and other

disturbed areas

 Minimize the width of the temporary construction right-of-way (ROW), and avoid

grubbing where possible to encourage the re-establishment of woody vegetation

 Minimize the width of the permanent, maintained ROW to only that which is

absolutely necessary to maintain the integrity of the pipeline

 Maximize the rotation of mowing and/or clearing along that maintained ROW to

allow for the establishment of more beneficial wildlife habitat

 Perform initial tree clearing for the project between August 15
th

 and April 15
th

 Use the following seed mixes, or similar herbaceous seed mixes that will minimize

competition with volunteer woody plant species, while offering additional wildlife

habitat and food sources along the reclaimed ROW:

Steep Slopes Other Areas 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye or 

wheat in fall) 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye 

or wheat in fall) 

10 lbs/acre Timothy 5 lbs/acre Timothy 

3 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 5 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 

4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 

3 lbs/acre Alsike Clover 2 lbs/acre Indiangrass 

3 lbs/acre Ladino Clover 1 lb/acre Side-oats Grama 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 1 lb/acre Switchgrass 

¼ lb/acre Black-eyed Susan 

¼ lb/acre Lance-leaved 

Coreopsis 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 

 Perform any future mowing and/or clearing along the maintained ROW between

August 15
th

 and April 15
th

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data files and is valid for two 

(2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence of recorded information does not necessarily

imply actual conditions on site.  Should project plans change or additional information on listed

or proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered.

Should the proposed work continue beyond the period covered by this letter, please resubmit the 

project to the PGC at the following address as an “Update” (including an updated PNDI receipt, 

project narrative and accurate map): 

PA Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 
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Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 

If the proposed work has not changed and no additional information concerning listed species is 

found, the project will be cleared for PNDI requirements by the PGC for an additional 2 years. 

This finding applies to impacts to birds and mammals only.  To complete your review of state 

and federally-listed threatened and endangered species and species of special concern, please be 

sure that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the PA Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources, and/or the PA Fish and Boat Commission have been contacted regarding this project 

as directed by the online PNDI ER Tool found at www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us. 

Please be sure to include the above-referenced PGC ID Number on any future correspondence 

with the PGC regarding this project. 

Sincerely, 

John Taucher 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Phone: 717-787-4250, Extension 3632 

Fax: 717-787-6957 

E-Mail: jotaucher@pa.gov

A PNHP Partner 

JWT/jwt 

Enclosures: 

PGC Survey Maps 

cc: Figured 

Metz 

Wenner 

Morgan 

Sussenbach 

Mitchell 

Dunn 

Brauning 

Turner 

http://www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us/
mailto:jotaucher@pa.gov


Mr. Holcomb -7- January 28, 2015 

Gross 

Barber 

DiMatteo 

Havens 

Librandi Mumma 

Ms. Stephanie Livelsberger, Pennsylvania Department of Natural Resources 

H:\OIL&GAS_PNDI_Reviews\Statewide & Multi-Region Projects 
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625 W RIDGE PIKE STE E100
CONSHOHOCKEN PA 19428 - 3200

Fee $ 0 Renewable No
Report Required UPON COMPLETION

5/23/1975
610-832-1810

District

County

6-48-1

NORTHAMPTON

Conditions

1 THE VALIDITY OF THIS PERMIT IS CONDITIONED UPON THE RECEIPT AND MAINTENANCE OF ANY OTHER 
APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE OR LOCAL PERMITS REQUIRED BY LAW.

2 A COPY OF THIS PERMIT SHALL BE CARRIED AND PRESENTED UPON REQUEST OF ANY DULY AUTHORIZED 
OFFICER OR REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMMISSION.

3 ALL PERMITTED ACTIVITIES SHALL AT ALL TIMES BE CONDUCTED IN CONFORMANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE 
REQUIREMENTS OF THE GAME AND WILDLIFE CODE (34 PA.C.S. § 101 ET SEQ.) AND ITS ATTENDANT 
REGULATIONS (58 PA. CODE § 131.1 ET SEQ.).

4 THIS PERMIT CANNOT BE TRANSFERRED IN WHOLE OR IN PART TO ANOTHER PARTY.

5 PERMITTEE OR SUBPERMITTEE DOES NOT HAVE SOLE USE OF THE GAME LANDS ON DATES LISTED ABOVE. 
PERMITTED ACTIVITIES CANNOT IMPACT OTHER USERS OF THE GAME LANDS.

6 PERMITTEE MUST COMPLY WITH ALL OTHER GAME LAWS AND REGULATIONS. PERMITTEE SHALL BE 
RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL DAMAGES DONE BY PERMITTEE OR SUBPERMITTEES TO TREES OR FAUNA, ROADS, 
BRIDGES, PROPERTY LINES, TELEPHONE OR POWER LINES CROSSING GAME LANDS OR ADJACENT THERETO, 
OR DAMAGE TO ANY OTHER IMPROVEMENTS OR STRUCTURES THEREON AS REFERENCED IN THE GAME 
AND WILDLIFE CODE SECTION 721(A) AND REGULATIONS PROMULGATED UNDER 58 REGULATIONS 
SECTIONS 135.2 AND 135.41. PERMITTEE IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE REMOVAL OF TRASH GENERATED BY 
PERMITTED ACTIVITIES AS REFERENCED IN THE GAME AND WILDLIFE CODE SECTION 2510, LITTERING AND 
RESTRICTIONS ON VEHICLES. NO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY OR VENDORS WILL BE PERMITTED.

Pittman-robertson No

BERNARD HOLCOMB

2/1/2015 - 8/31/2015Effective Date
REGION SE
LMG 6-4

SGL/AREA 168

Phone
DOB

Description Pipeline Survey SGL 168

Permittee

Continued...
Revision # 1

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG PA 17110

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit # 33971
Permit Type Surveying



7 ACCESS MAY BE DENIED AT CERTAIN TIMES DUE TO HUNTING SEASONS, INCLEMENT WEATHER, ROAD 
CONDITIONS OR OTHER CONFLICTS AS DETERMINED BY THE LAND MANAGEMENT GROUP SUPERVISOR.

8 ALL MATERIALS, FLAGGING, MARKERS, ETC. SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE GAME LAND AT THE 
CONCLUSION OF THE ACTIVITY.

9 ANY VIOLATION OF THIS PERMIT IS SUBJECT TO PENALTY UNDER APPLICABLE LAWS.

10 NO MOTORIZED VEHICLES SHALL BE USED ON THE SGL WITHOUT THE SPECIFIC ADVANCE PERMISSION OF 
THE LAND MANAGEMENT GROUP SUPERVISOR. TRAVEL BY ALL VEHICLES UPON THE SGL ASSOCIATED 
WITH THIS ACTIVITY IS LIMITED TO LICENSED AND INSURED MOTORIZED VEHICLES.

11 PERMITTEE SHALL AT ALL TIMES HEREAFTER INDEMNIFY AND SAVE HARMLESS THE PGC AND 
COMMONWEALTH FROM AND AGAINST ANY AND ALL DETRIMENT, DAMAGES, LEASES, CLAIMS, DEMANDS, 
SUITS, COSTS, AND EXPENSES NOT HEREIN PROVIDED FOR WHICH THE PGC AND COMMONWEALTH MAY 
SUFFER, SUSTAIN OR BE SUBJECTED TO, DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY, BY REASON OF THIS AUTHORIZATION.

12 THE PERMITTEE MUST COMPLY WITH ALL GAME LAWS AND REGULATIONS NOT EXEMPTED BY THIS 
PERMIT.

13 THE VALIDITY OF THIS PERMIT IS CONDITIONED UPON RECEIPT OF ANY OTHER REQUIRED FEDERAL, 
STATE OR LOCAL PERMITS.

14 NO ACTIVITIES ARE TO BE CONDUCTED DURING THE REGULAR FIREARMS DEER SEASON, OR ON 
SATURDAYS DURING THE EARLY GOOSE/DOVE SEASON, FALL ARCHERY OR MUZZLELOADER DEER SEASON, 
REGULAR SMALL GAME SEASON, FALL TURKEY SEASON, BEAR SEASON, OR BEFORE NOON DURING THE 
OPENING DAY AND SATURDAYS OF WATERFOWL SEASONS OR BEFORE NOON DURING THE OPENING 
DAY AND SATURDAYS OF SPRING TURKEY SEASON UNDER THIS PERMIT OR AREAS ACCESSED USING THIS 
PERMIT

15 ANY PERSON ON STATE GAME LANDS BETWEEN NOVEMBER 15 AND DECEMBER 15[SUNDAYS EXCEPTED] 
MUST WEAR AT LEAST 250 SQUARE INCHES OF DAYLIGHT FLUORESCENT ORANGE COLORED MATERIAL 
ON THE HEAD, CHEST AND BACK COMBINED. THE WEARING OF THESE MATERIALS IS STRONGLY 
RECOMMENDED DURING OTHER FALL HUNTING SEASONS AND THE SPRING TURKEY SEASON

16 THE LAND MANAGEMENT GROUP SUPERVISOR SHALL BE NOTIFIED 5 DAYS PRIOR TO THE START OF 
ACTIVITY.

17 THIS PERMIT IS VOID IF NOT USED WITHIN THE TIMEFRAME INDICATED UNLESS OTHERWISE EXTENDED BY 
THE COMMISSION.

18 CONTACT PERSON FOR THIS PERMIT IS LMS DAVID MITCHELL. HE CAN BE REACHED AT 610-926-3136.

Date REGIONAL DIRECTOR, 
SOUTHEAST REGION

Permittee Signature 

Revision # 1

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG PA 17110

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit # 33971
Permit Type Surveying



STE E100
625 W RIDGE PIKE
CONSHOHOCKEN PA 19428 - 3200

Fee $ 0 Renewable No
Report Required AS SPECIFIED

12/13/1960
610-832-1810

District

County

5-40-2, 5-45-2

LUZERNE

SubPermitee 2-20 

URS Corporation

Conditions

1 PIPELINE SURVEYS ON PARCELS:  67-F10-00A-004-000; 67-F10-00A-002-000; 67-F10-00A-010-000; 04-113-00A-
001-000 IN LUZERNE COUNTY.  SEE MAPS AND DESCRIPTION OF SURVEYS ATTACHED.

2 THE VALIDITY OF THIS PERMIT IS CONDITIONED UPON THE RECEIPT AND MAINTENANCE OF ANY OTHER 
APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE OR LOCAL PERMITS REQUIRED BY LAW.

3 A COPY OF THIS PERMIT SHALL BE CARRIED AND PRESENTED UPON REQUEST OF ANY DULY AUTHORIZED 
OFFICER OR REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMMISSION.

4 ALL PERMITTED ACTIVITIES SHALL AT ALL TIMES BE CONDUCTED IN CONFORMANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE 
REQUIREMENTS OF THE GAME AND WILDLIFE CODE (34 PA.C.S. § 101 ET SEQ.) AND ITS ATTENDANT 
REGULATIONS (58 PA. CODE § 131.1 ET SEQ.).

5 THIS PERMIT CANNOT BE TRANSFERRED IN WHOLE OR IN PART TO ANOTHER PARTY.

6 PERMITTEE OR SUBPERMITTEE DOES NOT HAVE SOLE USE OF THE GAME LANDS ON DATES LISTED ABOVE. 
PERMITTED ACTIVITIES CANNOT IMPACT OTHER USERS OF THE GAME LANDS.

Pittman-robertson No

CHRISTOPHER MONTANYE

10/22/2014 - 6/22/2015Effective Date
REGION NE
LMG 5-4

SGL/AREA 91

Phone

business

DOB

Description Pipeline surveys on SGL#91

Permittee

Continued...
Revision # 1

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG PA 17110

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit # 33831
Permit Type Surveying



7 NO ACTIVITIES ARE TO BE CONDUCTED DURING THE REGULAR FIREARMS DEER SEASON, OR ON 
SATURDAYS DURING THE EARLY GOOSE/DOVE SEASON, FALL ARCHERY OR MUZZLELOADER DEER SEASON, 
REGULAR SMALL GAME SEASON, FALL TURKEY SEASON, BEAR SEASON, OR BEFORE NOON DURING THE 
OPENING DAY AND SATURDAYS OF WATERFOWL SEASONS OR BEFORE NOON DURING THE OPENING 
DAY AND SATURDAYS OF SPRING TURKEY SEASON UNDER THIS PERMIT OR AREAS ACCESSED USING THIS 
PERMIT

8 PERMITTEE SHALL MAINTAIN ANY ROADS EFFECTED IN A DRIVABLE CONDITION, AND SHALL TAKE SUCH 
MEASURES AS ARE NECESSARY (WHICH MAY INCLUDE GRADING, APPLYING STONE AND KEEPING 
DRAINAGE STRUCTURES CLEAR AND FUNCTIONING, AS DETERMINED BY THE LAND MANAGEMENT 
OFFICER) TO PREVENT THE ROAD FROM BECOMING IMPASSABLE TO NORMAL COMMISSION USE ON A DAY 
TO DAY BASIS.

9 SHOULD ADDITIONAL DAMAGE TO THE COMMONWEALTH RESULT AT ANY TIME FROM THE 
CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION OR MAINTENANCE OF SAID PROJECT NOT HEREIN CONTEMPLATED OR 
SPECIFICALLY MENTIONED, “PERMITTEE” SHALL MAKE FULL COMPENSATION TO “COMMISSION” TO BE 
ESTIMATED AND CALCULATED BY “COMMISSION” AS NEAR AS MAY BE BY THE METHODS THEN IN USE BY 
“COMMISSION” FOR THE COMPUTATION OF DAMAGES.

10 DEFAULT AND FORFEITURE - IF “PERMITTEE” VIOLATES THIS AGREEMENT IN ANY MANNER, OR DOES OR 
PERMITS TO BE DONE ANY OTHER ACT CONTRARY TO THE BEST INTEREST OF “COMMISSION”, 
“COMMISSION” SHALL, BY NOTICE, REQUIRE “PERMITTEE” TO FULFILL ITS OBLIGATIONS HEREUNDER AND 
TO MAKE GOOD ANY DAMAGES RESULTING FROM SAID VIOLATIONS OR DEFAULTS, AND TO DESIST IN 
ANY ACTS OR CONDUCT WHICH ARE NOT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF “COMMISSION” OR WILDLIFE OR THE 
SAID STATE GAME LANDS; AND IN CASE OF THE NEGLECT OR REFUSAL OF “PERMITTEE”, TO COMPLY WITH 
SUCH ORDER OF “COMMISSION”, “PERMITTEE” SHALL CEASE USE OF THE TEMPORARY ROW AND CORRECT 
THE VIOLATION OR DEFAULT OR COMPLY WITH SUCH ORDER WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS. IF “PERMITTEE” 
FAILS TO CORRECT SAID VIOLATION OR COMPLY WITH SUCH ORDER WITHIN A PERIOD OF FIFTEEN (15) 
DAYS, AFTER NOTICE AND ORDER, AS AFORESAID, THEN THE GRANT, PERMIT, OR PRIVILEGE ACQUIRED BY 
“PERMITTEE” UNDER THIS INSTRUMENT SHALL ABSOLUTELY TERMINATE AT THE OPTION OF “COMMISSION”, 
THE TERMINATION OF THIS PERMIT TO BE SIGNIFIED BY WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE EFFECT MAILED TO 
“PERMITTEE”.

11 PERMITTEE MUST COMPLY WITH ALL OTHER GAME LAWS AND REGULATIONS. PERMITTEE SHALL BE 
RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL DAMAGES DONE BY PERMITTEE OR SUBPERMITTEES TO TREES OR FAUNA, ROADS, 
BRIDGES, PROPERTY LINES, TELEPHONE OR POWER LINES CROSSING GAME LANDS OR ADJACENT THERETO, 
OR DAMAGE TO ANY OTHER IMPROVEMENTS OR STRUCTURES THEREON AS REFERENCED IN THE GAME 
AND WILDLIFE CODE SECTION 721(A) AND REGULATIONS PROMULGATED UNDER 58 REGULATIONS 
SECTIONS 135.2 AND 135.41. PERMITTEE IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE REMOVAL OF TRASH GENERATED BY 
PERMITTED ACTIVITIES AS REFERENCED IN THE GAME AND WILDLIFE CODE SECTION 2510, LITTERING AND 
RESTRICTIONS ON VEHICLES. NO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY OR VENDORS WILL BE PERMITTED.

12 A COPY OF THIS PERMIT SHALL BE CARRIED AND PRESENTED UPON REQUEST OF ANY DULY AUTHORIZED 
OFFICER.

13 ACCESS MAY BE DENIED AT CERTAIN TIMES DUE TO HUNTING SEASONS, INCLEMENT WEATHER, ROAD 
CONDITIONS OR OTHER CONFLICTS AS DETERMINED BY THE LAND MANAGEMENT GROUP SUPERVISOR.

14 ALL MATERIALS, FLAGGING, MARKERS, ETC. SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE GAME LAND AT THE 
CONCLUSION OF THE ACTIVITY.

Continued...
Revision # 1

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG PA 17110

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit # 33831
Permit Type Surveying



15 ANY PERSON ON STATE GAME LANDS BETWEEN NOVEMBER 15 AND DECEMBER 15[SUNDAYS EXCEPTED] 
MUST WEAR AT LEAST 250 SQUARE INCHES OF DAYLIGHT FLUORESCENT ORANGE COLORED MATERIAL 
ON THE HEAD, CHEST AND BACK COMBINED. THE WEARING OF THESE MATERIALS IS STRONGLY 
RECOMMENDED DURING OTHER FALL HUNTING SEASONS AND THE SPRING TURKEY SEASON

16 COPY OF THIS PERMIT MUST BE CARRIED AT ALL TIMES BY EVERYONE INVOLVED WITH SURVEYS OR 
SPECIMEN COLLECTION ON THE SITE AND PRESENTED TO ANY PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION 
OFFICER UPON REQUEST.

17 FAILURE TO WORK WITHIN THE FEDERAL AUTHORIZATION LIMITATIONS WILL VOID THIS PERMIT.

18 NO MOTORIZED VEHICLES SHALL BE USED ON THE SGL WITHOUT THE SPECIFIC ADVANCE PERMISSION OF 
THE LAND MANAGEMENT GROUP SUPERVISOR. TRAVEL BY ALL VEHICLES UPON THE SGL ASSOCIATED 
WITH THIS ACTIVITY IS LIMITED TO LICENSED AND INSURED MOTORIZED VEHICLES.

19 NO PERSON UTILIZING THIS PERMIT TO ACCESS GAME LANDS MAY HUNT WHILE DOING SO.

20 PERMITTEE SHALL AT ALL TIMES HEREAFTER INDEMNIFY AND SAVE HARMLESS THE PGC AND 
COMMONWEALTH FROM AND AGAINST ANY AND ALL DETRIMENT, DAMAGES, LEASES, CLAIMS, DEMANDS, 
SUITS, COSTS, AND EXPENSES NOT HEREIN PROVIDED FOR WHICH THE PGC AND COMMONWEALTH MAY 
SUFFER, SUSTAIN OR BE SUBJECTED TO, DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY, BY REASON OF THIS AUTHORIZATION.

21 PERMITTEE SHALL HOLD HARMLESS THE GAME COMMISSION FROM ANY CLAIMS, EXPENSES, COSTS, 
DAMAGES, SUITS, OR DEMANDS RESULTING FROM ANY DAMAGES TO SPRINGS, STREAMS, WATER SUPPLIES, 
PRIVATE OR PUBLIC ROADS, PIPELINES, POWER LINES OR OTHER IMPROVEMENTS ON OR UNDER THE 
SURFACE WHICH MIGHT RESULT FROM THE CONDUCT OF THIS EXPLORATORY ACTIVITY.

22 SHOULD ADDITIONAL DAMAGE NOT SPECIFICALLY MENTIONED RESULT TO COMMONWEALTH PROPERTY 
AT ANY TIME FROM THE CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, OR MAINTENANCE OF THIS PROJECT THE 
PERMITTEE SHALL MAKE FULL COMPENSATION TO THE COMMISSION FOR THE ADDITIONAL DAMAGES.

23 THE LAND MANAGEMENT GROUP SUPERVISOR SHALL BE NOTIFIED 5 DAYS PRIOR TO THE START OF 
ACTIVITY.

24 THE PERMITTEE MUST COMPLY WITH ALL GAME LAWS AND REGULATIONS NOT EXEMPTED BY THIS 
PERMIT.

25 THE VALIDITY OF THIS PERMIT IS CONDITIONED UPON RECEIPT OF ANY OTHER REQUIRED FEDERAL, 
STATE OR LOCAL PERMITS.

26 THIS PERMIT IS VOID IF NOT USED WITHIN THE TIMEFRAME INDICATED UNLESS OTHERWISE EXTENDED BY 
THE COMMISSION.

27 TRAVEL BY ALL VEHICLES UPON THE SGL ASSOCIATED WITH THIS ACTIVITY IS LIMITED TO LICENSED AND 
INSURED MOTORIZED VEHICLES.

Date REGIONAL DIRECTOR, 
NORTHEAST REGION

Permittee Signature 

Revision # 1

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG PA 17110

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit # 33831
Permit Type Surveying



STE E100
625 W RIDGE PIKE
CONSHOHOCKEN PA 19428 - 3200

Fee $ 0 Renewable No
Report Required AS SPECIFIED

12/13/1960
610-832-3653

District

County

5-13-1

CARBON

URS Corporation

Conditions

1 PARCEL #45-20-A11 SURVEY'S FOR THE PROPOSED PIPELINE ROUTE THRU PA SGL'S

2 THE VALIDITY OF THIS PERMIT IS CONDITIONED UPON THE RECEIPT AND MAINTENANCE OF ANY OTHER 
APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE OR LOCAL PERMITS REQUIRED BY LAW.

3 A COPY OF THIS PERMIT SHALL BE CARRIED AND PRESENTED UPON REQUEST OF ANY DULY AUTHORIZED 
OFFICER OR REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMMISSION.

4 ALL PERMITTED ACTIVITIES SHALL AT ALL TIMES BE CONDUCTED IN CONFORMANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE 
REQUIREMENTS OF THE GAME AND WILDLIFE CODE (34 PA.C.S. § 101 ET SEQ.) AND ITS ATTENDANT 
REGULATIONS (58 PA. CODE § 131.1 ET SEQ.).

5 THIS PERMIT CANNOT BE TRANSFERRED IN WHOLE OR IN PART TO ANOTHER PARTY.

6 PERMITTEE OR SUBPERMITTEE DOES NOT HAVE SOLE USE OF THE GAME LANDS ON DATES LISTED ABOVE. 
PERMITTED ACTIVITIES CANNOT IMPACT OTHER USERS OF THE GAME LANDS.

7 NO ACTIVITIES ARE TO BE CONDUCTED DURING THE REGULAR FIREARMS DEER SEASON, OR ON 
SATURDAYS DURING THE EARLY GOOSE/DOVE SEASON, FALL ARCHERY OR MUZZLELOADER DEER SEASON, 
REGULAR SMALL GAME SEASON, FALL TURKEY SEASON, BEAR SEASON, OR BEFORE NOON DURING THE 
OPENING DAY AND SATURDAYS OF WATERFOWL SEASONS OR BEFORE NOON DURING THE OPENING 
DAY AND SATURDAYS OF SPRING TURKEY SEASON UNDER THIS PERMIT OR AREAS ACCESSED USING THIS 
PERMIT

Pittman-robertson No

JONATHAN WEST

1/20/2015 - 10/20/2015Effective Date
REGION NE
LMG 5-4

SGL/AREA 40

Phone

business

DOB

Description SGL#40 - Surveys for the proposed pipeline route thru PA SGL's

Permittee

Continued...
Revision # 1

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG PA 17110

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit # 34176
Permit Type Surveying



8 PERMITTEE SHALL MAINTAIN ANY ROADS EFFECTED IN A DRIVABLE CONDITION, AND SHALL TAKE SUCH 
MEASURES AS ARE NECESSARY (WHICH MAY INCLUDE GRADING, APPLYING STONE AND KEEPING 
DRAINAGE STRUCTURES CLEAR AND FUNCTIONING, AS DETERMINED BY THE LAND MANAGEMENT 
OFFICER) TO PREVENT THE ROAD FROM BECOMING IMPASSABLE TO NORMAL COMMISSION USE ON A DAY 
TO DAY BASIS.

9 SHOULD ADDITIONAL DAMAGE TO THE COMMONWEALTH RESULT AT ANY TIME FROM THE 
CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION OR MAINTENANCE OF SAID PROJECT NOT HEREIN CONTEMPLATED OR 
SPECIFICALLY MENTIONED, “PERMITTEE” SHALL MAKE FULL COMPENSATION TO “COMMISSION” TO BE 
ESTIMATED AND CALCULATED BY “COMMISSION” AS NEAR AS MAY BE BY THE METHODS THEN IN USE BY 
“COMMISSION” FOR THE COMPUTATION OF DAMAGES.

10 DEFAULT AND FORFEITURE - IF “PERMITTEE” VIOLATES THIS AGREEMENT IN ANY MANNER, OR DOES OR 
PERMITS TO BE DONE ANY OTHER ACT CONTRARY TO THE BEST INTEREST OF “COMMISSION”, 
“COMMISSION” SHALL, BY NOTICE, REQUIRE “PERMITTEE” TO FULFILL ITS OBLIGATIONS HEREUNDER AND 
TO MAKE GOOD ANY DAMAGES RESULTING FROM SAID VIOLATIONS OR DEFAULTS, AND TO DESIST IN 
ANY ACTS OR CONDUCT WHICH ARE NOT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF “COMMISSION” OR WILDLIFE OR THE 
SAID STATE GAME LANDS; AND IN CASE OF THE NEGLECT OR REFUSAL OF “PERMITTEE”, TO COMPLY WITH 
SUCH ORDER OF “COMMISSION”, “PERMITTEE” SHALL CEASE USE OF THE TEMPORARY ROW AND CORRECT 
THE VIOLATION OR DEFAULT OR COMPLY WITH SUCH ORDER WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS. IF “PERMITTEE” 
FAILS TO CORRECT SAID VIOLATION OR COMPLY WITH SUCH ORDER WITHIN A PERIOD OF FIFTEEN (15) 
DAYS, AFTER NOTICE AND ORDER, AS AFORESAID, THEN THE GRANT, PERMIT, OR PRIVILEGE ACQUIRED BY 
“PERMITTEE” UNDER THIS INSTRUMENT SHALL ABSOLUTELY TERMINATE AT THE OPTION OF “COMMISSION”, 
THE TERMINATION OF THIS PERMIT TO BE SIGNIFIED BY WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE EFFECT MAILED TO 
“PERMITTEE”.

11 PERMITTEE MUST COMPLY WITH ALL OTHER GAME LAWS AND REGULATIONS. PERMITTEE SHALL BE 
RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL DAMAGES DONE BY PERMITTEE OR SUBPERMITTEES TO TREES OR FAUNA, ROADS, 
BRIDGES, PROPERTY LINES, TELEPHONE OR POWER LINES CROSSING GAME LANDS OR ADJACENT THERETO, 
OR DAMAGE TO ANY OTHER IMPROVEMENTS OR STRUCTURES THEREON AS REFERENCED IN THE GAME 
AND WILDLIFE CODE SECTION 721(A) AND REGULATIONS PROMULGATED UNDER 58 REGULATIONS 
SECTIONS 135.2 AND 135.41. PERMITTEE IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE REMOVAL OF TRASH GENERATED BY 
PERMITTED ACTIVITIES AS REFERENCED IN THE GAME AND WILDLIFE CODE SECTION 2510, LITTERING AND 
RESTRICTIONS ON VEHICLES. NO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY OR VENDORS WILL BE PERMITTED.

12 A COMPLETE LIST OF VOLUNTEERS OR PARTICIPANTS MUST BE MADE AVAILABLE TO ANY OFFICER OF THE 
PA GAME COMMISSION

13 A COPY OF THIS PERMIT SHALL BE CARRIED AND PRESENTED UPON REQUEST OF ANY DULY AUTHORIZED 
OFFICER.

14 ACCESS MAY BE DENIED AT CERTAIN TIMES DUE TO HUNTING SEASONS, INCLEMENT WEATHER, ROAD 
CONDITIONS OR OTHER CONFLICTS AS DETERMINED BY THE LAND MANAGEMENT GROUP SUPERVISOR.

15 ALL MATERIALS, FLAGGING, MARKERS, ETC. SHALL BE REMOVED FROM THE GAME LAND AT THE 
CONCLUSION OF THE ACTIVITY.

16 ANY PERSON ON STATE GAME LANDS BETWEEN NOVEMBER 15 AND DECEMBER 15[SUNDAYS EXCEPTED] 
MUST WEAR AT LEAST 250 SQUARE INCHES OF DAYLIGHT FLUORESCENT ORANGE COLORED MATERIAL 
ON THE HEAD, CHEST AND BACK COMBINED. THE WEARING OF THESE MATERIALS IS STRONGLY 
RECOMMENDED DURING OTHER FALL HUNTING SEASONS AND THE SPRING TURKEY SEASON

Continued...
Revision # 1

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG PA 17110

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit # 34176
Permit Type Surveying





STE E100
625 W RIDGE PIKE
CONSHOHOCKEN PA 19428 - 3200

Fee $ 0 Renewable No
Report Required AS SPECIFIED

12/13/1960
610-832-3653

District

County

5-40-2

LUZERNE

SubPermitee 2-20 participants 

AECOM, Inc

Conditions

1 SURVEYS FOR THE PROPOSED PIPELINE ROUTE THROUGH SGL

2 THE VALIDITY OF THIS PERMIT IS CONDITIONED UPON THE RECEIPT AND MAINTENANCE OF ANY OTHER 
APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE OR LOCAL PERMITS REQUIRED BY LAW.

3 A COPY OF THIS PERMIT SHALL BE CARRIED AND PRESENTED UPON REQUEST OF ANY DULY AUTHORIZED 
OFFICER OR REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMMISSION.

4 ALL PERMITTED ACTIVITIES SHALL AT ALL TIMES BE CONDUCTED IN CONFORMANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE 
REQUIREMENTS OF THE GAME AND WILDLIFE CODE (34 PA.C.S. § 101 ET SEQ.) AND ITS ATTENDANT 
REGULATIONS (58 PA. CODE § 131.1 ET SEQ.).

5 THIS PERMIT CANNOT BE TRANSFERRED IN WHOLE OR IN PART TO ANOTHER PARTY.

6 PERMITTEE OR SUBPERMITTEE DOES NOT HAVE SOLE USE OF THE GAME LANDS ON DATES LISTED ABOVE. 
PERMITTED ACTIVITIES CANNOT IMPACT OTHER USERS OF THE GAME LANDS.

Pittman-robertson No

JONATHAN WEST

1/23/2015 - 10/20/2015Effective Date
REGION NE
LMG 5-4

SGL/AREA 91

Phone

business

DOB

Description Surveys for the proposed pipeline route through PA SGL's

Permittee
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7 NO ACTIVITIES ARE TO BE CONDUCTED DURING THE REGULAR FIREARMS DEER SEASON, OR ON 
SATURDAYS DURING THE EARLY GOOSE/DOVE SEASON, FALL ARCHERY OR MUZZLELOADER DEER SEASON, 
REGULAR SMALL GAME SEASON, FALL TURKEY SEASON, BEAR SEASON, OR BEFORE NOON DURING THE 
OPENING DAY AND SATURDAYS OF WATERFOWL SEASONS OR BEFORE NOON DURING THE OPENING 
DAY AND SATURDAYS OF SPRING TURKEY SEASON UNDER THIS PERMIT OR AREAS ACCESSED USING THIS 
PERMIT

8 PERMITTEE SHALL MAINTAIN ANY ROADS EFFECTED IN A DRIVABLE CONDITION, AND SHALL TAKE SUCH 
MEASURES AS ARE NECESSARY (WHICH MAY INCLUDE GRADING, APPLYING STONE AND KEEPING 
DRAINAGE STRUCTURES CLEAR AND FUNCTIONING, AS DETERMINED BY THE LAND MANAGEMENT 
OFFICER) TO PREVENT THE ROAD FROM BECOMING IMPASSABLE TO NORMAL COMMISSION USE ON A DAY 
TO DAY BASIS.

9 SHOULD ADDITIONAL DAMAGE TO THE COMMONWEALTH RESULT AT ANY TIME FROM THE 
CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION OR MAINTENANCE OF SAID PROJECT NOT HEREIN CONTEMPLATED OR 
SPECIFICALLY MENTIONED, “PERMITTEE” SHALL MAKE FULL COMPENSATION TO “COMMISSION” TO BE 
ESTIMATED AND CALCULATED BY “COMMISSION” AS NEAR AS MAY BE BY THE METHODS THEN IN USE BY 
“COMMISSION” FOR THE COMPUTATION OF DAMAGES.

10 DEFAULT AND FORFEITURE - IF “PERMITTEE” VIOLATES THIS AGREEMENT IN ANY MANNER, OR DOES OR 
PERMITS TO BE DONE ANY OTHER ACT CONTRARY TO THE BEST INTEREST OF “COMMISSION”, 
“COMMISSION” SHALL, BY NOTICE, REQUIRE “PERMITTEE” TO FULFILL ITS OBLIGATIONS HEREUNDER AND 
TO MAKE GOOD ANY DAMAGES RESULTING FROM SAID VIOLATIONS OR DEFAULTS, AND TO DESIST IN 
ANY ACTS OR CONDUCT WHICH ARE NOT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF “COMMISSION” OR WILDLIFE OR THE 
SAID STATE GAME LANDS; AND IN CASE OF THE NEGLECT OR REFUSAL OF “PERMITTEE”, TO COMPLY WITH 
SUCH ORDER OF “COMMISSION”, “PERMITTEE” SHALL CEASE USE OF THE TEMPORARY ROW AND CORRECT 
THE VIOLATION OR DEFAULT OR COMPLY WITH SUCH ORDER WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS. IF “PERMITTEE” 
FAILS TO CORRECT SAID VIOLATION OR COMPLY WITH SUCH ORDER WITHIN A PERIOD OF FIFTEEN (15) 
DAYS, AFTER NOTICE AND ORDER, AS AFORESAID, THEN THE GRANT, PERMIT, OR PRIVILEGE ACQUIRED BY 
“PERMITTEE” UNDER THIS INSTRUMENT SHALL ABSOLUTELY TERMINATE AT THE OPTION OF “COMMISSION”, 
THE TERMINATION OF THIS PERMIT TO BE SIGNIFIED BY WRITTEN NOTICE TO THE EFFECT MAILED TO 
“PERMITTEE”.

11 PERMITTEE MUST COMPLY WITH ALL OTHER GAME LAWS AND REGULATIONS. PERMITTEE SHALL BE 
RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL DAMAGES DONE BY PERMITTEE OR SUBPERMITTEES TO TREES OR FAUNA, ROADS, 
BRIDGES, PROPERTY LINES, TELEPHONE OR POWER LINES CROSSING GAME LANDS OR ADJACENT THERETO, 
OR DAMAGE TO ANY OTHER IMPROVEMENTS OR STRUCTURES THEREON AS REFERENCED IN THE GAME 
AND WILDLIFE CODE SECTION 721(A) AND REGULATIONS PROMULGATED UNDER 58 REGULATIONS 
SECTIONS 135.2 AND 135.41. PERMITTEE IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE REMOVAL OF TRASH GENERATED BY 
PERMITTED ACTIVITIES AS REFERENCED IN THE GAME AND WILDLIFE CODE SECTION 2510, LITTERING AND 
RESTRICTIONS ON VEHICLES. NO COMMERCIAL ACTIVITY OR VENDORS WILL BE PERMITTED.

12 A COMPLETE LIST OF VOLUNTEERS OR PARTICIPANTS MUST BE MADE AVAILABLE TO ANY OFFICER OF THE 
PA GAME COMMISSION

13 A COPY OF THIS PERMIT SHALL BE CARRIED AND PRESENTED UPON REQUEST OF ANY DULY AUTHORIZED 
OFFICER.

14 ACCESS MAY BE DENIED AT CERTAIN TIMES DUE TO HUNTING SEASONS, INCLEMENT WEATHER, ROAD 
CONDITIONS OR OTHER CONFLICTS AS DETERMINED BY THE LAND MANAGEMENT GROUP SUPERVISOR.

Continued...
Revision # 1

PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
2001 ELMERTON AVENUE
HARRISBURG PA 17110

SPECIAL USE PERMIT

Permit # 34213
Permit Type Surveying





                                                                     

March 30, 2015 

 

Mr. John Taucher 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 

 

Dear Mr. Taucher: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 

preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 

preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 

use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 

mapping on January 14, 2015. 

 

Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 

and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 

the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 

location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 

Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 

housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 

adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  

 

In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 

Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) to 

supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts.  

 

A summary of the significant route variations in Pennsylvania is provided below: 

 

 In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has been re-routed 

¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). The alignment 

has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply mainline in a 

location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources.  

 
 Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the alignment between 

mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route in an effort to refine 

the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail.  

 



                                                                     

 In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less than ½-

mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and local 

officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current and 

future land use plans in the area.  

 

Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

 

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


 

May 5, 2015   PGC ID Number: 201408190001 Revision 

 

Bernard Holcomb 

URS Corporation 

625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 

Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Bernard.Holcomb@urs.com 
 

Re: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC – Penneast Pipeline Project (Revision) 

State Game Lands Nos. 91, 40, 129, and 168 
Large Project PNDI Review 

Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, PA 

 

Dear Mr. Holcomb,  

  

Thank you for submitting your Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Large Project 

Environmental Review request.  The Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) screened this 

project for potential impacts to species and resources of concern under PGC responsibility, 

which includes birds and mammals only.  This is an update to the PNDI letter that was issued on 

December 28, 2015 based on the revised proposed route that was provided to the PGC on March 

31, 2015. 

 

Potential Impact Anticipated 

PNDI records indicate species or resources of concern are located in the vicinity of the project.  

The PGC has received and thoroughly reviewed the information that you provided to this office 

as well as PNDI data, and has determined that potential impacts to threatened, endangered, and 

species of special concern may be associated with your project.  Therefore, additional measures 

are necessary to avoid potential impacts to the species listed below: 

Scientific Name Common Name PA Status Federal Status 

Myotis septentrionalis Northern Long-eared Bat THREATENED THREATENED 

Glaucomys sabrinus macrotis Northern Flying Squirrel ENDANGERED N/A 

Neotoma magister Allegheny Woodrat THREATENED N/A 

Myotis leibii Eastern Small-footed Bat THREATENED N/A 

Pandion haliaetus Osprey THREATENED N/A 

 

  

ADMINISTRATIVE BUREAUS: 
 
 

ADMINISTRATION.…………………717-787-5670 
     HUMAN RESOURCES………....717-787-7836 
     FISCAL MANAGEMENT.……....717-787-7314 
     CONTRACTS AND 
     PROCUREMENT.……………….717-787-6594 
     LICENSING.……………………...717-787-2084 
     OFFICE SERVICES.…………….717-787-2116 
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT.………..717-787-5529 
INFORMATION & EDUCATION…...717-787-6286 
WILDLIFE PROTECTION.………....717-783-6526 
WILDLIFE HABITAT 
MANAGEMENT.……………….…….717-787-6818 
     REAL ESTATE DIVISION.………717-787-6568 
AUTOMATED TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES.…………………………...717-787-4076 
 

www.pgc.state.pa.us  

 
 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 ELMERTON AVENUE 

HARRISBURG, PA 17110-9797 
 

“To manage all wild birds, mammals and their habitats 
for current and future generations.” 

 Division of Environmental 
Planning and Habitat 

Protection 

 

717-783-5957  

http://www.pgc.state.pa.us/
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Next Steps 

Northern Long-eared Bats 

Northern long-eared bats are a federally listed threatened species under the jurisdiction of the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  As a result, our agency defers comments on potential impacts to 

Northern long-eared bats to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 

Northern Flying Squirrel 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where northern 

flying squirrels are known to exist, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is 

requesting the following for this portion of the project: 

 Avoid all clearing activities between April 15th and June 15th to avoid potential 

impacts to northern flying squirrel young that are expected to be confined to their 

nests during this period. 

 Develop and provide detailed plans and GIS shapefiles illustrating permanent and 

temporary right of way (ROW) limits for the project. 

Please be advised that following our review of the above detailed plans, the PGC will be 

requesting a northern flying squirrel mitigation plan that may incorporate, but is not limited 

to, the following components: 

 Replanting of the temporary ROW with various species of conifer seedlings, 

planted no less than 7.5 feet on center, and no more than 10 feet on center. 

 Monitoring of the plantings for a minimum of 5 years, at which time 80% survival 

must be achieved or additional corrective action and monitoring will be required 

until such time as 80% survival is achieved. 

 Installation of glide poles (telephone pole) with horizontal launch beams and 

shelters on each pole to facilitate northern flying squirrel passage across the cleared 

ROW. 

 

Allegheny Woodrat 

The PGC has identified portions of the proposed project where potential Allegheny woodrat 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

Allegheny woodrat surveys be completed in areas specified within the attached PGC Survey 

Maps.  The surveys should be completed by a qualified biologist and follow protocols found in 

the PGC Allegheny Woodrat guidance document.  Please be sure that the following information, 

at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the 

locations (i.e. points) of all woodrat activity centers and potential activity centers, 

as well as the limits (i.e. polygons) of all woodrat habitat sites (central point 

locations with average width and length measurements will not be accepted to 

illustrate the habitat sites) 

 color photographs, keyed to a location and orientation map, of any woodrat habitat 

sites, activity centers, potential activity centers, or woodrat sign that are identified 

during the surveys 
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 completed Woodrat Habitat Site Survey forms for each habitat site identified during 

the survey 

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31st of the year 

the survey is completed. 

 

 

Eastern Small-footed Bat 

The PGC has identified portions of the project where potential eastern small-footed bat day roost 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that all 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat in areas specified within the attached PGC 

Survey Maps be assessed and delineated by a qualified biologist.  Please be sure that the 

following information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the 

limits of all potential small-footed bat day roost habitat that is identified 

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of tree clearing throughout the 

Small-footed Bat Survey Area 

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of earthwork, including any 

proposed grubbing or erosion and sedimentation pollution controls, throughout the 

Small-footed Bat Survey Area 

 representative color photographs of all surface rock encountered during the 

assessment and delineation regardless of whether the rock is considered to be 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat or not (numerous photos for 

each area of surface rock are strongly recommended) 

 a narrative or table detailing the following information for each area of surface rock 

that is encountered during the assessment and delineation to support or refute the 

rock’s potential as eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat: 

o the estimated canopy cover over the rock 

o anticipated solar exposure of the rock 

o amount and size of crevices available for roost sites 

o presence of organic material, soil, or water within those crevices 

o other details as necessary that cannot be adequately conveyed via the 

photos provided 

 a narrative detailing the reasons for any surface rock encountered not being 

considered potential small-footed bat day roost habitat 

 a photo location and orientation map for all photos provided 

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31st of the year 

the survey is completed. 
 

Osprey 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where have 

known to nest, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting the 

following seasonal restriction for this portion of the project: 
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 No activities related to this project shall occur within the Osprey Restriction area 

identified on Map 3 of the attached PGC Survey Maps during the nesting season, 

Mach 25 through July 31.  All project related activities shall be completed in this 

area between August 1 and March 24. 

 

Potential Bat Hibernacula 

The PA Department of Environmental Protection’s Abandoned Mine Land (AML) Inventory 

Points from www.pasda.psu.edu indicates abandoned mine features may be located within the 

requested review area.  These mine features have the potential to connect to abandoned deep 

mine workings that can serve as hibernacula for a variety of cave bat species.  These AML 

openings and any undocumented openings and caves located along the proposed alignment and 

within the review buffer must be assessed following the PGC Protocol for Assessing Bat Use of 

Potential Hibernacula.  Any features having potential as bat hibernacula will need to be 

surveyed to determine the presence or absence of bat species.  A special use permit will need to 

be obtained by the consultant in order to conduct such surveys that involve the handling of bats. 

 

State Game Lands 

Portions of the proposed project are located on State Game Lands Nos. 91, 40, 129, and 168.  

Please contact Mr. Peter Sussenbach, Northeast Land Management Supervisor, at 570-675-1143 

to discuss and coordinate the project on SGL’s 91, 40, and 129, and Mr. Dave Mitchell, 

Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor, at 610-926-3136 to discuss and coordinate the 

project on SGL 168. 

Conservation Measures 

National Wetland Inventory Mapping (NWI) and/or aerial photos suggest that wetlands are 

located within the requested review throughout the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

the final project avoid, or at least minimize to the greatest practical extent, any adverse impacts 

to these resources and their associated wildlife habitat. 

 

In addition, portions of the project located in Luzerne and Carbon County are within areas where 

the abundance and species richness of various area-sensitive forest bird species are among the 

highest in the state.  Area-sensitive forest bird species are those species that require a large 

expanse of relatively contiguous (un-fragmented) forest to maintain their populations.  The 

species found in these areas are listed as species of greatest conservation need in Pennsylvania’s 

Wildlife Action Plan (WAP).  The WAP was designed to proactively manage and safeguard the 

state’s declining fish and wildlife resources, and sets a framework to conserve Pennsylvania’s 

diverse wildlife, maintain their role in ecological processes, and protect and enhance species of 

conservation concern (not just imperiled species).  Although these area-sensitive forest bird 

species are not currently listed as threatened or endangered, and do not produce potential 

conflicts for projects reviewed using the on-line PNDI Environmental Review Tool, their 

populations and requisite habitat are either in decline, or are vulnerable to decline in the state. 

 

As a result, the PGC is recommending the following conservation measures be implemented, to 

the greatest extent practicable, to minimize impacts to these area-sensitive forest bird species and 

minimize additional fragmentation of forested tracts throughout the project area: 

http://www.pasda.psu.edu/
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 Co-locate the pipeline and associated facilities with existing roads and other 

disturbed areas 

 Minimize the width of the temporary construction right-of-way (ROW), and avoid 

grubbing where possible to encourage the re-establishment of woody vegetation 

 Minimize the width of the permanent, maintained ROW to only that which is 

absolutely necessary to maintain the integrity of the pipeline 

 Maximize the rotation of mowing and/or clearing along that maintained ROW to 

allow for the establishment of more beneficial wildlife habitat 

 Perform initial tree clearing for the project between August 15th and April 15th 

 Use the following seed mixes, or similar herbaceous seed mixes that will minimize 

competition with volunteer woody plant species, while offering additional wildlife 

habitat and food sources along the reclaimed ROW: 

 

Steep Slopes Other Areas 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye or 

wheat in fall) 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye 

or wheat in fall) 

10 lbs/acre Timothy 5 lbs/acre Timothy 

3 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 5 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 

4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 

3 lbs/acre Alsike Clover 2 lbs/acre Indiangrass 

3 lbs/acre Ladino Clover 1 lb/acre Side-oats Grama 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 1 lb/acre Switchgrass 

 ¼ lb/acre Black-eyed Susan 

 ¼ lb/acre Lance-leaved 

Coreopsis 

 Straw Mulch, NO HAY 

 

 Perform any future mowing and/or clearing along the maintained ROW between 

August 15th and April 15th 

 

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data files and is valid for two 

(2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence of recorded information does not necessarily 

imply actual conditions on site.  Should project plans change or additional information on listed 

or proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered. 

 

Should the proposed work continue beyond the period covered by this letter, please resubmit the 

project to the PGC at the following address as an “Update” (including an updated PNDI receipt, 

project narrative and accurate map): 

PA Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 
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Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 

If the proposed work has not changed and no additional information concerning listed species is 

found, the project will be cleared for PNDI requirements by the PGC for an additional 2 years. 

 

This finding applies to impacts to birds and mammals only.  To complete your review of state 

and federally-listed threatened and endangered species and species of special concern, please be 

sure that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the PA Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources, and/or the PA Fish and Boat Commission have been contacted regarding this project 

as directed by the online PNDI ER Tool found at www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us. 

 

Please be sure to include the above-referenced PGC ID Number on any future correspondence 

with the PGC regarding this project. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
John Taucher 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Phone: 717-787-4250, Extension 3632 

Fax: 717-787-6957 

E-Mail: jotaucher@pa.gov 

 

 

A PNHP Partner 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

JWT/jwt 

 

Enclosures: 

  PGC Survey Maps 

   

cc: Figured 

 Metz 

 Wenner 

 Morgan 

 Sussenbach 

 Mitchell 

 Dunn 

 Brauning 

 Turner 

http://www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us/
mailto:jotaucher@pa.gov
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 Gross 

 Barber 

 DiMatteo 

 Havens 

 Librandi Mumma 

 Ms. Stephanie Livelsberger, Pennsylvania Department of Natural Resources 
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In Preparation for the PA Game Lands meeting in Harrisburg, PA on Thursday, May 21, 2015 

To be attended on behalf of PennEast by: Marco Calderon (UGI), Jon West (AECOM), Dan Murphy 
(WLS) 

 

Route Development History-(please refer to legend on AT Area Overview Map) 

Current /Preferred Route-  

Reason for route selection- This route was selected to avoid the NPS parcel discovered during 2-2-15 meeting. 

 

 

Alternative Routes Considered: 

Route 2- 

Reason this route was not selected- 

 

 

Route 3- 

Reason this route was not selected- 

 

 

Route 4- 

Reason this route was not selected- 

 

 

Route 5- Buckeye Co-Location Route- 

Reason this route was not selected- 

 

 

PPL Co-Location route- This was mentioned on Mondays call but is not reflected on the map at this time. 

Reason this route was not selected- 
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R/W 68, rev. 05/10/2007 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION 

APPLICATION FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY LICENSE 
STATE GAME LANDS 

Instructions to applicant: 

Applicant shall submit to the Land Management Group Supervisor (LMGS) in triplicate the 
following: Completed Application, Maps, Plans, Drawings and an Alternatives Analysis including a 
stat~ment of need and the reason why the chosen route is the best option. 

1. Completed application: Application shall be typed or printed and be clearly legible. Incomplete or illegible 
applications will be returned. Applicant shall describe the project in detail and include the items in 
paragraphs 2 through 4 below. 

2. Maps, plans and drawings: To expedite the review process, maps, plans and drawings should be included 
which fully illustrate the facilities to be located and the extents of the uses requested. Maps should show the 
location of the project and a site plan, including County/Township names, State Game Lands (SGL) number 
and GPS or latitude/longitude coordinates of the project. The information provided should allow one not 
familiar with the area to be able to locate the project site and be able to clearly discern the scope of work 
and be able to formulate an assessment of the proposed impacts to the State Game Lands. 

3. Alternatives considered: Applicant shall identify what alternatives have been explored, if any, including a 
statement of need and the reasons for selecting this location or route over other alternatives considered. 

4. Non-refundable application fee: Applicant shall submit along with the information requested above a non
refundable application fee of $150.00, made payable to the Pennsylvania Game Commission. This fee is to 
cover some of the administrative costs of reviewing the application and is due whether the Commission 
ultimately approves or denies the right-of-way license request. 

5. Laws, Rules, Regulations and Permits: Applicant shall comply with all laws, rules and regulations 
applicable to the project. All required permits, PA One Call and Erosion & Sedimentation (E & S) control 
plans are the sole responsibility of the applicant, copies of permits and E & S Plans shall be provided to the 
Land Management Group Supervisor upon receipt if required. 

THE APPLICANT BY SUBMITTING THIS APPLICATION HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGES THAT THEY HAVE 
BEEN ADVISED AND UNDERSTAND THAT THE SUBMISSION OF THIS APPLICATION AND NON-REFUNDABLE 
APPLICATION FEE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A GUARANTEE OF THE ISSUANCE OR RECEIPT OF A LICENSE 
FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY IN, OVER, THROUGH OR ACROSS PENNSYLVANIA STATE GAME LANDS. ALL 
APPLICATIONS RECEIVED ARE REVIEWED BY THE COMMISSION AND EVALUATED FOR IMPACTS TO 
WILDLIFE, WILDLIFE HABITATS AND THE OVERALL USE AND MANAGEMENT OF THE STATE GAME LANDS. 
APPLICANTS SHOULD ANTICIPATE A MINIMUM OF 120 DAYS FOR THE REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCESS 
ON MINOR PROJECTS WITH MORE COMPLEX PROJECTS BEING ADJUSTED ACCORDINGLY. THE 
COMMISSION RESERVES THE RIGHT TO REQUIRE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FROM THE APPLICANT TO 
EVALUATE THIS REQUEST. LICENSES FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY WILL ONLY BE ISSUED BY THE COMMISSION, 
WHEN IN ITS SOLE DETERMINATION, THE GRANTING OF THE RIGHT-OF-WAY WILL NOT BE INCONSISTENT 
WITH THE PURPOSE OF THESE LANDS. APPLICANTS WILL RECEIVE A DETERMINATION FROM THE 
COMMISSION UPON COMPLETION OF ITS REVIEW. 
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(This section to be completed by applicant) 

Date: 

APPLICANT: 
(Name of Corporation, Partnership or Individual) 

Organized under the laws of the State/Commonwealth of: Fed. 1D or Social Security Nmnber 

Principal place of business 

Billing address 

The applicant hereby applies for a License for Right-of-Way over a portion of State Game Lands 

No. _______ , Situate in the Township(s) of _ ___________________ . 

County(s) of _______________ ________ , Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 

with the right to construct, operate, maintain and remove (or use and maintain in the case of established 

roads), (See description below). 

The proposed right-of-way will be used for (check all that apply): 

Personal useD Private useD Public useD 

Non-profit businessD Government business D 

Business useD 

Commercial business D 

And shall extend for a distance of approximately ______ feet in, on, over, across or through 

State Game Lands, and will require a right-of-way width of ____ feet. Also, ___ ___ feet of 

existing Commission administrative road will be required for construction and maintenance of the 

project. 

In addition, -------square feet of temporary construction area and ______ feet of 

temporary road use will be required to construct the project for a period of 

the start of construction. 

_ _ ___ months from 

All extents of the requested right-of-way, facilities to be located, temporary construction areas, 

and road uses etc. should be clearly and accurately shown and depicted on the maps and drawings 

included with this application. 
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Provide a complete description of the project and the right-of-way requested, including facilities to 
be located, alternatives considered, statement of need, a construction target date and a timeline for 
completion. Include maps, plans and drawings which accurately depict the project, the facilities 
associated with the project and extents of uses requested. 

Use additional paper if necessary 

Description: 

Alternatives : 

Statement of need: 

Construction timeline: 

Signature of Applicant: -------------------------------

Prin~dNameofApplicant:~~~~~~------------------------

Applicant Title: ----------------------------------

Telephone: --------------- Cell: ___________________ ~ 

Fax: ----------------- Email address: ----------------
- 3 -



The Land Management Group Supervisor (LMGS) may be contacted through the respective 
Pennsylvania Game Commission regional headquarters. Note some State Game Lands may be 
maintained by LMGS's in adjacent regions. Additional information about the Game Commission and its 
programs is available on the agency's website. http://www.pgc.state.pa.us/ 

NORTHWEST REGION 
PO Box 31, 

509 Pittsburgh Road 
Franklin, PA 16326 

814-432-3187 

NORTHCENTRAL REGION 
PO Box 5038, 

1566 South Rt. 44 Hwy. 
Jersey Shore, PA 17740-5038 

570-398-4744 

NORTHEAST REGION 
PO Box 220, 

Intersection Rts. 415 & 118 
Dallas, PA 18612-0220 

570-675-1143 

Warnn McKean B111dlord 
Suoquohonno 

Venango 

Morcer 

Clorfon 

Llwran .. l 

Armstrong J 

( ' ',\..( Indiana / '--

/ 
AUegheny . 1'-·~ , I 

/ ( 

~ Weolmorolond 

Washington c: j 

' ::: "l y,omorset 
Fayette 

SOUTHWEST REGION 
4820 Route 711 

Bolivar, PA 15923-2420 
724-238-9523 

L.-

I 

SOUTHCENTRAL REGION 
8627 William Penn Hwy. 
Huntingdon, PA 16652 

814-643-1831 

) 

I 
! 

Wyoming 
Lacltftln~ 

I J 

Lohlgh 

l!erkl 

Lancaster 
Chostor 

SOUTHEAST REGION 
448 Snyder Road 

Reading, PA 19605-9254 
610-926-3136 

If applying for Communications Facilities: 

Completion of form RIW 67 is required and shall be completed as an 
addendum to this RIW 68, if applying for an antenna site on SGL. 
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Form 60.7 (Rev. 2122013) COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION 

STATE GAME LANDS 
SPECIAL USE PERMIT REQUEST-APPLICATION 

Save 

Fully complete each applicable section below. All information must be printed or typed. Illegible Special Permit Applications will not be processed. Attach 
any necessary documentation that is required for the Special Permit. Insufficient information, documentation, or payment will delay 
or prevent the issuance of the Special Permit. 

CID (hunting/furtaking license DDD-DDD-DDD I 
Date of Birth (mm/dd/yyyy): 

number, if applicable): 

Last Name: I First Name: Middle Name or Initial: I Suffix: 

Physical Address (Street address; Apartment#, Suite# or Room; no P.O. Boxes): 

City: I State: I Zip Code/Postal Code: County/Province: I Country: 

Mailing Address (Include if different than Physical Address listed in boxes above: 

City: I State: I Zip Code/Postal Code: County/Province: I Country: 

Telephone Number: Fax Number: E-Mail Address: 

IF APPLYING ON BEHALF OF A BUSINESS, CORPORATION, PUBLIC AGENCY, ORGANIZATION OR INSTITUTION 
Name: 

Mailing Address: 

City: I State: Zip Code/Postal Code: County/Province: I Country: 

Telephone Number: Fax Number: E-Mail Address: 

Dates of proposed activity: 

SGL or Area: I County: 

Can this activity be conducted on lands other than Game Lands (If no, explain)? 

Anticipated number of people participating in this activity: 

Is there a fee or donation required? 

State Organization Representative Signature: (For Trail Requests) 

Describe the proposed use or activity (Attach additional sheets as necessary to fully explain requested activity- commercial activities are not permitted on 
SGL) 

Certification: I cerlify that I have read and understand the laws and regulations as they apply to the Special Permit that I am applying for and that 
all statements are true, correct and complete. 

Signature of Applicant: Date of Signature: 

Return to the appropriate office as listed on the back of this form. 



NORTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE--Serving the following Counties: Butler, Clarion, 
Crawford, Erie, Forest, Jefferson, Lawrence, Mercer, Venango, Warren 

P.O. Box 31 
Franklin, PA 16323 
(814) 432-3188 

SOUTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE--Serving the following Counties: Allegheny, 
Armstrong, Beaver, Cambria, Fayette, Greene, Indiana, Somerset, Washington, 
Westmoreland 

4820 Route 711 
Bolivar, PA 15923 
(724) 238-9523 

NORTHCENTRAL REGIONAL OFFICE--Serving the following Counties: Cameron, 
Centre, Clearfield, Clinton, Elk, Lycoming, McKean, Potter, Tioga, Union 

1566 South Route 44 Highway 
P.O. Box 5038 
Jersey Shore, PA 17740 
(570) 398-4744 

SOUTHCENTRAL REGIONAL OFFICE--Serving the following Counties: Adams, 
Bedford, Blair, Cumberland, Franklin, Fulton, Huntingdon, Juniata, Mifflin, Perry, Snyder, 
York 

8627 William Penn Highway 
Huntingdon, PA 16652 
(814) 643-1831 

NORTHEAST REGIONAL OFFICE--Serving the following Counties: Bradford, Carbon, 
Columbia, Lackawanna, Luzerne, Monroe, Montour, Northumberland, Pike, Sullivan, 
Susquehanna, Wayne, Wyoming 

3917 Memorial Highway 
Dallas, PA 18612 
(570) 675-1143 

SOUTHEAST REGIONAL OFFICE--Serving the following Counties: Berks, Bucks, 
Chester, Dauphin, Delaware, Lancaster, Lebanon, Lehigh, Montgomery, Northampton, 
Philadelphia, Schuylkill 

448 Snyder Road 
Reading, PA 19605 
(610) 926-3136 

BUREAU OF WILDLIFE PROTECTION-SPECIAL PERMITS ENFORCEMENT DIVISION: 
For questions regarding general Special Permit issues or the Special Use Permits found on 
the first two yellow pages of this application. 717-783-8164. 
BUREAU OF WILDLIFE HABITAT MANAGEMENT: For questions regarding Special 
Permits involving Environmental Review and State Game Lands Impacts. 717-787-6818. 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 
Harrisburg, PA 17110 
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From: Taucher, John <jotaucher@pa.gov>
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 1:40 PM
To: 'Drew Wanke'; pamela_shellenberger
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: RE: Northern long-eared telemetry question

Drew, 
 
Since the PGC now defers to USFWS on northern long‐eared bats, the PGC will not be requesting any foraging telemetry 
on that species.  Rather, the PGC will defer to the USFWS on recommendations for northern long‐eared bats.   
 
John 
 
From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com [mailto:wank.a.tonk@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Drew Wanke 
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 1:29 PM 
To: Taucher, John; pamela_shellenberger 
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah 
Subject: Northern long‐eared telemetry question 

 
Hi John and Pam,  
 
I'm writing to inquire if any foraging telemetry will be required for northern long-eared bats (MYSE) captured on the proposed 
PennEast ROW? If so, how long would we need to conduct foraging telemetry for, and are we required to transmitter both males and 
females?  
 
John, during our meeting on 5/22 at the USFWS-FO, you said we would likely have to do foraging telemetry on 5 or 6 female MYSE, 
and possibly one male MYSE.  
 
Pam, are we required to transmitter all of the MYSE captured (meeting the 6% rule)? I believe I remember you saying we would need 
to do telemetry on all of them now, because they are listed and would be treated similar to Indiana bats. Would this also include 
putting a transmitter on a male? 
 
Our state permit requires we put one transmitter on female/juvenile captures each 5 km of ROW. My 2015 Bat Surveyor Reporting 
Packet states, additional nights of telemetry may be required depending upon project impacts to species habitat. Consultation with 
both the PGC Environmental Review staff and the USFWS-PAFO should occur prior to surveys to determine if effort listed here is 
adequate for the project. I just want to follow up before we got too far along on the project, and make sure we're meeting the required 
level of effort. 
 
Thanks for your time and help clarifying things for me. 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
 
 
 



PennEast Pipeline Project 

Meeting with Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) 

Time and Location of Meeting: May 21, 2015, 10 AM; Harrisburg, PA 

PennEast Representatives: John Coughlin (WLS), Dan Murphy (WLS), Jon West (AECOM), Marco 
Calderon (UGIES) 

PGC Representatives: David Mitchell (Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor), Nathan Havens 
(Right-of-Way Administrator), John Papson (Wildlife Conservation Officer) 

A meeting was arranged at the PGC offices to discuss the planned crossing of the Appalachian Trail. 

After brief introductions, Dan Murphy gave an update and history since the last meeting earlier this 
year.  The PGC reps expressed strong opposition to the current route, stating that a brand new 
easement through the forest would create an undesired gap in the natural wildlife habitats. 

Instead, the PGC would much rather prefer the line be adjacent to the existing Buckeye line to the west.  
If we were to move the route to parallel Buckeye, PGC stated that they could much easier convince their 
constituents that the project minimizes impacts to game lands and support the project.   

When PennEast expressed concern about crossing National Parks Service (NPS) land, the PGC reps 
stated that the NPS owns scenic easements all over the Appalachian Trail, so PennEast will have to 
coordinate with the NPS no matter where it crosses the Appalachian Trail. 

When PennEast expressed concern that co-locating adjacent to Buckeye would add length to the 
pipeline and increase overall environmental impacts, the PGC stated that the extra length would be 
located in farmland and wildlife habitats that are already fragmented, which is better from their 
perspective. 

PGC suggested reaching the Buckeye line by co-locating adjacent to an existing pipeline running 
east/west north of the Appalachian Trail, as noted in the attached topographical map.   

The PGC stated that the Appalachian Trail, in the area where the Buckeye line crosses, is in a temporary 
state due to trail rebuilding currently taking place.  The trail will be in a temporary state for the next 7-8 
years, which could make it possible to open trench the trail, since it will be rebuilt anyway.  This would 
have to be discussed with the NPS, however. 

PennEast told PGC that we will further study co-locating next to Buckeye. 



PennEast Pipeline Project 

Meeting with Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) 

Time and Location of Meeting: 5/ 21/15, 10 AM_ Harrisburg, PA 

PennEast Representatives: John Coughlin (WLS), Dan Murphy (WLS), Jon West (AECOM), Marco 
Calderon (UGIES) 

PGC Representatives: David Mitchell (Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor), Nathan Havens 
(Right-of-Way Administrator), John Papson (Wildlife Conservation Officer) 

 

Marco-Introduces Penneast representatives- 

Dan- Provides Project description- Recap of September Meeting, February meeting and reason for the 
development of the current preferred route 

David- did you do title research on the Tuthill parcels? 

Dan - yes, I believe so 

David-The National Park service told us they own a scenic easement on this parcel. Said they have scenic 
easements on all of the of Tuthills properties that prohibit any disturbance. 

Jon- easements are something we work with, we have been in consultation with the park service and 
there are certain mitigation measures that they have recommended that we are looking at, A certain 
amount of setback from disturbance, restoration and trail enhancement opportunities. We have looked 
at the possibility of boring under the A/T to avoid any trenching in the area but at this point engineering 
doesn’t seem to think that is feasible. Marco if you can get into that a bit. 

Marco- Yes, we have been doing our investigation on the topography and the steepness of the slope is a 
presenting a challenge but we are still investigating methods that may be used to achieve this. Part of 
the problem is access, getting the equipment up and down, not so much the boring itself. 

As we learn more we can bring the experts in this area to discuss this in detail. Those more well versed 
in the various construction methods 

Jon- Here is an overview of the area and it shows the various routes that have been considered. The 
original route, the Nov14 / Jan 15 alt route and the current preferred March route. I will also leave with 
you a copy of research report 10 

Dan- To clarify-(to David) the Nov/Jan alt is the route we reviewed during our 2/2/15 meeting-David-Ok, 
yes. 

Jon- You can look at that at your own leisure. 



David-I’m sure it’s in the report but has there been any work done on the possibility of co-locating with 
other pipelines cross the mountain to the west? 

Jon- Are you referring to buck eye?  

David- I’m not sure but I know there are two just west of Ski area. 

Dan- Pointing to the purple lines on the map- both of these lines are part of the Buckeye.   

David- They are both Buckeye_ O.K. 

Jon- Describes each line on the map- and describes in detail the issue with co-locating with the Buckeye. 
Since construction of the buckeye there has been considerable residential development that has taken 
place around the line, specifically in Danielsville. As we would come down off the slope we would be 
impacting the town of Danielsville and residential properties. One thing that we look at is if temporary 
workspace would be within 50ft of a residential development and it does not pass that test in this area. 

Nathan-Is that a requirement of something you try to avoid? 

Jon- Something we try to avoid. When push comes to shove and you’re in an unavoidable tight space 
such as a residential area there are specialized construction methods  

Additionally part of the reason for moving away from this area is that in working with County planning 
commissions as well as private developers and landowners it was discovered that there is a planned 
subdivision in the Danielsville area. 

Nathan-Is that all explained in the report 

Jon- I believe it is but whatever is not explained there should be in  appendix “p” , the appendix to 
Research Report 10 which goes into what we look at when considering possible routes. We run the 
route though the environmental databases and we look at things such as how many landowners will be 
impacted, the number of wetlands that will be effected, the quality of the wetlands, what types of 
forested habitats are we crossing, what are the land use impacts; you then run the numbers and work to 
find the route that offers the least environmental impact/ disturbance. Another issue with co-locating 
with Buckeye is that once you get down the mountain it begins to go in the opposite direction of where 
we need to go to reach our interconnects. If we were to go with the buckeye route it would result in a 
significant expansion of   the overall length of pipe which conversely expands the overall impacts to the 
environment. 

David-But that would be occurring in already  broken habitat already. This is all farmland down here 
where you would be going, instead of coming right across the top of ketitany Ridge where you have 
essentially unbroken forest. As soon as you put your pipeline in, it turns into essentially a highway for 
invasives and other things that will follow it through the area. From our standpoint we would prefer to 
have it co-located with Buckeye than having a new 100ft swath cut through unbroken forest.  Co-



locating is the preferred method of putting in a line and while I don’t speak for the National Park Service 
I know that they feel that way. 

Nathan- If you guys were to take that option we would be happy to work with you on a license but that 
is federal land on that ridge as well, correct-  

David- yes, they control the upper mountain in Northampton County through either fee simple of 
easements.  

David- pointed out the ease of getting equipment to the area around where the buckeye crosses the 
mountain. Nearby roads, much gentler slope, transmission corridor… 

Nathan- no matter where you plan to cross the A/T on us we’re going to be asking the same thing, you 
need to get under the corridor. At the buckeye you’re crossing the A/T on federal owned land. 

David- Yes but they have stated that the number one preferred method is co-locating. If you’re trying to 
co-locate it would be hard for them to come out and not work with you. We can work on your behalf 
with the park service and explain that its coming one way or the other and this is a much better option 
that cutting a new swath across the mountain. 

Nathan- We can work with you on alternatives to your current route but , whether the Feds are hard to 
work with or not there are too many other options available to justify doing this on a game lands 
(referring to the current preferred route) 

David- If you were to co-locate with Buckeye we would be much more in favor of it and be as supportive 
as we could be to help you with that route- Right now that is our preferred route- to list our preferred 
routes in order of preference it would be Buckeye as number 1, 2 and 3. 

Marco- Would you want us to follow buckeye all the way off your land or would it be possible to quickly 
move east.  

David- We wouldn’t want you to run right through the middle of G3-2-1 but if you were to get down to 
the bottom and skirt the edge that shouldn’t be a problem. Our thing is fragmentation, and it’s already 
fragmented down there so I don’t see it as a problem. 

David- I can’t speak for the NPS but the trail in that area is a temporary trail. I’m working with the NPS 
on building 22 miles of new trail, my point is when you go talk to them know the area is already under 
construction. There is a chance that you wouldn’t need to bore under it as the current trail is temporary 
and the new trail may not come until you have completed construction. Now is the time to approach 
them about that location because it’s not like you are going under an established trail, there is a lot of 
work happening in the area, you could drive a D-9 over the buckeye there is so much gravel on top. 

[National resource Damage assessment- Sued CBS for environmental damages to the area and received 
a 20 million settlement. A portion of this money is being used to fund the work to the trail in this area. 
(See the following link for more detailed information.)] 



http://www.fws.gov/contaminants/restorationplans/palmerton/palmertonassessmentplanfeb06.pdf     

David-Now would be the time to approach them, not 5 years when this work is done. 

It will take time to work with the NPS but to minimize impact perhaps you could offer constructing this 
section of the line  first to make sure it’s in prior to their work. 

Dan- Do you have a map showing the future permanent route of the A/T 

David- The final route has not been approved yet. He points to a map to show the current temporary 
route.  

Nathan-Not to give you the false impression that we like your current route but if you should cross there 
we will be looking for you to get under an area of at least 200 ft on either side of the A/T. 

Dan- Which represents the Appalachian Trail corridor 

David- Yes, correct. 

Marco- Speaking with the engineer’s it seems that the max bore length would be in the 300 ft range. 

Nathan- You’ll possibly need to do an HDD or a new method I have head of called direct pipe? Should we 
fall back to this route you guys are going to have to find a way to get under the corridor? 

Marco- How would you view the transmission line route to the east as an option?  

Nathan-It’s better than you current preferred route but not by much. 

David- Again, going back to the buckeye- I can’t speak for the NPS but I can tell you again that the A/T is 
currently not located where the A/T normally is. 

Some discussion about a pipeline that runs east west in the valley north of the ridge. Jon mentioned that 
it did not come up on ours searches. It does however appear on the game lands topo map. 

David- mentions his believe that the NPS should work with us on crossing at Buckeye. 

Dan- When they discussed the Penneast pipeline with you did you happen to mention your thoughts on 
this ? 

David- No, but we are dealing with them on a very regular basis and I could easily work it into the 
conversation. 

Marco- Do you have a time line on reroute of A/T  

David-2 miles per year for a total of 7 to 8 years. I expect it to start west and move east so there is a 
good chance the pipeline would be in prior to the A/T project getting to this section. 

Marco- Asks about Tuttle properties. 

http://www.fws.gov/contaminants/restorationplans/palmerton/palmertonassessmentplanfeb06.pdf


David- said the NPS said they had a scenic easement that prohibited driving on or any development 
other than ski area expansion. 

Dan-Did that conversation take place recently. 

David-Yes 

David- We have a memorandum of understanding with the NPS for a 400 ft corridor for the trail. 

Dan- Do you have a copy of the memorandum? 

David-I do not, it’s very restrictive I can tell you that. 

General discussion about the date the trail was created. 

Marco- We will study this option again. 

Nathan- Were not against energy we just need to protect the game lands. 

Nathan-If you can make this happen but you have big issues below in the Danielsville area we would talk 
to you about coming through on the lower portion of G3-2-1, on the edge. 

Nathan- In addition to license fees we would also like to have additional land be purchased and deeded 
to the PGC, a land exchange*. 

David- like Nathan said I would give up the lower piece to prevent this (current alt Route) from 
happening. 

David-Talked a little more about land exchange. He pointed out a parcel that he knows is available. In 
order to help us justify acceptance of any route it would help us a great deal that additional lands be 
granted to the PGC.  At the end of the day these licenses get approved at the Commission level, the 
commissioners need to be able to show the constituents that they are not giving the game lands away 
and can point to the land that was provided as compensation in addition to licensing fees.  

Marco- So these will be a part of the easement agreement? 

Nathan- These won’t be easements but an annual license associated with it, with payments. But yes. 

Marco- I understand but something like the land exchange would come in as part of the easement 
agreement. 

David- yes, It’s essentially mitigation in exchange for permanent loss of habitat. 

Dan- Did you have any other topics you would like to discuss. 

Nathan- I’m not prepared to talk about the other affected game lands. Mr. Sussenbeack was invited to 
attend but he was busy. From what I understand the route has improved up there. 



David-Give a description of the structure of the ownership/management of the Appalachian Trail 
properties owned by the National Park Service 

Park Service Owns the land 

Appalachian Trail conservancy manages it. 

He offered to host a meeting at the PGL Headquarters should it be helpful. 

End. 

*Land Exchange- A parcel or Parcels of land that are contiguous to a PGL be purchased and given to the 
PGC . The land in question can be contiguous to any PGL, it does not have to be associated with the 
affected game land itself. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

David-Yes it is very steep in that area. 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Sunday, June 14, 2015 3:28 AM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Small-footed bat captures

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Wildlife Specialists has captured 6 small-footed bats over the last 2 nights at 2 different sites.  
 
Captures for Friday, June 12 - Saturday, June 13 include;  
 
  1. A pregnant small-footed bat, frequency 172.186, at site PE056, coordinates; 
      40° 57' 13.1" North 
      75° 35' 43.3" West 
 
  2. A 4.4 gram male small-footed bat, too light to put a transmitter on, at site PE043, coordinates; 
      41° 03' 34.9" North 
      75° 37' 49.1" West 
 
  3. A 5.2 gram male small-footed bat, too light to put a transmitter on, at site PE043, coordinates; 
      41° 03' 34.9" North 
      75° 37' 49.1" West 
 
Captures for Saturday, June 13 - Sunday, June 14 include;  
 
  4. A pregnant small-footed bat, frequency 172.309, at site PE056, coordinates; 
      40° 57' 13.1" North 
      75° 35' 43.3" West 
 
  5. A 4.8 gram male small-footed bat, too light to put a transmitter on, at site PE043, coordinates; 
      41° 03' 34.9" North 
      75° 37' 49.1" West 
 
  6. A 5.4 gram male small-footed bat, too light to put a transmitter on, at site PE043, coordinates; 
      41° 03' 34.9" North 
      75° 37' 49.1" West 
 
Let me know if you require any further information.  
 
Drew 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2015 1:35 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Small-footed bat capture

Wildlife Specialists captured a pregnant small-footed bat last night at site PE042, coordinates; 
      41° 03' 48.1" North 
      75° 38' 30.5" West 
 
A transmitter wasn't attached, because the bat was too small and did not meet the 6% rule, weighing 5.9 grams and our transmitters are 0.36 
grams. Let me know if additional information will be required.  
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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DATE: May 15, 2015     
 
SUBJECT: Changes to Bat Survey Protocols in Pennsylvania 
 
TO:  Pennsylvania Qualified Bat Surveyors 

         
FROM: Greg Turner, Wildlife Biologist 
  2001 Elmerton Ave, Harrisburg, PA  17110 
 
Dear Colleagues, 
 
Another survey year is upon us and I thank you for your cooperation in providing the required summary reports 
in the correct format.  Be assured that the data is being reviewed, entered into databases and tracked.  As a 
group you are to be commended for the professionalism and dedication exhibited.   
 
There are always a few items that will need your attention.  In this year great change is upon us, with a new 
federal species listed.  Current standards applied by the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) treat Indiana 
bat captures  with a 5-mile random capture buffer and 2.5 mile buffer for captures with known roost trees. 
Similarly for northern long-eared bats, the random capture: identified roost tree buffers are 3.0:1.5 miles, 
respectively.  The smaller buffer in both of these cases is based on scientific evidence suggesting routine travel 
distance from roost tree.  In an effort to align with regional state and USFWS offices, the PGC will incorporate 
a standardized procedure where a small proportion of reproductive northern long-eared females/juveniles that 
meet body mass requirements (6%) will have a transmitter attached, and roost trees/emergence counts 
performed for a single night.  The level of effort will be no less than a single female or juvenile every 3 miles (5 
km) for linear projects or one per 123 acres for non-linear projects. Efforts above this minimum level are 
acceptable. 
 
With such greatly reduced captures, we have also initiated a new, mandatory measurement of all bats captured. 
This is not initiated as a way to scrutinize your work, but because a new species was confirmed in the State last 
year, an evening bat!  Please be vigilant for this species and photograph any individual that fits the forearm and 
morphological descriptions of this species.  Location of the first ever maternity site would be a feather in your 
cap if possible for you to find. 
 
In this digital age, we are happy to provide digital copies of any forms, and a blank database for data entry. This 
will be required in 2016.  In this way, you can enter the data in the field and by submitting the forms and the 
database, we can double check and finalize your data more efficiently.  Please feel free to ask for these prior to 
any permit in order to familiarize yourself with them. There will also be changes made to the QBS/BI list next 
year, with a new method to submit your packet.  It will also be focused to become a list of active bat 
consultants.  
 
Thank you for your continued cooperation. 
 
cc:  D. Brauning, C. Eyler, T. Librandi-Mumma, M. Scafini, R. Anderson, M. Turner, and P. Shellenberger 



2015 PA Game Commission Bat Surveyor Packet 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Pennsylvania Game Commission 

 
Standard and Minimum Effort Requirements for Qualified Bat Surveyor Netting within the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for Environmental Review Projects. 
 
Mist-net or acoustical surveys will be carried out in accordance with and to the level of effort as specified by the 
U.S .Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) “2015 Range-wide Indiana Bat Summer Survey Guidelines.” 
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/mammals/inba/inbasummersurveyguidance.html.  Surveyors should refer 
to PNDI Project Environmental Review Receipt (Receipt) and personal communication with environmental review staff, 
and equally divide the level of effort to target the most appropriate habitat in an effort to detect all species of 
concern for that project.  Any additional methods described in this document (i.e. reporting of dead bats, 
transmitter attachment etc.) must be followed as a requirement of the Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) 
Permit.  We recommend consulting with environmental review staff of both the PGC and USFWS for approval 
of survey plans prior to actual surveys.  Acoustical surveys to satisfy USFWS requests do not require a State 
permit; however, copies of all acoustic survey reports prepared for the USFWS should be sent to the PGC, and 
should include all details outlined in the Acoustical survey section. All participants are required to follow 
White-Nose decontamination protocols:  https://www.whitenosesyndrome.org/topics/decontamination  
 

Netting Season:  May 15 – August 15 
General Netting Guidelines and Prohibitions:  Site selection is the ultimate responsibility of the permitted 
Qualified Bat Surveyor (QBS) on site, and will target prime capture locations for the targeted species rather 
than locations based on ease of placement (i.e., open field).  Professional judgment is foremost in site selection 
and net set deployment.  Photographs of sets and a map of the project area depicting deployments are highly 
recommended to complete justification if deviating from standard PGC policy. Poles for triple or quad high nets 
will have a pulley system for efficient bat removal.  Nets will be the lowest visibility weights available (50 
denier 2-Ply Nylon or 75 denier 2-Ply Polyester) and 38 mm (~1.5 in) mesh.  Standard net lengths will be 
available to cover most travel corridors ranging from 6 m (~19 ft) to 18 m (~59 ft). 

Nets will be hung in the standard manner to provide bag in panels.  Overstretched nets that eliminate 
panel bagging will not be permitted.  Nets should be placed in what is considered prime habitat for the targeted 
species and be placed among “clutter” to minimize detection.  Sites will be monitored quietly; loud noises 
(other than low volume occasional communication), running engines, smoking, campfires and other activities 
that disturb/alert bats, will not be allowed within 300 m of a Site. Each net Site will be sampled for 2 nights 
beginning at dusk for at least 5 hours (300 minutes). Different but proximate locations are suggested.  Each net 
set must be staffed and checked ~every 10 minutes by a staff member. Both QBS and BIs may oversee a 
maximum of 2 sites, but only if each is staffed by another team member, constant communication is available, 
and travel time is less than 10 minutes between sites.   

All bats must be held until verified by a QBS or BI and the verification will occur within 20 minutes of 
capture.  Unless a transmitter is being attached, all bats will be released unharmed within 20 minutes. All bats 
captured must be measured and recorded on PGC form P-70008-M.  All listed species (State or Federal) 
captured must be reported to the PGC within 72 hours, and all federally listed species must be reported to the 
USFWS within 72 hours (see Contacts below).  Any specimens that perish require immediate notification to the 
PGC and any federally listed species that perish require immediate notification to the USFWS.  All such 
specimens must be retained in refrigerated or frozen condition, and provided to a PGC biologist. Any physical 
sample collection (i.e., fur, blood, wing punch) needs prior approval and to be stated on permit. All forearm 
bands must be appropriate size for the species and have a unique identification number. Banding is limited to a 
maximum of 10 bands per project as a means to educate staff or to band listed species.  Following the ethical 
standards below, generic banding is not permitted unless specifically stated on permit (repeated survey effort for 
mark/recapture is desired for justification).  Banding of small-footed bats is prohibited unless authorized.  Use 
of orange forearm bands is only permitted for Indiana bats captured across the State and yellow bands are only  
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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Pennsylvania Game Commission 

 
Standard and Minimum Effort Requirements for Qualified Bat Surveyor Netting within the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for Environmental Review Projects 
 

permitted for Indiana bats captured at Canoe Creek.  Photographs of definitive characteristics for all Myotis 
species, uncommon species, and injuries or deformities are highly recommended to accompany report. 

Should we find that quality netting locations suitable for triple-high net sets are available but that lower 
net sets were deployed or poor quality netting locations were selected, or other violations explained above were 
not adhered to by the QBS, permits may be revoked and the qualified surveyor may be considered unable to 
select and set Sites, resulting in removal from the Pennsylvania list of QBS.   
 
 
Netting Effort:  Capture sites for bats should be evenly dispersed across the project area.  Efforts may focus on 
one or several bat species, so surveyors should refer to PNDI Receipt and personal communication with 
environmental review staff from both the PGC and USFWS as appropriate, and equally divide the level of effort 
to target each prioritized species as appropriate for the project area. It should be recorded under the comment 
section for each site what the targeted species for each net set are.  Each net Site will be sampled for 2 nights 
beginning at sunset for at least 5 hours (300 minutes). Different but proximate locations are suggested.  Each net 
set will be checked ~every 10 minutes.  Minimally, one person designated as a BI or QBS will record data on 
required forms and oversee no more than 2 sites at any time. To monitor greater than one site per BI/QBS, there 
must be an additional staff member to assist, ability to communicate between staff must exist at all times, and 
travel time between sites for the BI/QBS must be less than 20 minutes. 

 
 
Minimum Nightly Effort/Site = 420 Units of Effort (UE) for Indiana Bats:  With the exception of Indiana 
bats, the general USFWS guidelines should be followed, with the QBS using their best judgment to select the 
most appropriate sites for the targeted species at each project area.  Given that Indiana bats are often captured in 
elevated net sets comprised of 3 or greater stacked nets, they will be considered the standard for this species 
when conducting surveys in PA.  A capture site for Indiana bats is comprised of 2 net sets (4 poles), each 
capable of stacking a minimum of 3 (2.6m high) nets to reach canopy/sub-canopy (>7 m / 23 ft).  Poles will 
have a pulley system for efficient bat removal.  One unit of effort is equal to 1m2 of net area in place for 1 hour 
-  (total m2 of capture area) x (minutes in place/60).  Each net Site must provide a minimum of 420 UE.  For 
example, 2 sets-each measuring 7 m high by 6 m wide in place for the required 5 hours would meet the 
minimum effort of 420 UE: ((7 m x 6 m) + (7 m x 6 m)) x 5 hrs.  In the rare situation where stacked nets can’t 
be used, minimum effort must still be met with more nets or net sets at a Site.  As of 2008, average effort/Site of 
companies capturing Indiana bats in PA range from 490 to 680 UE.  If unable to complete the required effort on 
one night, such as bad weather, the site will be repeated using full UE on another night.  
 
Acoustical Survey Guidelines and Reporting Requirements:  If the USFWS is requesting the survey, and the 
surveyor chooses to perform acoustic surveys, no State permit is required.  It is the responsibility of the 
surveyor to meet any USFWS qualifications to properly conduct surveys, and follow all provided standards and 
protocols they provide, and complete analysis by their timeline.  Reports should be forwarded to the PGC for 
any analysis that determines a State-listed species (Indiana, northern long-eared, or small-footed Myotis) is 
present.  The surveyor should have all original files (including noise files) as recorded on file should they be 
requested.  The report should include, but not limited to, a thorough description of equipment used at each site, 
placement, analysis of call reception/quality per site, and percent of calls identified.  A table and detailed map  
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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Pennsylvania Game Commission 

 
Standard and Minimum Effort Requirements for Qualified Bat Surveyor Netting within the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for Environmental Review Projects. 
 
of all State-listed species identified along with their locations is required (this includes inconclusive ID/species 
groupings containing the State-listed species).  Detailed spectrographs from the original recording of all 
potential State-listed species calls are to be reported and paired with comparable, natural library calls from 
known species.     
 
Weather -- Surveys will be suspended when:   

• Rain, steady drizzle or heavy fog occurs. 
• Temperature falls below 10ºC (50ºF). 
• Winds that result in frequently moving/billowing nets OR wind gusts exceeding 18 mph. 

 
Sampling may resume that night if/when the poor conditions pass. If a full five hours is not achieved in a night 
another full five hour night is required. 
 
Qualified Bat Surveyors (QBS):  A qualified surveyor is one whose credentials and experience have been 
reviewed by the USFWS Pennsylvania Field Office (USFWS-PAFO) and the (PGC) and found to have 
expertise in all of the following: 

• Correct identification of bats of the northeast, to species.   
• Collection of biological information on bats of the northeast. 
• Selecting Net Sites and placing Net Sets to maximize bat captures. 
• Attaching radio transmitters, and bat bands. 
• Oversee entire radio-tracking process and mapping behavior gained thru biotelemetry. 
• Identifying, describing, and conducting emergence counts of day roosts. 
• Documenting study information (bats, net sets, portal entrances, etc.) with photography 

 
A QBS is responsible for overseeing all aspects of surveys, and is, therefore, required to be at an active 
project site (including net surveys, telemetry monitoring and roost evaluations).  The QBS is responsible 
for site selection, set installation and the inspection of net sets each night.  Only a QBS may apply for a 
permit and the permit must list all QBS’s and BI’s for a project.  QBS are the individuals who act in the 
capacity of Principal Investigator (PI), having in-field oversight responsibility for net setup, bat captures, bat 
identification, telemetry studies, safe handling procedures and adherence to WNS disinfection protocols. They 
are also the individuals responsible for ensuring permits are properly acquired, all bat permitting requirements 
are met, and ensuring that reports are accurate, complete and submitted to the appropriate agencies on time.  In 
addition, the QBS will be in contact (2 way radio and/or cell phones) with site workers.  A QBS may have 
oversight for the identification of bats at up to 2 net Sites at a time unless travel between sites is >20 minutes in 
which case only 1 Site can be monitored.  The QBS will verify and oversee photo documentation of listed 
species, and other species not regularly found in PA (see page 4, Bat Measurement Section for list), and 
supervise radio tagging and telemetry. All QBS listed on permit have the potential to be held responsible for 
any violation confirmed. 
 
Bat Identifier (BI):  A BI is an experienced bat surveyor capable of identifying all bat species and may have 
oversight for the identification of bats at up to 2 net Sites at a time unless travel between sites is >20 minutes in 
which case only 1 Site can be monitored.  Captured bats may not be held more than 20 minutes unless outfitting 
for telemetry or other processing documented in the permit.   
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BI’s and Assistants that wish to document their bat experience can briefly note these activities in the comment 
sections of PGC Forms: P-70008-NT and/or P-70008-M.  (example: Name identified 2 Indiana bats upon 
removal from net, measured, banded, attached transmitters and verified by QIBS as acceptable work.).  Spelling 
Name clearly will facilitate future retrieval of this information from the database.  
 
Assistants:  Assistants are under the direct supervision of the QBS and are only responsible for assisting in site 
set-up, take-down and removal of bats.  They do not need to be listed on the Pennsylvania QBS and BI list and 
do not need to be listed on any permit. An assistant can be noted as making correct ID’s when they identify a 
bat prior to a QBS identifying it. Viewing bats already identified is valuable, but not noteworthy.  
 
Telemetry:  Please see the USFWS 2015 guidelines and/or consult with the PA filed office for their 
requirements following captures of Indiana and northern long-eared bats.  Telemetry requirements for 
Pennsylvania are listed in Appendix 1.  In addition to this appendix, the PGC now requires telemetry will be 
conducted on a single reproductive female or juvenile meeting the 6% rule as stated by the USFWS in their 
2015 guidelines, for every 3 miles (5 km) of linear project or a single reproductive female or juvenile meeting 
the 6% rule per 123 acres.  For individuals fitted with a transmitter, only a single roost tree and single 
emergence count will be required by the PGC. 
The PGC shall be notified for all species with transmitters attached.  The USFWS-PAFO shall be notified for 
Federal bat captures and telemetry.  Notification will occur as soon as possible but not to exceed 72 hours after 
capture.  Additional nights of telemetry may be required depending upon project impacts to species habitat.  
Consultation with both the PGC Environmental Review staff and the USFWS-PAFO should occur prior to 
surveys to determine if effort listed here is adequate for the project. The frequency of transmitters, receivers and 
antennas will be tuned to 172 MHz.  This will avoid conflicts with game species transmitters on animals and 
overlapping communication frequencies.  This frequency will also allow PGC Diversity Staff to assist if a need 
arises (both on the ground and with aircraft).  When conducting telemetry at the request of PGC Environmental 
Review, refer to standards and requirements located in Appendix I.  Appendix I also has general guidance for 
transmitter attachments and maximum efforts for non-federally listed species.  Other species may be requested 
on a project-specific basis. 

 
      Ethical Standards from USFWS, PA Field Office-Reminder that Surveyors are expected to: 

• Current permits covering all work locations to be conducted in Pennsylvania are required. 
• Follow all provisions of State Permits including White Nose Syndrome decontamination protocols. 
• Conduct surveys and studies in a manner that ensures the safety of all bats. Physical samples including 

but not limited to fur, blood, and wing punches are prohibited unless authorized on permit. Requests 
must be made when applying for permit. 

• Follow established survey guidelines, and accurately, fully, and truthfully report on the methods used 
and results obtained during these surveys. 

• Maintain field notes documenting their work and provide copies of field notes upon request. 
• Report all federally endangered, i.e. M.sodalis and M.septentrionalis, bat findings to the Service and 

PGC within 72 hours. 
• Contact the Service and PGC immediately (same day) if any State or federally listed bat is killed or 

injured, and keep the specimen refrigerated or frozen for submission to the PGC 
• Maintain the confidentiality of Indiana bat sites. 
• Obtain landowner permission before accessing land. 
• Refrain from removing any bats from their habitat, holding them in captivity, collecting tissue (wing    

punches) or blood samples, conducting radio-telemetry studies, or harp trapping unless specifically 
authorized by a State Permit. Weighing, measuring, analyzing and photographing Indiana bats are 
standard operating procedures that take place when conducting mist net surveys. 
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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Pennsylvania Game Commission 
 

Standard and Minimum Effort Requirements for Qualified Bat Surveyor Netting within the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for Environmental Review Projects. 

 
  
Failure to adhere to any of these ethical standards or guidelines may result in an individual’s removal 
from the list of qualified surveyors and revocation of their State Permit. 
 
 
 

Contacts: 
USFWS Pennsylvania Field Office (814) 234-4090  PA Game Commission 
Pam Shellenberger     Pamela_Shellenberger@fws.gov Greg Turner       (814) 237-1432    grturner@pa.gov 
Melinda Turner          Melinda_Turner@fws.gov  Michael Scafini   (717) 409-2848    mscafini@pa.gov 
Robert Anderson       Robert_M_Anderson@fws.gov  Tracey Librandi Mumma  (717)787-4250  tlibrandi@pa.gov 
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Pennsylvania Game Commission, Bureau of Wildlife Protection, Special Permits Enforcement Division 

2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 
 

Procedure and format for permittee reports to the PA Game Commission when conducting bat 
capture surveys within the Commonwealth. 

 
The report is divided into six sections that include:  (1) Cover page, (2) Site Survey Record, (3) Bat Measurement 
and Capture Data Forms, (4) Roost forms, (5) Maps and (6) Photo Documentation. 
 

Section 1 - Cover 
A separate cover page should be provided for each project with the accompanying data of Sections 2 through 6 
contained within.  An example is provided. 
 

Section 2* - Bat Netting/Trapping Site Survey Record 
(FORM P-70008-N/T) 

This is a mandatory two-page summary of site(s) surveyed and of captures.  It should be completed for all sites 
surveyed, including those with no captures.  If a capture technique other than mist netting or harp trapping is used, 
it should be described in remarks.  Complete 1 for each site survey night (If site is trapped twice, 2 site survey 
records are required).  
 

Section 3* - Bat Measurement and Capture Data Form 
(FORM P-70008-M) 

Starting in 2015, reporting all captures on this form is MANDATORY. 
All measurements should follow North American collector standards (Nagorsen, D. W. and R. L. Peterson.  1980. 
Measurements and Weights. Pp.  22-26 in Mammal Collectors’ Manual.  Royal Ontario Museum, Publications in 
Life Sciences).   
 
Band color restrictions:  Yellow- only on M.sodalis at Canoe Creek St. Park; Orange- only for M.sodalis 
elsewhere. Other bands may be applied to M.sodalis.  A limit of 10 bands per project rule is in place.  Mass 
banding projects need a formal proposal submitted, and approval noted on permit.  Banding of M.leibii is 
prohibited without prior approval. 
 
 

Section 4* – Roost Forms 
When conducting telemetry 2 roost forms are provided:  one for describing roosts (WD-DR-02/13) and another 
for bat emergence data (WD-EM-02/13).  Species required for telemetry are described in above telemetry section 
(Page 4). 
 
*Section 2, 3, and 4 forms may not be modified for reporting because they are used for data entry.  If 
necessary, supplemental pages may be added to report unique data. Electronic versions of forms may be 
requested. 

Section 5 - Maps 
An example is provided.  All survey sites will be reported on a map (preferably a 7.5’ USGS Topographic Map) 
so that locations can be accurately located and coordinates verified. 
 

Section 6 - Photo Documentation 
An example is provided.  Photographs (preferably digital) will be taken of identification characteristics of every 
individual of all state and federally listed species and species not usually found in PA*.  The photos should be 
labeled with the site, date and capture number, and preferably have this information in background of photo. 
 

* Pennsylvania species:   Myotis lucifugus, Myotis septentrionalis, Myotis leibii, Myotis sodalis,  Eptesicus 
fuscus, Perimyotis subflavus, Lasiurus borealis, Lasiurus cinereus, and Lasionycteris noctivagans 

 
 
Mail 2 hard copies of reports to address on the heading of this page within 120 days of project completion. 



 
 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Pennsylvania Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Protection, Special Permits Enforcement Division 
2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 

 
Section 1 - Cover 

 
PERMITTEE BAT CAPTURE REPORT 

Mail hard copy of reports to address on the heading of this page within 90 days of project completion. 
 

Permit Number_______________ 
 

    Project Name:_________________________________________________ 
 

    Company/ 
    Organization/ 
    Permittee Name:______________________________________________ 
 
 
    Address: ___________________________________________________ 
 
  ___________________________________________________ 
 
  ___________________________________________________ 
 
          ___________________________________________________ 
 
    Phone: (______)_______-_________   Fax: (______)_______-__________ 
 
 
    E-Mail:________________________________________________________________ 
 
    Project Supervisor Name:___________________________________________________ 
 
    Supervisor Contact:   Phone: (         )          -  _______________              
 
    E-Mail:                 ___________________        
 If this is contracted work, provide the name & address of the individual/organization work is                   
being performed for:   

__________________________________________
__________________________________________
__________________________________________ 
 
Mail 2 hard copies of report to address on heading of cover page within 120 days of project completion. 



FORM P-70008-N/T                             COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
12/09                                                                   Pennsylvania Game Commission                      
Section 2                              BAT  NETTING/TRAPPING SITE SURVEY RECORD                    Page 1 of 2 

 
1.  Survey Date:______________          2. Company Name:___________________________________________  
 
3. Bat Identifier:______________________   4. Assistants:___________________________________________ 
   (Responsible Recorder) 

5.  Site Name and/or Number:___________________________________________________________________ 
 
6.  Site is  (circle one):         hibernation site                  summer habitat   
 
7a. If hibernation site circle one:  limestone mine,  coal mine,  limestone cave,  sandstone cave,  RR tunnel, 
 
                 other structure, describe -___________________________________________. 
 
7b.  If summer habitat, describe area being sampled (e.g. forested stream or forest clearing with stream): 
 
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 8.  County:_______________________________    9.     7.5’ Quad.:________________________________ 
 
10. Was site GPS’d (required) ?          YES   -    NO             
 
11. Geographic Coordinates (D-M-S):  Latitude: _____°-______’-_____”N,  Longitude: _____°-_____’-_____”W 
 
         Datum (circle one):   NAD27 (Preferred),  NAD83,   WGS84,   Other:_______________________ 
 
12.  Ownership and Access:  (Who owns site or controls access?  Give name and address.)___________________ 
     
      __________________________________________________________________________________________  
 
13.  Time (military) & Temperature:    Start Time_________h     Stop Time__________h    Total Minutes:______ 
                    

                                       Start Temp.________°C     End Temp._________°C  (must stay >10°C for summer netting) 
 
14.  General Weather (circle one):  Clear;  Partly Cloudy;   Mostly Cloudy;   Cloudy;   Drizzle;  Intermittent Rain;   
       (suspend netting during                                  
        periods of rain)            Steady Rain;  Thunderstorms;   Snow;    Other:______________. 
 
15.  General Wind Conditions (circle one):   Calm,    Breezy (Leaves Rustling),    Windy (Trees Swaying). 
               
16.  Capture  Setup at Site: 
 

 
                                                                                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Total Capture Area:_____________sq. m 
        

Set # Type Count  Dimensions Description TOTAL AREA 
(m) 

1  Nets 4 12m x 2.6m Stacked over trail 124.8 sq. m 
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(Site Survey Record – Continued)       Site Name/No.: _______________________________     Date:___________  
           
17. Describe habitat 150 m around site:  (topography and vegetation including dominant tree species.) 
 
 
 
 
18.  Was reproductive status checked?    YES    /     NO     (if “NO” only enter numbers in Total columns) 
 

*CAPTURE RESULTS 
 
 

Species 

Number of 
Adult Females 

No. 
Juv. 
Fem. 

Total 
No. 

Fem. 

Number of 
Adult Males 

No. 
Juv. 
Male 

Total 
No. 

Males 

 
Species 
Totals NR PG L PL SCR NR 

Eptesicus fuscus 2  1   3 2 1 1 4 7 
Myotis 

lucifugus 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Myotis 
septentrionalis 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Myotis 
leibii 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Myotis 
sodalis 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Eptesicus 
fuscus 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Perimyotis 
subflavus 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Lasiurus 
borealis 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Lasiurus 
cinereus 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Lasionycteris 
noctivagans 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Other – specify: 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Other – specify: 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

       Reproductive Status:  NR= nonreproductive, PG= pregnant, L= lactating, 
                                           PL= post lactating, SCR= scrotal/epididymis swollen. 
Note: Pregnant is a category for females that are visibly pregnant.  All others should be classified as NR 
Visibly pregnant last year may be noted in comments. 

*Complete Measurement and Capture Data Form for all Captures 
Photo document all listed species, all species not considered residents, or abnormalities noted 

Grand 
Total 

 
 
 

 
19.  BAT DETECTORS & OTHER MONITORING DEVICES:  Tallies of bat passes / hour.  One to 5 hours required for Indiana bat 
hibernacula surveys.  Monitor one hour after 22:00 hrs when trapping/netting hibernacula and 5 hours when only monitoring with bat detectors, night 
vision or infrared device (when site can not be trapped/netted).  Describe procedure & equipment used in remarks. 

1st hour 2nd hour 3rd hour 4th hour 5th hour 
Start Time: 
 

Start Time: 
 

Start Time: 
 

Start Time: 
 

Start Time: 
 

End Time: 
 

End Time: 
 

End Time: 
 

End Time: 
 

End Time: 
 

Tallies: 
 
 

Tallies: 
 
 

Tallies: 
 
 

Tallies: 
 
 

Tallies: 
 
 

20. REMARKS: 
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Bat Measurement and Capture Data Form 
Site Name 
Or Number:   

Date:   
 

Set No.  
Captured In:    

Name of Person         
Identifying the Bat:   

*Capture  
Number:  

Height in meters captured 
above ground surface:   ____________m 

Body Measurements 
 (grams and millimeters) 

Band Information (if banded) 
(Band Males on bat’s RIGHT fa., Females on bat’s LEFT fa.) 

Transmitter 
Attached? If so: 
Frequency 

  (mHz)   
 
 

Species 
 
 

 
Sex 

 

 
Age 

 

Repro. 
Condition 

 

Wt. 
 (g)  

  

 
Ear 

 

 
Tragus 

 

Fore- 
arm   

  

Hind 
Foot 

 

 Recapture 
Yes/No 

 

Band 
Material 

 

Band 
Color 

 

Band 
Inscription 

 

Band on 
Left/Right 

  

Time of 
Capture 

 
 

Photo Taken 
 
Yes   /   No 

WNS Wing Score   Wing Photo ID: 
                                   
                                Remarks: 
 

Repro.Condition: NR= nonreproductive, PG= pregnant, L= lactating, PL= post lactating, SCR= scrotal/epididymis swollen 
Site Name 
Or Number: 

Date: 
 

Set No.  
Captured In: 

Name of Person          
Identifying the Bat: 

*Capture 
Number: 

Height in meters captured 
above ground surface:       ____________m 

Body Measurements 
 (grams and millimeters) 

Band Information (if banded) 
(Band Males on bat’s RIGHT fa., Females on bat’s LEFT fa.) 

Transmitter 
Attached? If so: 
Frequency 

  (mHz)  
 
 

Species 
 
 
 

 
Sex 

 

 
Age 

 

Repro. 
Condition 

 

Wt. 
 (g)   

 
Ear 

 
 

 
Tragus 

 
 

Fore- 
arm 

 
    

Hind 
Foot 

 
 

 Recapture 
Yes/No 

 

Band 
Material 

 
 

Band 
Color 

 
 

Band 
Inscription 

 

Band on 
Left/Right 

  

Time of 
Capture 

 
 

Photo Taken 
 
Yes   /   No 

WNS Wing Score   Wing Photo ID: 
                                   
                                Remarks: 
 

Repro.Condition: NR= nonreproductive, PG= pregnant, L= lactating, PL= post lactating, SCR= scrotal/epididymis swollen 
Site Name      
Or Number:   

Date: 
 

Set No.  
Captured In: 

Name of Person 
Identifying the Bat: 

*Capture 
Number: 

Height in meters captured 
above ground surface:       ____________m 

Body Measurements 
 (grams and millimeters) 

Band Information (if banded) 
(Band Males on bat’s RIGHT fa., Females on bat’s LEFT fa.) 

Transmitter 
Attached? If so: 
Frequency 

  (mHz)   
 
 

Species 
 
 

 

 
Sex 

 

 
Age 

 
 

Repro. 
Condition 

 

Wt. 
 (g) 

 
   

 
Ear 

 
 

 
Tragus 

 
 

Fore- 
arm   

 
  

Hind 
Foot 

 
 

 Recapture 
Yes/No 

 
 

Band 
Material 

 
 

Band 
Color 

 
 

Band 
Inscription 

 
 

Band on 
Left/Right 

 
 

 

Time of 
Capture 

 
 

Photo Taken 
 
Yes   /   No 

WNS Wing Score   Wing Photo ID: 
                                   
                                Remarks: 
 

*Capture Number = number in sequence by site.   



 
Section 5 - Maps (example) 

 
 Blair Co., Blandburg Quadrangle, Bells Gap Area.   

Location of  Sites 1, 2, and 3 for Project PA-24 
  
                                   

 
 



Section 6 - Photos (example) 
 

Male Myotis sodalis captured at Site 1 
Capture date: 7/18/01 
Capture Number:  06 

 
 
                                                       Portrait                                                                                               Keeled Calcar 

                         
 
 

Mail 2 hard copies of report to address on the heading of this page within 120 days of project completion to: 
 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 
Bureau of Wildlife Protection, Special Permits Enforcement Division 

2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 



PGC Form:

WD-DR-02/09

Section 4

PA GAME COMMISSION

Wildlife Diversity Section

Bat Tree - Day Roost - Data Sheet

1-

Landowner: Name: Address:

Phone:

2-BAT INFO

Dates on Roost:

Surveyors:

Bat Species: Band No.: Transmitter Frequency:

Ht.(m) bat is roosting off ground: Was Bat Emergence Form Completed? YES  - NO

Comments: (Where is bat roosting? Under bark?  If building-describe)

3-LOCATION

County:

Latitude: (DMS) Elevation (ft.):

Longitude: (DMS) %Slope: Slope Aspect (0-360):

Datum: Nad27 (prefered) (circle one)

4-TREE INFORMATION

Species: DBH (cm): Is Tree Alive? YES -  NO (CIRCLE)

Height:  ( %UP _______ + %DOWN _______)  X  Dist.(m) to tree________ =_________m

1st Branch Ht. ( %UP _______ + %DOWN _______)  X  Dist.(m) to tree________ =_________m

Estimate % Canopy Cover Around Tree:

Is suitable roost area on tree exposed to direct sunlight? YES  -  NO (circle one)

If so - estimate # of hours of exposure to direct sun:

Azimuth of Exposure (which way does exposed part of tree face): (0-360)

Exfoliating Bark? YES - NO Estimate % of tree with Exfoliating Bark:_________

Cavities? YES - NO If yes - Describe:_________________________________________________

5-SURROUNDING HABITAT

Distance (m) to Water:_______________ Water Type:_____________

Understory Species:_______________________________________________________

On reverse side of form Comment on Overstory Species and Habitat Composition.

NAD83/WGS84

(Date = Date bat was on roost;  TreeNo.= Bat # & numbered tree, in sequence, for that bat ~ 241PGC-01)

Day Roost Number:

Roost Type:  Tree  -  Building  - Other___________

Overstory Species:

Quadrangle:



PGC Form:
WD-EM-02/13
Section 4

PA GAME COMMISSION, Wildlife Diversity Section
Bat Emergence Form

ROOST  NO.:__________________ DATE:__________________

Surveyors:

Transmittered Bat Band No.:__________________ Transmitter Frequency:_____________

Weather Temperature:________*F

Sky Condition Code:________ Wind Scale Code:_________

Code Code MPH
0 Clear or a few clouds 0 <1 Smoke rises vertically
1 Partly cloudy/variable sky 1 1-3 mph Smoke Drift shows wind direction
2 Cloudy (broken) or overcast 2 4 - 7 mph Wind felt on face/leaves rustle
4 Fog or smoke 3 8 - 12 mph Leaves&sm.twigs in constant motion
5 Drizzle 4 13 - 18 mph Raises dust & loose paper
7 Snow 5 19 - 24 mph Small trees in leave sway
8 Showers

Night Vision Equipment Used? YES - NO Bat Detector Used? YES  -  NO

Telemety Equipment Present? YES  - NO

Time Surveyors arrived at Roost :________________ (use 24 hour clock for times)

Time First Bat Seen Flying:______________

Time Transmittered Bat Emerged:___________ And Azimuth Last Detected:___________

Time Last Bat Seen Emerging:__________ Total Emergence Count:______________

Comments: (include other emergence observations, weather, bat behavior, etc.)

* It is important to keep lights and noise disturbance to a minimum during the emergence period. *

Indicators
Sky Conditions Beaufort Wind Scale

ROOST TYPE: Building  -  Tree  -  Rock  -  Other ________________________________
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Appendix I  
 

Pennsylvania Game Commission  
Environmental Review Telemetry Protocol  

 
 
Refer to these standards when specific telemetry is requested by 
environmental review staff in the Bureau of Wildlife Habitat 
Management. This document also provides general guidance for 
attaching transmitters to bats.  

 
 
 
Contact:  
Tracey Librandi Mumma  
Wildlife Biologist / Habitat Protection Section Chief  
Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 
Pennsylvania Game Commission  
2001 Elmerton Avenue  
Harrisburg, PA 17110  
717-787-4250 3614  
717-787-4251 Fax 717-787-6957  
tlibrandi@pa.gov 
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 Objective:  To identify and characterize roosts (trees, buildings, rocky areas), foraging areas, and 
travel corridors. 
 

 Data collected from telemetry surveys will be used by PGC Environmental Review staff to determine 
how to best avoid, minimize, and if necessary, mitigate for potential impacts to bat species. 

 
 PGC Environmental Review staff may request the use of this telemetry protocol for Eastern small-

footed bats (Myotis leibii), silver-haired bats (Lasionycteris noctivagans), Seminole bats (Lasiurus 
seminolus), or other bat species as specified in PA Game Commission (PGC) PNDI response letters.  
This is in addition to requests for telemetry made by USFWS on federally listed species, as outlined 
in earlier sections of the bat packet. 

 
 
Bat Telemetry Protocol: 

 Banding and Transmitter Attachment 
 Banding 

 Do not attach arm bands or take wing punches without prior PGC approval: 
banding materials and ID numbers must be approved prior to use. No orange or 
yellow darvic bands are to be used without specific approval.  Split metal bands 
with tabs and unique number system are preferred for generic banding of species, 
numbering must be approved ahead of time 

 No banding M. leibii 
 Transmitters  

 Try not to exceed 5% and DO NOT exceed more than 10% of the bats body 
weight 

 With the lighter transmitters you should be able to be close to 5%; any 
transmitter that fits weight rule may be used 

 Equipment 
 Receivers:  Receiver can be a scanning or non-scanning type 
 Antennas 

 Antennas must be tuned to the frequencies of your transmitters and receiver (172 
MHz) 

 Antennas should be at least a 2-element (H-antenna) or 3+ element (yagi)  
 Transmitters 

 Transmitters should be tuned to 172 MHz to match the PGC; Approval and 
justification required in advance from the PGC 

 Transmitter application  
 Transmitters are attached with latex, medical adhesive 
 Recommend PERMA-TYPE surgical cement (Plainville, CT 06062).  
 Using scissors, remove a small patch of fur from the mid-dorsal region 

(between shoulder blades), then glue the transmitter to the bat's skin with 
a latex, medical adhesive (Perma-type, Skin-Bond Cement or Osto-
Bond)  

 A thin layer of glue is applied to the bat and transmitter separately, 
allowed to dry a couple minutes until tacky, then joined together to form 
a secure bond according to manufacturer recommendations 

 Level of effort 
 Maximum number = 6 bats per survey season if a standard PNDI project; if a large PNDI 

project (i.e. cannot be entered into the PNDI environmental review online tool) then 
consult with PGC environmental review staff to determine the maximum number of bats. 
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 All eastern small-footed bats (Myotis leibii) 
 Reproductive female and juvenile silver-haired bats (Lasionycteris noctivagans) 
 Reproductive female and juvenile Seminole bats (Lasiurus seminolus) 
 Any other bat species as requested by PGC Environmental Review staff  

 Minimum of 3 nights of telemetry per bat  
 Minimum of 10 hours a night with a minimum of 3 successful triangulations per hour 

totaling 30 successful triangulations per night 
 Lead biologist should have experience conducting telemetry on flying bats, be 

familiar with triangulation programs, be able to overcome typical field 
application difficulties (i.e. bounce/terrain), and be confident they are meeting 
these requirements 

 10 hour minimum per night includes the time spent by the bat roosting, unless 
time spent roosting can be attributed to weather (rain, wind over 18 mph, and/or 
night with starting temperatures below 60°F). 

 No more than 2 hours of any night should be missed due to telemetry crew error 
and/or weather reasons (rain, wind over 18 mph, and/or night with starting 
temperatures below 60°F).  

 For each day any transmittered bat is documented roosting at a particular day roost, a 
minimum of 1 emergence count is required.  
 All day roost found must have a minimum of 1 emergence count conducted 
 Surveyors should arrive at least ½ hour before sunset and remain at the roost tree, 

counting all bats emerging until the time at which all bats have emerged or the 
lighting diminishes to a point at which the surveyor can no longer see to count 
the bats 

 If emergence counts during telemetry are conducted on nights when the starting 
temperature is below 60°F and wind codes are 4 and above an additional 
emergence count is needed when more favorable weather conditions exist 

 
 Data sheets and Data 

 Process data by individual animal and provide shapefiles of data points, minimum convex 
polygons of evening activity and fixed kernel utilization distribution of 95%, 75%, and 
50% of the activity data. 

 PGC data sheets MUST be completed:  
 Bat-Netting/Trapping Site Survey Record 
 Bat Measurement and Capture Data Form 
 Bat Transmitter Detection Record 
 Day Roost Forms  

 Complete this form for all roost types – trees, rocks, building, etc. 
 Regardless of roost type, fill out the following under 4-Roost 

Information: 
o Canopy cover estimation 
o Whether roost is exposed to direct sunlight 
o Hours of exposure to direct sunlight 
o Azimuth of exposure 

 Bat Emergence Form 
 Bats’ activity schedule referenced to general locations on a map 

 Foraging and Roosting as a minimum for activity remarks 
 Fall telemetry of males should include amount of time within mine, 

foraging and roosting 
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From: Turner, Gregory (PGC) <grturner@pa.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Drew Wanke; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: RE: Small-footed bat telemetry question
Attachments: 2015 Bat Surveyor and Reporting Packet.pdf

Drew, 
 
Please coordinate with Tracey and see the telemetry appendix (pages 16‐18) of your bat packet for foraging telemetry 
requirements associated with small‐footed bats.   
 
Greg 
 

From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com [mailto:wank.a.tonk@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Drew Wanke 
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2015 1:40 PM 
To: Turner, Gregory (PGC); Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey 
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah 
Subject: Small-footed bat telemetry question 
 
Hi Greg, Mike, and Tracey,  
 
Will additional telemetry efforts be required for small-footed bats, beyond locating their roost and conducting 
an emergency count?  
 
We currently have 2 pregnant transmittered MYLE that we have tracked back to a quarry on 2 different days, 
and conducted an emergence survey on them for one night. We didn't conduct the emergence survey on the first 
night we tracked them back to the quarry, because of heavy rain, thunder and lightening, and I wanted to make 
sure there wasn't additional telemetry efforts required for them.  
 
Thanks,  
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2015 11:21 AM
To: Librandi Mumma, Tracey; Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Bat Surveyor Packet - Telemetry Question

Hi Tracey,  
 
I have a couple questions about telemetry, the protocol, and survey efforts.  
 
In the Bat Surveyor Packet sent out by Greg on May 15, 2015, the second paragraph states; In an effort to align 
with regional state and USFWS offices, the PGC will incorporate a standardized procedure where a small 
proportion of reproductive northern long-eared females/juveniles that meet body mass requirements (6%) will 
have a transmitter attached, and roost trees/emergence counts performed for a single night.  
 
On page 16 of the same Surveyor Packet, under the Transmitter bullet, it states, Try not to exceed 5% and DO 
NOT exceed more than 10% of the bats body weight. Does this mean we are able to exceed the 6% rule for 
small-footed, silver-haired, and seminole bats, as long as the total package weight does not exceed 10% of the 
bats body weight? 
 
Additionally, will foraging telemetry be required for any state or federal listed species of bats, and if so, what is 
the Level of Effort required? The Surveyor Packet state a maximum of 6 bats per survey season if a standard 
PNDI project, but this is a large PNDI project. I haven't seen anything yet requesting foraging telemetry, and I 
wanted to make sure we are meeting all the conditions of the protocol. Thanks for your time and help with my 
questions.  
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: Librandi Mumma, Tracey <tlibrandi@pa.gov>
Sent: Monday, June 22, 2015 9:16 AM
To: 'Drew Wanke'
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah; Turner, Gregory (PGC); Scafini, Michael; Taucher, 

John
Subject: RE: Bat Surveyor Packet - Telemetry Question

Hi Drew, 
 
On page 16 of the same Surveyor Packet, under the Transmitter bullet, it states, Try not to exceed 5% and DO 
NOT exceed more than 10% of the bats body weight. Does this mean we are able to exceed the 6% rule for 
small-footed, silver-haired, and Seminole bats, as long as the total package weight does not exceed 10% of the 
bats body weight?  Yes, you can exceed the 6% rule for small-footed, silver-haired, and Seminole bats, as long 
as the total package weight does not exceed 10% of the bats body weight. 
 
Additionally, will foraging telemetry be required for any state or federal listed species of bats, and if so, what is 
the Level of Effort required? PGC defers to USFWS for federally listed species (i.e. Indiana bat and Northern 
long-eared bat) but for state listed species, that are not also federally listed, foraging and roost telemetry is 
required.  The Surveyor Packet state a maximum of 6 bats per survey season if a standard PNDI project, but this 
is a large PNDI project. For the PennEast Pipeline project in Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks 
counties, the PGC has determined that a maximum of 14 non-federally listed bats be telemetered.  Of these 14 
bats, foraging is required for a maximum of 6 small-footed bats (no more than one small-footed bat per mist 
nest site).  Roost locations will only need to be determined for the remaining 8 bats telemetered.  PGC is not 
going to set quotas on certain areas as we do not have onsite knowledge of the habitat.  Therefore use your best 
professional judgement to evenly distribute telemetered bats across the project.  If you have any further question 
on this project, please contact John Taucher (he is copied on this email).   
 
Thanks, 
Tracey Librandi Mumma 
Wildlife Biologist / Habitat Protection Section Chief 
Environmental Planning &Habitat Protection Division 
Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 
Pennsylvania Game Commission 
2001 Elmerton Avenue 
Harrisburg, PA 17110 
717‐787‐4250 ext 3614 
Fax 717‐787‐6957 
tlibrandi@pa.gov 

 
 
 
From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com [mailto:wank.a.tonk@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Drew Wanke 
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2015 11:21 AM 
To: Librandi Mumma, Tracey; Turner, Gregory (PGC); Scafini, Michael 
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah 
Subject: Bat Surveyor Packet ‐ Telemetry Question 
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Hi Tracey,  
 
I have a couple questions about telemetry, the protocol, and survey efforts.  
 
In the Bat Surveyor Packet sent out by Greg on May 15, 2015, the second paragraph states; In an effort to align 
with regional state and USFWS offices, the PGC will incorporate a standardized procedure where a small 
proportion of reproductive northern long-eared females/juveniles that meet body mass requirements (6%) will 
have a transmitter attached, and roost trees/emergence counts performed for a single night.  
 
On page 16 of the same Surveyor Packet, under the Transmitter bullet, it states, Try not to exceed 5% and DO 
NOT exceed more than 10% of the bats body weight. Does this mean we are able to exceed the 6% rule for 
small-footed, silver-haired, and seminole bats, as long as the total package weight does not exceed 10% of the 
bats body weight? 
 
Additionally, will foraging telemetry be required for any state or federal listed species of bats, and if so, what is 
the Level of Effort required? The Surveyor Packet state a maximum of 6 bats per survey season if a standard 
PNDI project, but this is a large PNDI project. I haven't seen anything yet requesting foraging telemetry, and I 
wanted to make sure we are meeting all the conditions of the protocol. Thanks for your time and help with my 
questions.  
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2015 2:05 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Small-footed bat captures

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

A lactating female small-footed and a non-reproductive adult male small-footed bat were captured at site PE042 
last night. Both bats were too small to be transmittered, weighing 5.6 and 4.1 grams respectively, while our 
transmitters weigh 0.36 grams. Coordinates of the capture site are;  
 
41° 03' 48.1" N 
075° 38' 30.5" W 
  
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 3:14 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Eastern small-footed capture

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Wildlife Specialists captured a male small-footed bat last night and 
attached a transmitter to it, heard best frequency 172.112. The 
capture was at site PE038, coordinates; 
 
   41° 05' 36.5” N 
   75° 39' 52.8" W 
 
 
Let me know if any further information is needed. 
 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
 



 Date-7/18/15 PGC Meeting Summary 

Project: PennEast Pipeline 

Subject- Meeting with Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC)_ A/T Crossing 

Location- PA Game Commission, SE Regional Office 253 Snyder Road Reading, PA 19605 

Present-PennEast Pipeline Project 

PennEast Representatives: Jeff England (UGIES), Alisa Harris (UGIES) Dan Murphy (WLS),   

PGC Representatives: David Mitchell (Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor), Nathan Havens 
(Right-of-Way Administrator) 

Introduction- After a quick introduction we viewed a large map showing the route as it goes through Blue 
Mountain Water Park and into PGL 168. David Mitchell’s initial reaction was negative stating that it was 
almost as bad as the original route. Both David and Nathan made the case that Co-locating with the 
buckeye or any other existing corridor is preferred and went on to discuss the reasons why which included; 
avoiding fragmentation of the forest and creating a new pathway for invasive plant species. 

Jeff England- Jeff explained that we have investigated not only both Buckeye lines but also the power lines 
corridors and Blue Mountain Drive. He went on to say that PennEast is in discussions with Buckeye but 
that it was not preferable due to all the constraints involved.  

Alisa Harris- Alicia clarified that the current state of negotiation with Buckeye is not promising and the 
option should not be viewed as a feasible alternative route. 

- Nathan stated that it appears there are no other options that would avoid the clearing of a new easement 
.That being the case we need to find a route that is more palatable than this proposal.. He and David 
stated that the line needs to get as close to Blue Mountain Drive as possible and then off the PGL and into 
Danielsville as quickly as possible. 

Dan Murphy- Dan reminded them that during the meeting of 5-22 they stated that they would be willing to 
work with PennEast on a route through this parcel providing it ran as close to the parcel border as possible. 

Nathan replied that the offer was based on a Buckeye crossing. He also stated that the route shown does 
not run close enough to the parcel border. He went on to explain that the line needs to come down the 
Mountain as far west as possible and be as far south as possible when traveling east. Additionally, they 
requested that the route travel through private parcels in the area as well as PGC lands stating they did not 
want to take the entire hit. 

 

Dan Pulled up Google Earth on the computer and placed it between Nathan and David and drew a line 
showing a route that would be more to their liking. Jeff came over to view it and he explained the 
construction challenges involved. Nathan asked to change the current view to a leaf off view to see more 
detail. When this was done a conifer stand in the area of the planed crossing become visible. Nathan 
stated it was important to the PGC that this stand and the bolder field to the east be avoided. He feels that 
these areas represent habitat for Eastern small footed Bats as well as rattle snakes. We adjusted the line 
so that it runs between these features. 



Jeff assured them both that surveys would be completed and suggested that it would be best if both parties 
with representatives from engineering construction and environmental got together and walked the area. 
Nathan and David agreed. 

David again stated that the Buckeye was the preferred route for the PGC. He said he understood that there 
was a ski area to the immediate north and a superfund site to the west but that they still consider this area 
to be valuable habitat and need to protect it. 

Jeff responded by clarifying that the other options are not preferable from a either a safety, construction or 
legal standpoint and at this time we really need to focus on adequately mitigating the impact of the route on 
the table. 

Jeff talked about the possibility of necking down as much as possible in the area to reduce impact. 

David and Nathan began to talk about how the structure of a licensing agreement would require that 
compensation include a land gift in addition to a standard compensation. He suggested a nearby property 
that he felt may be available 

Parcel: 06-9-1-8-1; 1-32-A2.01; 1-32-A2.02 

Owner: WALTERS WILLIAM D BARBARA H 

David provided the following contact information to the owner’s representative 

Abby Pattishal 610-965-4377. 

David also mentioned that the PGC would be very interested in picking up a parcel that borders G3-2-1 on 
the south as they do not currently have access from the south. 

We said we would do a thorough search to uncover all possibilities.  

Dan clarified that potential parcels need to be contiguous with any PGL and not just the affected PGL. 
Nathan and David both agreed but David stressed that closer would be preferable.  

Nathan stated that while the PGC will work with PennEast they will need to see the impact studies on the 
alternative routes. 

David confirmed that the granting of a licensing agreement can be authorized at his level does not require 
commission approval. Nathan confirmed but added that the acceptance of a parcel of land does require 
commission level approval but that would not delay the process. 

Nathan requested the formal application should include a CD with all shake file. This will make the task of 
reviewing the application considerably faster. 

 

Next Steps      

Work to locate potential parcel to be purchased for the PGC has begun. 

Schedule a time to walk the area with the PGC. 

 

      



 Date-7/21/15 PGC-Northeast Region- Meeting Summary 

Project: PennEast Pipeline 

Subject-Pipeline Crossing of PGL 91; 40; 129 

Location- PA Game Commission, NE Regional Office  

3917 memorial highway 

Dallas pa 18612 

PennEast Representatives: Marco Calderon (UGIES), Juan Cazon (UGIES) TJ (UGIES) Tom Hite(Hatch 
Mott) Dan Murphy (WLS),   

PGC Representatives: Michael Beahm (Northeast Region Land Management Supervisor) 

Introduction- After a quick introduction we viewed maps showing the route as it travels through each parcel 
owned by the PGC in the Northeast Region. 

Michael pointed out that there is a new power line easement on 04-113-00A-001 that runs close to the 
proposed pipeline. It was just put into service 3 weeks ago and does not appear on Google Earth at this 
time. 

Marco responded that they were aware of the line as it was picked up during a flyover of the route. 

Michael pointed out the PGC does not grant easements but instead issues licenses that require a yearly 
fee be paid. 

The approval process usually takes between 30 to 90 days on the local level. It would then be sent to the 
Pa Attorney General for review with that process taking at least 30 days. 

After the local review is completed and approved the LOD of the line will need to be marked to allow the 
PGC to appraise the effected timber. 

Wildlife 

Michael discussed some of the wildlife that are present within the areas game lands. He felt there were 
small footed bats within GL 129 &91, rattle snakes within 129 and 40 and that there may be Long eared 
bats within GL40. 

He mentioned that PPL had developed a Small Footed bat mitigation plan and said he would try to get us a 
copy. 

Access Roads 

Michael said that existing roads within the game lands would be available to be utilized for access. He went 
on to mention that they would need to be improved beforehand to be able to handle the traffic. He pointed 
out that PPL left the roads much better than expected. 

There is a bridge on parcel 4-M13-00A-000 that is not capable of handling anything larger than a pickup 
truck. (see attached exhibit titled “bridge location”) 



Michael offered to provide us with a map of existing roads. 

Reclamation 

Michael has a special interest in how re-vegetation is achieved. He pointed out that the PGC has a special 
seed mix that includes stabilization materials that they would like used.  

Compensation-land 

We discussed the fact that a portion of the compensation paid to the PGC would be in the form of land. 
Michael discussed this as being related to timber damages with the value of land required to be donated to 
the PGC being a function of the value of the timber lost. This is somewhat different from the way it was 
presented by the Southeastern District who described it as being tied to impacted lands in general. 

When asked if he knew of any suitable parcels that may be available he responded that he would have to 
think about it and ask other staff. He did point out that he would like to acquire a parcel owned by Blue 
Ridge but had no reason to believe it would be available for sale. The parcel numbers are 46-20-A1 & 45-
20-A12.09 

Compensation-Timber 

Timber damages are paid double stumpage.  

They prefer that the tops be left and everything else removed. Timber can be left neatly stacked if desired 
and the PGL will bid it out to a timber company to sell and remove. 

 

Next Steps      

Work to locate potential parcel to be purchased for the PGC has begun. 

Follow up with Mike on getting a copy of access road maps, PPL bat mitigation plan 

Provide Mike with a map showing the line in relation to GL 141 

 

Contact 

Mike Beahm 

570-675-1143 

mbeahm@pa.gov 
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Poppel, Deborah

From: Poppel, Deborah

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 11:41 AM

To: 'Taucher, John'

Cc: West, Jonathan; Binckley, Sarah

Subject: PennEast Reroutes- Official Notice

Attachments: PennEast Deviation MP 22.4 to 23.2_072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 48.9 to 53.5_

072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 61.7 to 62.7_072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 

70.1 to 70.6_072315.pdf; PennEast Reroute MP 6.5 to 11.8_072315.pdf; PennEast 

Proposed Route (July 15, 2015).kmz; PennEast_ProjectShapefiles_July2015

TrackingTracking: Recipient Delivery

'Taucher, John'

West, Jonathan Delivered: 7/24/2015 11:41 AM

Binckley, Sarah Delivered: 7/24/2015 11:41 AM

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued coordination on the 

proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of 

New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services 

(UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). 

FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. 

PennEast filed Draft Resource Reports with FERC in April 2015. Since the Preliminary Draft Resource Report filing in April 

2015, PennEast has continued to evaluate potential alternatives to the proposed pipeline alignment based on comments 

received during the formal Scoping process, ongoing dialogue with federal, state, regional and local agencies, land 

owners, and the findings from field surveys and engineering analyses.  In the April filing we provided an overview of the 

ongoing assessments for  3 major alternatives and over 70 minor route variations.  

 

In the past 3 months the overall alignment has been adjusted within the 400 foot survey corridor to avoid and/or 

minimize impacts to wetlands and waterbodies, cultural resources, agricultural lands and other sensitive habitats.  In 

Pennsylvania, 2 reroutes and more than 40 minor route variations have been evaluated. The 2 reroutes evaluate 

alternative ways of crossing the Appalachian Trail and nearby PA State Game Lands, and avoid active quarrying 

operations. These alternatives and reroutes have gone through the same detailed assessment as those assessed in the 

April filing.  Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are attached to aide in your review 

and analysis of the Project. (To open the shapefiles, please add a “.zip” extension to the file and then extract the files.) 

 

Significant reroutes include: 

•             In Plains Township and Laflin Borough in Luzerne County, approximately 3.6 miles of the alignment has been 

rerouted one mile to the east to avoid active quarrying operations (new mileposts 8.4 to 12.3). 

•             In Towamensing Township and Lower Towamensing Township  in Carbon County, approximately 2 miles of the 

alignment has been rerouted approximately 2 miles to the west. This reroute addresses  a request for a new 

Interconnect  as well as concerns related to the Appalachian Trail and PA State Game Lands (new mileposts 48.9 to 53.6) 

 

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important Project.  Please contact me if you 

have any questions. 
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PA agencies- We have also attached PNDIs of the primary deviations and reroutes for your information purposes, 

although we understand these are not to be used for permitting as this is a large project. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Deborah Poppel, CWB 
Senior Ecologist / Project Manager 
Environment - Impact Assessment & Permitting Dept. 
Design & Consulting Services, Philadelphia Metro Region 
D 1-610-832-3597 C 1-215-833-0566 
Deborah.poppel@aecom.com 
 
AECOM 
625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428        
T 1-610-832-3500 F 1-610-832-3501  
www.aecom.com     
Twitter I Facebook I LinkedIn I Google+ 

 
AECOM and URS have joined together as one company.  
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From: Poppel, Deborah
Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2015 4:35 PM
To: Turner, Gregory (PGC) (grturner@pa.gov)
Subject: Durham Cave info request- per USFWS coordination
Attachments: FWS_Shellenberger to PE 07012015.pdf

Hi Greg‐ as you know PennEast pipeline has been consulting with USFWS regarding northern long eared bat and Indiana 
bat for its upcoming FERC filing.  Our subconsultant, Wildlife Specialists, has been conducting bat surveys & telemetry 
this summer. 
 
USFWS provided us with the attached information regarding Durham Caves #1 and #2.  They requested we reach out to 
PGC regarding any known information on tunnels or connections (“underground passage”) between the two caves.  Do 
you have any maps or information you can share?  Thanks very much. 
 
Deborah Poppel, CWB 
Senior Ecologist / Project Manager 
Environment - Impact Assessment & Permitting Dept. 
Design & Consulting Services, Philadelphia Metro Region 
D 1-610-832-3597 C 1-215-833-0566 
Deborah.poppel@aecom.com 
 
AECOM 
625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428        
T 1-610-832-3500 F 1-610-832-3501  
www.aecom.com     
Twitter I Facebook I LinkedIn I Google+ 
 
AECOM and URS have joined together as one company.  
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West, Jonathan

From: Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, July 01, 2015 10:57 AM

To: Poppel, Deborah; Holcomb, Bernard; West, Jonathan

Cc: Jeremy Markuson; Medha Kochhar

Subject: 3 northern long-eared bat hibernacula within 1/4 mile of Penn East project area; PA 

USFWS #2014-1013

Deborah,  

 

In light of the recent listing of the northern long-eared bat, I have new information about this species within 

your project area. In Pennsylvania, your project is located within 1/4 mile of three northern long-eared bat 

hibernacula. As discussed in 50 CFR 17 Federal Register /Vol. 80, No. 11 / Friday, January 16, 2015, the 

Service concludes that a 0.25-mile (0.4-km) buffer should be sufficient to protect most known, occupied 

hibernacula and hibernating colonies. This buffer will provide basic protection for the hibernacula and 

hibernating bats in winter from direct impacts, such as filling, excavation, blasting, noise, and smoke exposure. 

This buffer will also protect some roosting and foraging habitat around the hibernacula. 

 

Two hibernacula are known as Durham Cave No. 1 and Durham Cave No. 2. They were last surveyed in 

January of 2001. Cave 1 had 1 NLEB and Cave 2 had 14. The other is known as Tunnel 34 (which has been 

gated by the Office of Surface Mining). This was last surveyed in February 2007 and had 2 NLEBs. Although 

these features have not been resurveyed since, we consider this data to be the best scientific information 

available and assume presence.  

 

Cave No. 1 is located at approximately: 40.581179N  -75.198585W   

Cave No. 2 is located at approximately: 40.580867N  -75.198642W 

Tunnel 34 is located at approximately: 41.267791N  -75.806815W 

 
This information is for project planning purposes and should not be shared with anyone outside of this project, or anyone associated with the project that does not need 

to know.  

 

In consideration of this, please provide additional information about what type of activities (filling, excavation, 

blasting, noise, and smoke exposure) will be occurring within 1/4 mile of these features. Additionally, please 

provide information (mapping) about the underground passage area for the two caves. This is something that 

may be available through the PA Game Commission or other sources. For all three hibernacula, discuss how 

impacts from the project will be minimized or avoided.   

 

Additionally, if any additional natural caves or abandoned mines occur within the project area, it is possible that 

Indiana bats or northern long-eared bats may be using them during hibernation or potentially as summer roost 

sites.  If potential hibernacula (i.e., caves or abandoned mines) occur within the project area, they should be 

surveyed by a qualified biologist.  Prior to conducting any survey, the Pennsylvania Game Commission should 

be contacted to determine whether or not they have surveyed the cave/mine in the past.  If adequate surveys 

have been conducted in the recent past, this may preclude the need to conduct additional surveys.  Survey 

results should be submitted to the Service for review and concurrence. 

 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

 

Thank you -  



2

 

 

Pamela Shellenberger 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 

Pennsylvania Field Office 

 

110 Radnor Rd; Suite 101 

State College, PA 16801 

814 234-4090 x7459 
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/  
 

 

 



 

August 13, 2015   PGC ID Number: 201408190001 Revision 

 

Deborah Poppel 

AECOM 

625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 

Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Deborah.Poppel@aecom.com 
 

Re: Penneast Pipeline Company, LLC – Penneast Pipeline Project (Revision) 

State Game Lands Nos. 91, 40, 129, and 168 
Large Project PNDI Review 

Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, PA 

 

Dear Mr. Holcomb,  

  

Thank you for submitting your Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Large Project 

Environmental Review request.  The Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) screened this 

project for potential impacts to species and resources of concern under PGC responsibility, 

which includes birds and mammals only.  This is an update to the PNDI letter that was issued on 

May 5, 2015 based on the revised proposed route that was provided to the PGC on July 24, 2015. 

 

Potential Impact Anticipated 

PNDI records indicate species or resources of concern are located in the vicinity of the project.  

The PGC has received and thoroughly reviewed the information that you provided to this office 

as well as PNDI data, and has determined that potential impacts to threatened, endangered, and 

species of special concern may be associated with your project.  Therefore, additional measures 

are necessary to avoid potential impacts to the species listed below: 

Scientific Name Common Name PA Status Federal Status 

Myotis septentrionalis Northern Long-eared Bat THREATENED THREATENED 

Glaucomys sabrinus macrotis Northern Flying Squirrel ENDANGERED N/A 

Neotoma magister Allegheny Woodrat THREATENED N/A 

Myotis leibii Eastern Small-footed Bat THREATENED N/A 

Pandion haliaetus Osprey THREATENED N/A 

 

  

ADMINISTRATIVE BUREAUS: 
 
 

ADMINISTRATION.…………………717-787-5670 
     HUMAN RESOURCES………....717-787-7836 
     FISCAL MANAGEMENT.……....717-787-7314 
     CONTRACTS AND 
     PROCUREMENT.……………….717-787-6594 
     LICENSING.……………………...717-787-2084 
     OFFICE SERVICES.…………….717-787-2116 
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT.………..717-787-5529 
INFORMATION & EDUCATION…...717-787-6286 
WILDLIFE PROTECTION.………....717-783-6526 
WILDLIFE HABITAT 
MANAGEMENT.……………….…….717-787-6818 
     REAL ESTATE DIVISION.………717-787-6568 
AUTOMATED TECHNOLOGY 
SERVICES.…………………………...717-787-4076 
 

www.pgc.state.pa.us  

 
 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

Pennsylvania Game Commission 

2001 ELMERTON AVENUE 

HARRISBURG, PA 17110-9797 
 

“To manage all wild birds, mammals and their habitats 
for current and future generations.” 

 Division of Environmental 
Planning and Habitat 

Protection 

 

717-783-5957  

http://www.pgc.state.pa.us/
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Next Steps 

Northern Long-eared Bats 

Northern long-eared bats are a federally listed threatened species under the jurisdiction of the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  As a result, our agency defers comments on potential impacts to 

Northern long-eared bats to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 

Northern Flying Squirrel 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where northern 

flying squirrels are known to exist, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is 

requesting the following for this portion of the project: 

 Avoid all clearing activities between April 15th and June 15th to avoid potential 

impacts to northern flying squirrel young that are expected to be confined to their 

nests during this period. 

 Develop and provide detailed plans and GIS shapefiles illustrating permanent and 

temporary right of way (ROW) limits for the project. 

Please be advised that following our review of the above detailed plans, the PGC will be 

requesting a northern flying squirrel mitigation plan that may incorporate, but is not limited 

to, the following components: 

 Replanting of the temporary ROW with various species of conifer seedlings, 

planted no less than 7.5 feet on center, and no more than 10 feet on center. 

 Monitoring of the plantings for a minimum of 5 years, at which time 80% survival 

must be achieved or additional corrective action and monitoring will be required 

until such time as 80% survival is achieved. 

 Installation of glide poles (telephone pole) with horizontal launch beams and 

shelters on each pole to facilitate northern flying squirrel passage across the cleared 

ROW. 

 

Allegheny Woodrat 

The PGC has identified portions of the proposed project where potential Allegheny woodrat 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

Allegheny woodrat surveys be completed in areas specified within the attached PGC Survey 

Maps.  The surveys should be completed by a qualified biologist and follow protocols found in 

the PGC Allegheny Woodrat guidance document.  Please be sure that the following information, 

at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the 

locations (i.e. points) of all woodrat activity centers and potential activity centers, 

as well as the limits (i.e. polygons) of all woodrat habitat sites (central point 

locations with average width and length measurements will not be accepted to 

illustrate the habitat sites) 

 color photographs, keyed to a location and orientation map, of any woodrat habitat 

sites, activity centers, potential activity centers, or woodrat sign that are identified 

during the surveys 
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 completed Woodrat Habitat Site Survey forms for each habitat site identified during 

the survey 

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31st of the year 

the survey is completed. 

 

Eastern Small-footed Bat 

The PGC has identified portions of the project where potential eastern small-footed bat day roost 

habitat may exist, and could be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that all 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat in areas specified within the attached PGC 

Survey Maps be assessed and delineated by a qualified biologist.  Please be sure that the 

following information, at a minimum, is provided for further review and comment by the PGC: 

 a 1:24,000 scale copy of a USGS topo map and a GIS shapefile illustrating the 

limits of all potential small-footed bat day roost habitat that is identified 

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of tree clearing throughout the 

Small-footed Bat Survey Area 

 a GIS shapefile illustrating the proposed limits of earthwork, including any 

proposed grubbing or erosion and sedimentation pollution controls, throughout the 

Small-footed Bat Survey Area 

 representative color photographs of all surface rock encountered during the 

assessment and delineation regardless of whether the rock is considered to be 

potential eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat or not (numerous photos for 

each area of surface rock are strongly recommended) 

 a narrative or table detailing the following information for each area of surface rock 

that is encountered during the assessment and delineation to support or refute the 

rock’s potential as eastern small-footed bat day roost habitat: 

o the estimated canopy cover over the rock 

o anticipated solar exposure of the rock 

o amount and size of crevices available for roost sites 

o presence of organic material, soil, or water within those crevices 

o other details as necessary that cannot be adequately conveyed via the 

photos provided 

 a narrative detailing the reasons for any surface rock encountered not being 

considered potential small-footed bat day roost habitat 

 a photo location and orientation map for all photos provided 

The survey report should be submitted to the PGC no later than December 31st of the year 

the survey is completed. 
 

Osprey 

The PGC has identified a portion of the project (see attached PGC Survey Maps), where have 

known to nest, and may be impacted by the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting the 

following seasonal restriction for this portion of the project: 
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 No activities related to this project shall occur within the Osprey Restriction area 

identified on Map 3 of the attached PGC Survey Maps during the nesting season, 

Mach 25 through July 31.  All project related activities shall be completed in this 

area between August 1 and March 24. 

 

Potential Bat Hibernacula 

The PA Department of Environmental Protection’s Abandoned Mine Land (AML) Inventory 

Points from www.pasda.psu.edu indicates abandoned mine features may be located within the 

requested review area.  These mine features have the potential to connect to abandoned deep 

mine workings that can serve as hibernacula for a variety of cave bat species.  These AML 

openings and any undocumented openings and caves located along the proposed alignment and 

within the review buffer must be assessed following the PGC Protocol for Assessing Bat Use of 

Potential Hibernacula.  Any features having potential as bat hibernacula will need to be 

surveyed to determine the presence or absence of bat species.  A special use permit will need to 

be obtained by the consultant in order to conduct such surveys that involve the handling of bats. 

 

State Game Lands 

Portions of the proposed project are located on State Game Lands Nos. 91, 40, 129, and 168.  

Please contact Mr. Michael Beahm, Northeast Land Management Supervisor, at 570-675-1143 

to discuss and coordinate the project on SGL’s 91, 40, and 129, and Mr. Dave Mitchell, 

Southeast Region Land Management Supervisor, at 610-926-3136 to discuss and coordinate the 

project on SGL 168. 

 

Conservation Measures 

National Wetland Inventory Mapping (NWI) and/or aerial photos suggest that wetlands are 

located within the requested review throughout the proposed project.  The PGC is requesting that 

the final project avoid, or at least minimize to the greatest practical extent, any adverse impacts 

to these resources and their associated wildlife habitat. 

 

In addition, portions of the project located in Luzerne and Carbon County are within areas where 

the abundance and species richness of various area-sensitive forest bird species are among the 

highest in the state.  Area-sensitive forest bird species are those species that require a large 

expanse of relatively contiguous (un-fragmented) forest to maintain their populations.  The 

species found in these areas are listed as species of greatest conservation need in Pennsylvania’s 

Wildlife Action Plan (WAP).  The WAP was designed to proactively manage and safeguard the 

state’s declining fish and wildlife resources, and sets a framework to conserve Pennsylvania’s 

diverse wildlife, maintain their role in ecological processes, and protect and enhance species of 

conservation concern (not just imperiled species).  Although these area-sensitive forest bird 

species are not currently listed as threatened or endangered, and do not produce potential 

conflicts for projects reviewed using the on-line PNDI Environmental Review Tool, their 

populations and requisite habitat are either in decline, or are vulnerable to decline in the state. 

 

As a result, the PGC is recommending the following conservation measures be implemented, to 

the greatest extent practicable, to minimize impacts to these area-sensitive forest bird species and 

minimize additional fragmentation of forested tracts throughout the project area: 

 Co-locate the pipeline and associated facilities with existing roads and other 

disturbed areas 

http://www.pasda.psu.edu/
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 Minimize the width of the temporary construction right-of-way (ROW), and avoid 

grubbing where possible to encourage the re-establishment of woody vegetation 

 Minimize the width of the permanent, maintained ROW to only that which is 

absolutely necessary to maintain the integrity of the pipeline 

 Maximize the rotation of mowing and/or clearing along that maintained ROW to 

allow for the establishment of more beneficial wildlife habitat 

 Perform initial tree clearing for the project between August 15th and April 15th 

 Use the following seed mixes, or similar herbaceous seed mixes that will minimize 

competition with volunteer woody plant species, while offering additional wildlife 

habitat and food sources along the reclaimed ROW: 

 

Steep Slopes Other Areas 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye or 

wheat in fall) 

1 bushel/acre Annual Cereal 

Grain (oats in spring, grain rye 

or wheat in fall) 

10 lbs/acre Timothy 5 lbs/acre Timothy 

3 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 5 lbs/acre Birdsfoot Trefoil 

4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 4 lbs/acre Little Bluestem 

3 lbs/acre Alsike Clover 2 lbs/acre Indiangrass 

3 lbs/acre Ladino Clover 1 lb/acre Side-oats Grama 

Straw Mulch, NO HAY 1 lb/acre Switchgrass 

 ¼ lb/acre Black-eyed Susan 

 ¼ lb/acre Lance-leaved 

Coreopsis 

 Straw Mulch, NO HAY 

 

 Perform any future mowing and/or clearing along the maintained ROW between 

August 15th and April 15th 

 

This response represents the most up-to-date summary of the PNDI data files and is valid for two 

(2) years from the date of this letter.  An absence of recorded information does not necessarily 

imply actual conditions on site.  Should project plans change or additional information on listed 

or proposed species become available, this determination may be reconsidered. 

 

Should the proposed work continue beyond the period covered by this letter, please resubmit the 

project to the PGC at the following address as an “Update” (including an updated PNDI receipt, 

project narrative and accurate map): 

PA Game Commission 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

2001 Elmerton Avenue 

Harrisburg, PA  17110-9797 
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If the proposed work has not changed and no additional information concerning listed species is 

found, the project will be cleared for PNDI requirements by the PGC for an additional 2 years. 

 

This finding applies to impacts to birds and mammals only.  To complete your review of state 

and federally-listed threatened and endangered species and species of special concern, please be 

sure that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the PA Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources, and/or the PA Fish and Boat Commission have been contacted regarding this project 

as directed by the online PNDI ER Tool found at www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us. 

 

Please be sure to include the above-referenced PGC ID Number on any future correspondence 

with the PGC regarding this project. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
John Taucher 

Division of Environmental Planning & Habitat Protection 

Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management 

Phone: 717-787-4250, Extension 3632 

Fax: 717-787-6957 

E-Mail: jotaucher@pa.gov 

 

 

A PNHP Partner 
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Enclosures: 

  PGC Survey Maps 

   

cc: Figured 

 Metz 

 Wenner 

 Morgan 

 Beahm 

 Mitchell 

 Brauning 

 Turner 

 Gross 

 Barber 

 DiMatteo 

 Havens 

http://www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us/
mailto:jotaucher@pa.gov
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 3:36 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey; pamela_shellenberger; 

Melinda Turner; robert_m_anderson@fws.gov
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Northern long-eared bat captures

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Wildlife Specialists captured 2 lactating female northern long-eared bats, and 1 non-reproductive male northern long-eared bat at site PE059 
the night of June 21-22. No transmitters were attached to these 3 bats, because we captured and put a transmitter on a female northern long-
eared bat at that site the night of June 18. We ended up tracking her back to a maternity roost about 200 feet away from where we set our nets 
up. The coordinates for the site are;

   40° 55' 35.4” N 
   75° 37' 48.8" W

Let me know if any further information is needed.

Drew

Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office)
518-569-9999 (Cell)
drew@wildlife-specialists.com
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From: Turner, Gregory (PGC) <grturner@pa.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2015 8:35 AM
To: Poppel, Deborah
Cc: Scafini, Michael; Shellenberger, Pamela
Subject: RE: Durham Cave info request- per USFWS coordination

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hello Deb! 

No maps, and the description in the MAR bulletin on the two caves does not have a map.  The bulletin is too large to 
email however, even zipped. It is suggested they connect with airflow. 

No 2 was surveyed in 2001 (as was No1).  It had VERY cold temps noted and had 38 bats, 14 of which were long‐eared 
bats.  Breakdown prohibits human passage between No2 and No1, but it is that very cold air that is reported entering No 
1. 

Hope this helps! 

Greg 

From: Poppel, Deborah [mailto:deborah.poppel@aecom.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2015 4:36 PM 
To: Turner, Gregory (PGC) 
Subject: Durham Cave info request- per USFWS coordination 

Hi Greg‐ as you know PennEast pipeline has been consulting with USFWS regarding northern long eared bat and Indiana 
bat for its upcoming FERC filing.  Our subconsultant, Wildlife Specialists, has been conducting bat surveys & telemetry 
this summer. 

USFWS provided us with the attached information regarding Durham Caves #1 and #2.  They requested we reach out to 
PGC regarding any known information on tunnels or connections (“underground passage”) between the two caves.  Do 
you have any maps or information you can share?  Thanks very much. 

Deborah Poppel, CWB 
Senior Ecologist / Project Manager 
Environment - Impact Assessment & Permitting Dept. 
Design & Consulting Services, Philadelphia Metro Region 
D 1-610-832-3597 C 1-215-833-0566 
Deborah.poppel@aecom.com 

AECOM 
625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428       
T 1-610-832-3500 F 1-610-832-3501  
www.aecom.com     
Twitter I Facebook I LinkedIn I Google+ 

AECOM and URS have joined together as one company. 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Friday, August 14, 2015 1:43 PM
To: Librandi Mumma, Tracey; Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael
Cc: Poppel, Deborah; Chris Voorhees
Subject: Juvenile silver-haired bat capture

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Wildlife Specialists captured a juvenile male silver-haired bat last night at site PE077A and attached a 
transmitter to it with frequency 172.116. Coordinates for the site are  

40° 48' 17.1” N 
75° 31' 52.6" W

We will be conducting foraging telemetry on the bat until we get 3 successful nights of triangulations, and will 
be conducting emergence surveys after we locate the roost.  

Let me know if any further information is needed.  

Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office)
518-569-9999 (Cell)
drew@wildlife-specialists.com
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October 24, 2014 

Mr. Mark Shaffer 

Pennsylvania HMC 

State Museum Building 

300 North Street  

Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Dear Mr. Shaffer: 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC approved PennEast for the pre-filing review process on 

October 8. The pre-filing process creates the framework for the environmental analysis and a 

formal structure for stakeholders along the proposed route to provide input and opinions 

regarding the project. The pre-filing application is available online at http://elibrabry.ferc.gov, 

docket PF15-1-000.  

At this time we would like to invite the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission to 

become a cooperating agency in the FERC process, and to actively engage with FERC’s 

designated Environmental Project Manager for the PennEast Pipeline Project, Medha Kochhar. 

Ms. Kochhar can be contacted at (202) 502-8964. As a cooperating agency, FERC and/or 

PennEast may request your participation in bi-weekly project status calls and direct or 

interagency coordination meetings, as appropriate. 

Only in the second month of a comprehensive, approximately three-year process, PennEast still 

is working to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, 

we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been adjusted to account for 

engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified since we initially 

provided your agency with detailed project information. In Pennsylvania, the preferred 

alternative route has been shifted approximately three-to-four miles to the northeast between 

mileposts 11 and 35 in Luzerne and Carbon counties. Other route adjustments have also been 

made in an effort to maximize co-location with existing utility easements. Overall, 

approximately 41 miles have been re-routed in Pennsylvania. Please note, however, that the 

current preferred alternative route remains in the same counties and townships as identified in 

our initial notification. Shapefiles for the adjusted preferred alternative route are being provided 

to aide in your review and analysis of the project. 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project. Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

http://elibrabry.ferc.gov/


Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


January 14, 2015 

Mr. Douglas McLearen 
Pennsylvania Historical & Museum Commission 
Bureau for Historic Preservation 
Commonwealth Keystone Building, 2nd Floor 
400 North Street  
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0093 

Re: ER# 2014-1767-042, Updated PennEast Pipeline Alignment 
PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC - PennEast Pipeline Project  
Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Buck Counties, Pennsylvania. 

Dear Mr. McLearen: 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 
coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 
Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 
South Jersey Industries; Texas Eastern Transmission, LP; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a 
subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015.  

Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a new preferred alternative route and to 
obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the preferred alternative 
route has been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that 
have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project mapping on 
October 24, 2014.  In Pennsylvania, the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for 
approximately 2.5 miles to the north side of State Route 33 near Bethlehem, PA. USGS 
topographic maps showing just the new route adjustments in Pennsylvania and updated 
shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your review 
and analysis of the project.  

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 
contact me if you have any questions.  

Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

 URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com
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Fedex Tracking #: 773259075640 

March 31, 2015 
 
Mr. Douglas McLearen 
Pennsylvania Historical & Museum Commission 
Bureau for Historic Preservation 
Commonwealth Keystone Building, 2nd Floor 
400 North Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0093 
 
Dear Mr. McLearen: 
 
On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 
coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 
NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 
Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  
 
As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 
preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 
preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 
use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 
mapping on January 14, 2015. 
 
Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 
and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 
the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 
location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 
Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 
housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 
adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  
 
In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 
Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) to 
supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 
relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 
minimize additional above-ground impacts.  
 
A summary of the significant route variations in Pennsylvania is provided below: 
 
• In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has been re-routed 

¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). The alignment 
has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply mainline in a 
location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources.  

 
• Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the alignment between 

mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route in an effort to refine 
the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail.  



                                                                     

Fedex Tracking #: 773259075640 

• In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less than ½-
mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and local 
officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current and 
future land use plans in the area.  

 
Updated USGS-based topographic maps for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided 
to aide in your review and analysis of the project. 
 
We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 
contact me if you have any questions.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com
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Wyatt, Andrew

From: Wyatt, Andrew
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 1:21 PM
To: Douglas McLearen (dmclearen@pa.gov)
Subject: PennEast Pipeline Project Route Update (ER # 2014-1767-042)

Dear Mr. McLearen,  

The purpose of this email is to inform you of changes to the preferred alternative route of the PennEast Pipeline 
Project.  A description of and mapping for changes to the preferred alternative route will be submitted for your review 
next week.  If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Wyatt, M.A. 
Senior Archaeologist 
D 1-717-635-7942 C 1-717-380-7836 
andrew.wyatt@aecom.com 

AECOM 
4507 Front Street, Suite 200 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania  17110 
T 1-717-635-7901 F 1-717-635-7902 
www.aecom.com 



FINAL FERC Section 7(c) Application 
SEPTEMBER 2015 

 Susquehanna River Basin Commission* 

*Notifications included identical mapping attachments as shown in U.S. Army Corps

of Engineers, above. Subsequent mapping sent for Project route updates were
provided digitally, with hardcopies sent upon request.
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

August 19, 2014  

Mr. Todd Eaby, P.G.  
Manager, Project Review 

Susquehanna River Basin Commission  
4423 N. Front Street  
Harrisburg, PA 17110-1788  

Re:   Project Review 
PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC - PennEast Pipeline Project 
Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, PA 
Hunterdon and Mercer Counties, NJ 

Dear Mr. Eaby: 

The PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC (PennEast), is a partnership with UGI Energy Services 
(UGIES), AGL Resources, NJR Pipeline Company, and South Jersey Industries. The PennEast 
Pipeline Project (Project) proposes to construct a new 100-mile, 30-inch pipeline to deliver 
natural gas from northeast Pennsylvania to other markets in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This 
new supply of natural gas will bring lower cost supplies to residents and businesses in 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey, while enhancing pipeline system flexibility and reliability for 
the local gas utilities.  

On behalf of PennEast, URS Corporation (URS) is providing this introduction to the Project 
along with supplementary information for your consideration. Portions of the proposed pipeline 
alignment fall within the Susquehanna River basin and, as such, PennEast intends to file permit 
applications for water withdrawals for hydrostatic testing and associated discharges. As the 
project is currently in the preliminary design stage, water withdrawal volumes and discharge 
points have not been determined at this time. We will be setting up interagency meetings in the 
near future prior to permit application filings and would appreciate your participation.  

A critical issues analysis was conducted for multiple routes using readily available secondary 
source data to select the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative 
(LEDPA) route. Mapping depicting the environmental features evaluated for the preferred 
alternative is enclosed. We are providing this preliminary Project information prior to the 
initiation of wetland and watercourse field surveys to be conducted this fall. The environmental 
study area will be a 400-foot corridor centered on the approximately 100-mile alignment. The 
anticipated permanent right-of-way (ROW) and temporary construction work area will be 
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

approximately 100-feet. The study area is wider than the disturbance area to allow for minor 
alignment shifts to avoid any sensitive resources that may be identified during the 
environmental field investigations. 

PennEast intends to file its certificate application for the PennEast Pipeline Project with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) in mid-2015, and anticipates receiving 
authorization and starting construction in 2017. Permit applications with other federal, state, 
and local agencies will be submitted within similar timeframes as t he certificate application. 
The permit proceedings conducted by these agencies will provide additional opportunities for 
public input and involvement. FERC’s determination of public convenience and necessity 
includes a thorough, comprehensive environmental review of proposed projects, working 
closely with federal, state, and local agencies and in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).    

The following are enclosed to facilitate your review: 

• PennEast Project Fact Sheet; and
• CD containing:

o USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps with project alignment; and
o detailed maps depicting the project areas and known secondary source

resources

If you have any questions or require additional information regarding this project, please 
contact me at 610.832.1810 or bernard.holcomb@urs.com. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
Enclosures (2) 

cc:  Mr. Anthony Cox (UGI) 
      Mr. Dante D'Alessandro (UGI) 



October 24, 2014 

Mr. Todd Eaby, P.G. 

Manager, Project Review 

Susquehanna River Basin Commission 

4423 N. Front Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17110-1788  

Dear Mr. Eaby: 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC approved PennEast for the pre-filing review process on 

October 8. The pre-filing process creates the framework for the environmental analysis and a 

formal structure for stakeholders along the proposed route to provide input and opinions 

regarding the project. The pre-filing application is available online at http://elibrabry.ferc.gov, 

docket PF15-1-000.  

At this time we would like to invite the Susquehanna River Basin Commission to become a 

cooperating agency in the FERC process, and to actively engage with FERC’s designated 

Environmental Project Manager for the PennEast Pipeline Project, Medha Kochhar. Ms. Kochhar 

can be contacted at (202) 502-8964. As a cooperating agency, FERC and/or PennEast may 

request your participation in bi-weekly project status calls and direct or interagency coordination 

meetings, as appropriate. 

Only in the second month of a comprehensive, approximately three-year process, PennEast still 

is working to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, 

we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been adjusted to account for 

engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified since we initially 

provided your agency with detailed project information. In Pennsylvania, the preferred 

alternative route has been shifted approximately three-to-four miles to the northeast between 

mileposts 11 and 35 in Luzerne and Carbon counties. Other route adjustments have also been 

made in an effort to maximize co-location with existing utility easements. Overall, 

approximately 41 miles have been re-routed in Pennsylvania. Please note, however, that the 

current preferred alternative route remains in the same counties and townships as identified in 

our initial notification. Shapefiles for the adjusted preferred alternative route are being provided 

to aide in your review and analysis of the project.  

http://elibrabry.ferc.gov/


We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project. Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


Susquehanna River Basin Commission 

November  5,  2014 
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Today’s Agenda 

• Team Introduction  
• Project Overview 
• Discussion/Questions 
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• Alisa Harris – PennEast, Government and Public Affairs 
• Bernie Holcomb – URS, Land and Environmental 
• Wade Cope – URS, Permitting 
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Team Introduction 



Project Sponsors 

• Red Oak Enterprise Holdings, Inc., a subsidiary of AGL 
Resources Inc. 
 

• NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources  
 

• South Jersey Industries 
 

• UGI PennEast, LLC, a subsidiary of UGI Energy Services, LLC 
 

• PSEG Power LLC 
 

• Spectra Energy 
4 



General Description 
 
• Bringing lower cost Marcellus Shale natural gas 

to homes and businesses in Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey 

• 108-mile, 36”-diameter PennEast Pipeline 
• 2.1-mile, 24”-diameter Hellertown Lateral 
• 1 Compressor Station in PA with 32,745 HP 
• Successful Open Season Ended on August 29, 

2014 
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Project Overview 

 



• Length of Pipeline in SRB is13.8 miles 
• Pipeline segment in SRB is all in Luzerne 

County 
• 7 Townships within the SRB :Jenkins Twp., 

Dallas Twp., Bear Creek Twp., Kingston Twp., 
West Wyoming Boro., West Wyoming Boro., 
Plains Twp. 
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Project Overview 
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Timeline 
 

• FERC Pre-filing       October, 2014 
• Formal 7(c) Filing     July, 2015 
• SRBC Filing       July, 2015 
• Receive SRBC Approval   October, 2016 
• Receive 7(c) Certificate    December, 2016 
• Notice to Proceed     February, 2017 
• Construction Begins    April, 2017 
• In-service Date      October, 2017 
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Project Overview 

 



Available Delivery Points – Mercer County, NJ 
 

• Algonquin Transmission – Lambertville 
• Columbia Transmission 
• Elizabethtown Gas 
• Texas Eastern – Lambertville 
• Transco Mainline – between 205 and 210 
• Transco Trenton-Woodbury 
• UGI Utilities 
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Project Overview 
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Proposed Route 

Project Overview 



Pipeline Facilities 
• 108 miles of 36” spiral weld 
• 1,440 maximum allowable operating pressure 
• Initial survey corridor: 400’ 
• Right of way: 50’ permanent; 100’ permanent and 

temporary construction 
• Major water crossings: Susquehanna, Lehigh and 

Delaware Rivers, Beltzville Lake 
• Major road crossings: Pennsylvania Turnpike 

(2X), I-81, I-80, PA-22, I-78, NJ-202 
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Ongoing Agency Consultations 
 

• Delaware and Susquehanna River Basin Commissions 
• Pennsylvania and New Jersey Departments of 

Environmental Protection 
• Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources 
• Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission 
• Pennsylvania Game Commission 
• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
• U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
• National Marine Fisheries Service 
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Stakeholder Contact 



• Identified stakeholders include landowners and 
abutters; elected and appointed officials; emergency 
responders; environmental organizations; 
community and business groups; and media 

• Ongoing introductory meetings with elected and 
appointed officials 

• Draft Public Participation Plan 
• Established tracking system and contact project 

vehicles: website, e-mail, social media, toll-free line 
and USPS mailing address 

• Initial open houses November 2014 
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Stakeholder Contact 



• NWI Wetlands – 4 crossings 
• NHD Waterbodies – 0 crossings 
• Threatened and Endangered Species – Indiana Bat, 

Bog Turtle, Dwarf Wedge Mussel and proposed for  
listing Northern Long-eared Bat 

• State Park/Forest/Game Lands – 13 acres 
• Important permits/sensitive areas (Appalachian Trail, 

Beltzville State Park, Frances Slocum State Park, 
Hickory Run State Park, Delaware River Crossing) 
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Environmental Impacts 



Single-point of Contact 

Bernard Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager, URS Corp. 
625 West Ridge Pike 
Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428  
Office: (610) 832-1810 
Mobile:  (215) 275-7956 
E-mail: bernard.holcomb@urs.com 
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Thank You! 
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January 14, 2015 

Mr. Todd Eaby, P.G.  

Manager, Project Review  

Susquehanna River Basin Commission 

4423 N. Front Street  

Harrisburg, PA 17110-1788  

Dear Mr. Eaby, 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Texas Eastern Transmission, LP; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI 

Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015.  

Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a new preferred alternative route and to obtain 

permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been 

adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified 

since we last provided your agency with detailed project mapping on October 24, 2014.  In Pennsylvania, 

the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for approximately 2.5 miles to the north side of State 

Route 33 near Bethlehem, PA. In New Jersey, the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for 

approximately 21 miles, from M.P. 90 (approximate) to the southern project terminus. This re-route has 

also necessitated a 1.3-mile, 36-inch lateral near Lambertville, NJ to transport gas to Algonquin and 

Texas Eastern Transmission systems. USGS topographic maps showing just the new route adjustments in 

Pennsylvania and updated shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to 

aide in your review and analysis of the project.  

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please contact me if 

you have any questions.  

Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


March 30, 2015 

Mr. Todd Eaby, P.G. 

Susquehanna River Basin Commission 

4423 N. Front Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17110-1788 

Dear Ms. Eaby: 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation. 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 

preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 

preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 

use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 

mapping on January 14, 2015. 

Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 

and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 

the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 

location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 

Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 

housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 

adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  

In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 

Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) to 

supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts.  

A summary of the significant route variations in Pennsylvania is provided below: 

 In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has been re-routed

¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). The alignment

has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply mainline in a

location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources.

 Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the alignment between

mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route in an effort to refine

the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail.



 In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less than ½-

mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and local

officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current and

future land use plans in the area.

Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
 Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com
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Cope, Wade

From: Cope, Wade
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 11:09 AM
To: Eaby, Todd
Cc: Holcomb, Bernard; West, Jonathan; Binckley, Sarah
Subject: PennEast | Project Update
Attachments: PennEast Proposed Route (July 15, 2015).kmz; PennEast_ProjectShapefiles_July2015

TrackingTracking: Recipient Delivery

Eaby, Todd

Holcomb, Bernard Delivered: 7/24/2015 11:09 AM

West, Jonathan Delivered: 7/24/2015 11:09 AM

Binckley, Sarah Delivered: 7/24/2015 11:09 AM

Good Morning, 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued coordination on the
proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of
New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services
(UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). 
FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. 
PennEast filed Draft Resource Reports with FERC in April 2015. Since the Preliminary Draft Resource Report filing in April 
2015, PennEast has continued to evaluate potential alternatives to the proposed pipeline alignment based on comments 
received during the formal Scoping process, ongoing dialogue with federal, state, regional and local agencies, land 
owners, and the findings from field surveys and engineering analyses.  In the April filing we provided an overview of the 
ongoing assessments for  3 major alternatives and over 70 minor route variations.  

In the past 3 months the overall alignment has been adjusted within the 400 foot survey corridor to avoid and/or 
minimize impacts to wetlands and waterbodies, cultural resources, agricultural lands and other sensitive habitats.  In 
Pennsylvania, 2 reroutes and more than 40 minor route variations have been evaluated. The 2 reroutes evaluate
alternative ways of crossing the Appalachian Trail and nearby PA State Game Lands, and avoid active quarrying
operations. These alternatives and reroutes have gone through the same detailed assessment as those assessed in the
April filing.  Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are attached to aide in your review
and analysis of the Project. (To open the shapefiles, please add a “.zip” extension to the file and then extract the files.) 

Significant reroutes include: 

 In Plains Township and Laflin Borough in Luzerne County, approximately 3.6 miles of the alignment has been rerouted
one mile to the east to avoid active quarrying operations (new mileposts 8.4 to 12.3).

 In Towamensing Township and Lower Towamensing Township  in Carbon County, approximately 2 miles of the
alignment has been rerouted approximately 2 miles to the west. This reroute addresses  a request for a new
Interconnect  as well as concerns related to the Appalachian Trail and PA State Game Lands (new mileposts 48.9 to
53.6)

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important Project.  Please contact me if you 
have any questions. 
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Sincerely, 

Wade Cope, PE 
Environmental Engineer, Water/Wastewater Department 
D 1-717-635-7939  
wade.cope@aecom.com 

AECOM 
4507 N. Front Street, Ste 200, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110-1787   
T 1-717-635-7900  
www.aecom.com 

Twitter I Facebook I Instagram I Google+ 
Connect with me on LinkedIn. 

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 



FINAL FERC Section 7(c) Application 
SEPTEMBER 2015 

 U.S. Department of Agriculture – Natural Resources 
Conservation Service 
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MEETING MINUTES 

PennEast Pipeline Project coordination Meeting with USDA, Natural 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), Hunterdon County, NJ 

DATE:    March 18, 2015 

PLACE:  USDA, NRCS 
220 Davidson Road, 4th Floor 
Somerset, NJ  

RE:  PennEast Pipeline Alignment and USDA/NRCS Easements 

START TIME:  9:00 am 

Attendees: 

Name Affiliation 
Carrie Mosley USDA/NRCS 

Lauren Lypczynski USDA/NRCS 
Gail Bartok (?) USDA/NRCS 
Timothy Brill NJ State Agriculture Development 

Committee, Farmland Preservation 
Program 

Jeff England PennEast/UGIES 
Sue Quackenbush Amy S. Greene Environmental 

Consultants, Inc. 

Items Discussed: 

J. England provided a brief project description, anticipated schedule, and FERC process update.

C. Mosley explained that several USDA Federal Conservation Easements (Farm and Ranch Lands
Protection Program) are crossed by the currently proposed alignment.

S. Quackenbush reviewed a list of Conservation Easements identified within the alignment.  The list
was prepared through a deed search/review conducted by Western Land Services.   Three parcels
on the list identify the United States of America/Department of Agriculture as the “grantee of
easement”.    These properties are:

Block 33, Lot 4 Delaware Township, NJ 
Block 33, Lot 4.01 Delaware Township, NJ 
Block 62, Lot 26.041   Hopewell Township, NJ 
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L. Lypczynski confirmed that these are existing Federal Conservation easements,   Per USDA/NRCS
initial mapping review, she requests that PennEast also check the proximity of the additional two
parcels with Federal Conservation Easements to the proposed alignment:

Block 25, Lot 60 Holland Township, NJ 
Block 12, Lot 31 Kingwood Township, NJ 

L. Lypczynski requested that PennEast provide shapefiles of the proposed alignment so that
USDA/NRCS may conduct a more accurate review.

C. Mosley explained that the proposed Agricultural Act of 2014 (currently in public comment) contains
language allowing for some conditional modifications to existing easements.   This rule has not yet
been formally adopted; the current rule contains no such provisions.

USDA/NRCS will advocate avoidance of Federal Conservation Easements as their preferred 
strategy. 

J. England stated that PennEast would explore the relationship between the FERC regulatory
process and its interaction with the presence of Federal Conservation Easements.

T. Brill asked if PennEast would share with him the list of identified Conservation Easements in NJ.
J. England replied that caution is used in sharing information, but that sharing the list with NJSADC
should be fine.

J. England stated that he would request that USDA/NRCS be invited to join the FERC bi-weekly
project status conference calls.

Action Items 
• Send proposed alignment shapefiles to NRCS (PennEast/AECOM)
• Check proximity of parcels listed above to proposed alignment (PennEast/AECOM)
• Provide list of identified Conservation Easement Parcels to NJSADC, if authorized

(PennEast/AECOM)
• Request NRCS be invited to join bi-weekly FERC calls (PennEast/AECOM)
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West, Jonathan

From: Holcomb, Bernard

Sent: Wednesday, March 25, 2015 7:57 AM

To: timothy.brill@ag.state.nj.us; carrie.mosley@nj.usda.gov

Cc: Jeff England (jengland@ugies.com); West, Jonathan; Sue Quackenbush

Subject: PennEast: Summary Table of NJ Tracts with Conservation, Wetland, or Agriculture 

Easements

Attachments: Updated Master NJ List 3 23 2015.pdf

Good Morning 

We wanted to follow-up on the Action Items from last week’s meeting. 

- I have talked with Sean Sparks, FERC’s 3
rd

 party contractor, and he has added Carrie’s name to the Bi-weekly Call

distribution list.  The next call is Wednesday, April 1, 2015 at 10:30.  Call-In: 866-692-5721

Access: 8580298

- We have confirmed the 2 Tracts that were listed for Hunterdon County are located along the proposed pipeline

route.  The Table referenced at the meeting only had the Mercer County information.

- Attached please find for your review a Summary Table listing the NJ Tracts with Conservation, Wetland, or Agriculture

Easements based on Title research at the County Courthouses.

- Updated Maps and Shape Files will be provided with the next round of updates later this week or early next week.

If you have any questions or if there is any other information that we can provide please do not hesitate to call. 

Regards

Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
Direct: 1-610-832-1810  Cell: 1-215-275-7956 
bernard.holcomb@aecom.com 

AECOM 

625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100   Conshohocken, Pennsylvania 19428 
Telephone: 610-832-3500  Fax: 610-832-3501   
www.aecom.com 

Twitter I Facebook I LinkedIn I Google+ 

This electronic communication, which includes any files or attachments thereto, contains proprietary or confidential information and may be privileged and otherwise protected 
under copyright or other applicable intellectual property laws. All information contained in this electronic communication is solely for the use of the individual(s) or entity to 
which it was addressed. If you are not the intended recipient(s), you are hereby notified that distributing, copying, or in any way disclosing any of the information in this e-mail 
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately, and destroy the communication and any files or attachments in their 
entirety, whether in electronic or hard copy format. Since data stored on electronic media can deteriorate, be translated or modified, AECOM, its subsidiaries, and/or affiliates 
will not be liable for the completeness, correctness or readability of the electronic data. The electronic data should be verified against the hard copy. 

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.
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URS Corporation 

625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 

Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Phone:  610.832.3500 

Fax:  610.832.3501 

March 30, 2015 

Ms. Carrie Mosley 

NRCS State Conservationist 

220 Davidson Ave, 4
th
 Floor 

Somerset, NJ 08873 

Dear Ms. Mosley, 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI 

Corporation.  

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 

preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 

preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 

use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 

mapping on January 14, 2015. 

Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 

and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 

the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 

location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 

Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 

housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 

adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  

In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 

Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) 

to supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts.  

A summary of the significant route variations is provided below: 

 In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has been re-routed

¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). The alignment

has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply mainline in a

location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources.
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Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Phone:  610.832.3500 

Fax:  610.832.3501 

 Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the alignment between

mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route in an effort to refine

the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail.

 In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less than ½-

mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and local

officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current and

future land use plans in the area.

 In Holland Township, Hunterdon County, NJ, a new 12-inch lateral is needed to run from milepost 76.6

on the mainline pipeline route approximately ½-mile south to an interconnect with Elizabethtown Gas and

the Gilbert Power Generation facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas

was relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to

minimize additional above-ground impacts.

 In Holland Township, Hunterdon County, NJ, approximately two miles of the alignment has been re-

routed less than ½-mile to the south of the previous route to accommodate a future private development

planned for the area.

 In West Amwell Township, Hunterdon County, NJ, approximately 1 mile of the alignment has been re-

routed up to 1,000 feet east of the previous route to avoid a newly constructed home that was identified by

a landowner.

Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Bernie Holcomb 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 

 Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


FINAL FERC Section 7(c) Application 
SEPTEMBER 2015 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service – New Jersey Field Office* 

*Notifications included identical mapping attachments as shown in U.S. Army Corps

of Engineers, above. Subsequent mapping sent for Project route updates were
provided digitally, with hardcopies sent upon request.
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

August 12, 2014  

Ms. Wendy Walsh 
Senior Fish & Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Endangered Species 
927 N. Main Street, Building D 
Pleasantville, NJ 08232 

Re:   Project Review 
PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC - PennEast Pipeline Project 
Hunterdon and Mercer Counties, New Jersey 

Dear Ms. Walsh: 

The PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC (PennEast), is a partnership with UGI Energy Services 
(UGIES), AGL Resources, NJR Pipeline Company, and South Jersey Industries. The PennEast 
Pipeline Project (Project) proposes to construct a new 100-mile, 30-inch pipeline to deliver 
natural gas from northeast Pennsylvania to other markets in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This 
new supply of natural gas will bring lower cost supplies to residents and businesses in 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey, while enhancing pipeline system flexibility and reliability for 
the local gas utilities.  

PennEast intends to file its certificate application for the PennEast Pipeline Project with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) in mid-2015, and anticipates receiving 
authorization and starting construction in 2017. Permit applications with other federal, state, 
and local agencies will be submitted within similar timeframes as t he certificate application. 
The permit proceedings conducted by these agencies will provide additional opportunities for 
public input and involvement. FERC’s determination of public convenience and necessity 
includes a thorough, comprehensive environmental review of proposed projects, working 
closely with federal, state, and local agencies and in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  

On behalf of PennEast, URS Corporation (URS) is requesting a Project Review for rare, 
candidate, threatened, and endangered species under the jurisdiction of the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for the PennEast Pipeline Project. A critical issues analysis was 
conducted for multiple routes using readily available secondary source data to select the Least 
Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) route. Mapping depicting the 
environmental features evaluated for the preferred alternative is enclosed. We are asking for 
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URS Corporation 
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Conshohocken, PA 19428 
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Fax:  610.832.3501 

your review prior to the initiation of wetland and watercourse field surveys to be conducted this 
fall. We hope to concurrently identify any habitat for species under your agencies’ jurisdiction 
at this time. The environmental study area will be a 4 00-foot corridor centered on t he 
approximately 100-mile alignment. The anticipated permanent right-of-way (ROW) and 
temporary construction work area will be approximately 100-feet. The study area is wider than 
the disturbance area to allow for minor alignment shifts to avoid any sensitive resources that 
may be identified during the environmental field investigations.   

The following are enclosed to facilitate your review: 

• PennEast Project Fact Sheet; and
• CD containing:

o shapefiles of the alignment;
o USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps with project alignment; and
o detailed maps depicting the project areas and known secondary source

resources

If you have any questions or require additional information regarding this request, please 
contact me at 610.832.1810 or bernard.holcomb@urs.com. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
Enclosures (2) 

cc:  Mr. Anthony Cox (UGI) 
      Mr. Dante D'Alessandro (UGI) 
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From: Quackenbush, Susan

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2014 3:01 PM

To: jeremy_markuson@fws.gov

Cc: Poppel, Deborah; Bayne, Bruce; West, Jonathan; Holcomb, Bernard; Reich, Donna

Subject: PennEast Pipeline - USFWS NJ Field Office ESA Section 7 Consultation

Jeremy- 

 

Thanks for speaking with me this afternoon about the above-referenced project and the USFWS consultation review. 

Per our discussion, you will  be the USFWS NJ Field Office Point of Contact for this project.    

 

I indicated that we have followed the ESA Section 7 Consultation guidance per the USFWS Field Office website, and 

generated a list of Federally listed threatened/endangered species potentially present within the NJ portion of the 

project alignment.  The species under USFWS NJ field office jurisdiction listed in the iPAC results are as follows: 

 

Indiana bat:  You indicated that the project alignment is located at the southern edge of the NJ range for this 

species.  The alignment crosses no known colonies; however, if tree clearing is proposed for trees > 5” dbh, a survey will 

likely be required.   

 

Northern long-eared bat:   You indicated that the alignment crosses through approximately 0.5 miles of a known 

northern long-eared bat colony.   You indicated that projects which require approximately 20 acres or greater of tree 

clearing (> 3” dbh) typically require a survey for northern long-eared bat.   You indicated that you will email me the 

applicable GIS files for where the alignment intersects northern long-eared bat habitat.  

 

We discussed that USFWS does regard seasonal timing restrictions on tree clearing as a viable impact minimization 

measure for bats in areas where deemed appropriate. 

 

Dwarf wedgemussel:  You indicated that the alignment is located on the edge of dwarf wedgemussel habitat as it 

crosses the Delaware River, and that there may also be several NJ State-listed mussel species at the crossing 

location.  You stated that you plan to speak with Jeanette Bowers-Altman of NJ-Division of Fish and Wildlife regarding 

listed mussel species at this crossing.  I indicated that we did not yet receive a response from the NJ Natural Heritage 

Program regarding NJ State listed species.   I asked if dwarf wedgemussel would be a species of concern if HDD was 

proposed for the river crossing.  You indicated that it would depend on how far from the banks the entrance and exit 

points were located, and that potential leaks during construction are of concern; therefore a survey may be required 

even where HDD is proposed.  We discussed the potential avoidance/mitigation measure of translocating mussels to an 

appropriate upstream location.    

 

Bog turtle:  You requested that all emergent wetland habitats be thoroughly documented for their potential to provide 

suitable bog turtle habitat; however, you believe that the alignment does not cross any known sites.    

 

In addition to the species discussed above, you stated that USFWS is currently recommending a restriction on vegetation 

clearing from March 15 through July 31 to protect species listed under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  As project 

coordination continues, we will discuss the specific measures appropriate for the protection of MBTA species.   

 

I explained that field crews are currently conducting wetland delineations and habitat evaluations, and that we will be 

evaluating habitat characteristics as they pertain to each of the above species in order to continue the Section 7 

Consultation as applicable, identify the needs for targeted surveys, and develop avoidance/minimization/mitigating 

measures for the project as required.   You suggested that we consider ESA Section 7-A1 pertaining to species 
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conservation and recovery measures as we advance the project consultation, and that you will send a list of current 

projects.     You indicated that you are open to participating in field visits to look at specific areas of  Federally listed 

threatened/endangered species habitat, and to aid in identifying appropriate conservation measures. 

 

I trust that this summarizes our discussion accurately.  If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to give 

me a call. 

 

Best Regards- 

 

Sue Quackenbush     
Senior Wetlands Ecologist   

625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100, Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone: (610)832-3654 (Direct) ~ (610)832-3500 (Main) 
Email: susan.quackenbush@urs.com  

 

 

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you 
receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this 
information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies. 
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From: Markuson, Jeremy <jeremy_markuson@fws.gov>

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2014 2:41 PM

To: Quackenbush, Susan

Cc: Poppel, Deborah; Bayne, Bruce; West, Jonathan; Holcomb, Bernard; Reich, Donna

Subject: Re: PennEast Pipeline - USFWS NJ Field Office ESA Section 7 Consultation

Attachments: Video.MOV; NLEB_Maternity_Buffer.shx; NLEB_Maternity_Buffer.dbf; 

NLEB_Maternity_Buffer.prj; NLEB_Maternity_Buffer.sbn; NLEB_Maternity_Buffer.sbx; 

NLEB_Maternity_Buffer.shp; NLEB_Maternity_Buffer.shp.xml

Thanks Sue! 

 

Good summary of our conversation last week. Once the wetland delineations and habitat evaluations are 

complete I would like to participate in a field visit. During the field visit we can discuss the results of the habitat 

evaluations, any additional survey efforts, and necessary conservation measures to protect listed species. Also 

note that after reviewing your wetland delineations I may request a bog turtle survey by a recognized qualified 

bog turtle surveyor from the New Jersey bog turtle surveyor list 

(http://www.fws.gov/northeast/njfieldoffice/pdf/BogTurtleSurveyors.pdf) in or near the proposed PennEast 

Pipeline.  

 

Below are a list of recovery projects for you to consider for fulfilling Section 7(a)(1) statutory requirements. 

Let's discuss these projects or other projects that you have in mind.   

 

Also, attached is a GIS shapefile of the mile posts that cross a northern long-eared bat maternity colony. 

 

Section 7(a)(1) projects in New Jersey: 

 

American chaffseed:  

 

* 1) Propagation and outplanting - Only one extant population of American chaffseed is known in the state. 

Range-wide the species is declining. We would like to propagate and outplant American chaffseed in areas of 

suitable habitat.  

 

Sensitive joint-vetch: 

 

* 1) Like American chaffseed sensitive joint-vetch is currently known from a single population in New Jersey 

and has been extirpated from Pennsylvania and Delaware. Survey efforts are needed to examine historic 

locations and suitable habitat. 

 

Bog Turtle: 

 

* 1) Grazing reimbursements - One of the primary threats that face bog turtles is habitat degradation due to 

succession and invasive exotic plant species. To restore bog turtle wetlands we use light to moderate grazing to 

reduce invasive species and establish native emergent wetland conditions. Please see the attached video of water 

buffalo's grazing in an active bog turtle wetland. 

 

* 2) Installation of fencing to facilitate grazing - To facilitate the introduction and/or management of grazers, 

fencing needs to be installed. 
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3) Wildlife health screenings - Over the past few years, we have received sporadic reports of dead and 

apparently diseased bog turtles from New York, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and 

Pennsylvania. In some cases, the number of bog turtles found dead in their wetland habitat exceeded that which 

is typically reported. Currently we are working with the Wildlife Conservation Society to understand the reason 

behind the many dead and dying turtles we are finding. 

 

4) Population Monitoring - Monitoring efforts are needed to better understand status and trends of populations.  

 

5) Habitat monitoring - Similar to population monitoring, monitoring habitat conditions at bog turtle wetlands is 

a priority.  

 

6) Genetic studies - Pursue genetic research on bog turtles to determine what constitutes a viable population 

size. 

 

Note that grazing reimbursements are generally combined with installation of fencing and woody vegetation 

removal activities.  

 

Indiana bat: 

 

* 1) Land acquisition - Mt Hope Mine is the second largest bat hibernaculum in the state. The property is 

currently owned by a private entity. We would like to acquire this property for long-term protection of this 

important hibernaculum. 

 

2) Spring emergence tracking efforts - We are only aware of eight maternity colonies in New Jersey. However, 

we realize that many areas in New Jersey have not been surveyed for Indiana bat and there are likely additional 

maternity colonies elsewhere in the state. To better understand where these colonies occur we would like to 

conduct spring emergence tracking efforts. These efforts would involve tracking Indiana bats via telemetry after 

they emerge from hibernation. 

 

3) Monitoring efforts at existing maternity colonies -  Additional survey efforts and monitoring efforts are 

needed at existing maternity colonies in NJ. Monitoring efforts would likely include acoustic surveys, mist 

netting, and telemetry. One colony in particular is easy to monitor because they are utilizing a bat box. These 

monitoring efforts would assist with understanding the maternity colonies roosting and foraging behavior to 

better understand how they are utilizing forested habitat. 

 

4) WNS Research - Additional research needs to be conducted on WNS to understand more about the disease.  

 

5) Other recovery efforts as described in the 2007 Draft Indiana bat Recovery 

Plan: http://ecos.fws.gov/docs/recovery_plan/070416.pdf 

 

Swamp pink: 

 

1) Land purchases - Identify and protect high quality populations 

 

* 2) Installation of fencing to prevent deer browsing - Approximately 85% of New Jersey swamp pink 

populations show evidence of deer browsing. Fencing would focus on populations showing declines due to deer 

browsing.  

 

3) Invasive species control - Control and remove invasive species through herbicide treatment methods.  
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4) Canopy thinning - Due to excessive canopy closure some sites require thinning activities. 

 

Projects that are marked with an asterik are considered higher priority projects. This current list of recovery 

projects will be updated with new additions in the coming months. If you are interested in the recovery projects 

listed above, please let me know and I'll provide you an approximate cost associated with each project. 

 

Thanks, 

 

Jeremy 

 

On Wed, Sep 17, 2014 at 3:01 PM, Quackenbush, Susan <susan.quackenbush@urs.com> wrote: 

Jeremy- 

  

Thanks for speaking with me this afternoon about the above-referenced project and the USFWS consultation 

review. 

Per our discussion, you will  be the USFWS NJ Field Office Point of Contact for this project.    

  

I indicated that we have followed the ESA Section 7 Consultation guidance per the USFWS Field Office 

website, and generated a list of Federally listed threatened/endangered species potentially present within the NJ 

portion of the project alignment.  The species under USFWS NJ field office jurisdiction listed in the iPAC 

results are as follows: 

  

Indiana bat:  You indicated that the project alignment is located at the southern edge of the NJ range for this 

species.  The alignment crosses no known colonies; however, if tree clearing is proposed for trees > 5” dbh, a 

survey will likely be required.   

  

Northern long-eared bat:   You indicated that the alignment crosses through approximately 0.5 miles of a known 

northern long-eared bat colony.   You indicated that projects which require approximately 20 acres or greater of 

tree clearing (> 3” dbh) typically require a survey for northern long-eared bat.   You indicated that you will 

email me the applicable GIS files for where the alignment intersects northern long-eared bat habitat.  

  

We discussed that USFWS does regard seasonal timing restrictions on tree clearing as a viable impact 

minimization measure for bats in areas where deemed appropriate. 

  

Dwarf wedgemussel:  You indicated that the alignment is located on the edge of dwarf wedgemussel habitat as 

it crosses the Delaware River, and that there may also be several NJ State-listed mussel species at the crossing 

location.  You stated that you plan to speak with Jeanette Bowers-Altman of NJ-Division of Fish and Wildlife 
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regarding listed mussel species at this crossing.  I indicated that we did not yet receive a response from the NJ 

Natural Heritage Program regarding NJ State listed species.   I asked if dwarf wedgemussel would be a species 

of concern if HDD was proposed for the river crossing.  You indicated that it would depend on how far from the 

banks the entrance and exit points were located, and that potential leaks during construction are of concern; 

therefore a survey may be required even where HDD is proposed.  We discussed the potential 

avoidance/mitigation measure of translocating mussels to an appropriate upstream location.    

  

Bog turtle:  You requested that all emergent wetland habitats be thoroughly documented for their potential to 

provide suitable bog turtle habitat; however, you believe that the alignment does not cross any known sites.    

  

In addition to the species discussed above, you stated that USFWS is currently recommending a restriction on 

vegetation clearing from March 15 through July 31 to protect species listed under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

(MBTA).  As project coordination continues, we will discuss the specific measures appropriate for the 

protection of MBTA species.   

  

I explained that field crews are currently conducting wetland delineations and habitat evaluations, and that we 

will be evaluating habitat characteristics as they pertain to each of the above species in order to continue the 

Section 7 Consultation as applicable, identify the needs for targeted surveys, and develop 

avoidance/minimization/mitigating measures for the project as required.   You suggested that we consider ESA 

Section 7-A1 pertaining to species conservation and recovery measures as we advance the project consultation, 

and that you will send a list of current projects.     You indicated that you are open to participating in field visits 

to look at specific areas of  Federally listed threatened/endangered species habitat, and to aid in identifying 

appropriate conservation measures. 

  

I trust that this summarizes our discussion accurately.  If you have any questions or comments, please feel free 

to give me a call. 

  

Best Regards- 

  

Sue Quackenbush     

Senior Wetlands Ecologist   

625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100, Conshohocken, PA 19428 

Phone: (610)832-3654 (Direct) ~ (610)832-3500 (Main) 

Email: susan.quackenbush@urs.com  
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This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you 
receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this 
information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies. 
 

 

 

 

--  

Jeremy Markuson 

Fish and Wildlife Biologist 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

New Jersey Field Office 

927 North Main Street, Bldg. D 

Pleasantville, NJ 08232 

phone: (609) 383-3938 ext. 45  fax: (609) 646-0352 

jeremy_markuson@fws.gov 
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From: Quackenbush, Susan

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2014 2:49 PM

To: jeremy_markuson@fws.gov

Cc: Poppel, Deborah; Holcomb, Bernard; Bayne, Bruce; West, Jonathan

Subject: PennEast Pipeline - USFWS NJ Field Office ESA Section 7 Consultation Update

Good Afternoon Jeremy, 

 

I am writing to provide an update for the PennEast Pipeline Project since our last conversation on 9/17/14. 

 

Field crews continue to conduct NJ wetland delineations and habitat evaluations, and as the field data becomes 

available, we will continue to evaluate habitat characteristics, in order to prepare and submit the data required to 

continue the Section 7 Consultation as applicable, identify the needs for targeted surveys, and develop 

avoidance/minimization/mitigating measures for the project as required.   

 

There have been adjustments to the proposed alignment, and you will soon be receiving revised maps defining the 

locations of those re-routes. 

 

Regarding additional agency coordination, a Project Introduction Meeting is scheduled with the USFWS PA Field Office in 

State College, PA for Wednesday, October 29, 2014.   The project team is also in coordination with the NJDEP, Office of 

Permit Coordination and Environmental Review, to schedule a pre-application  conference.  If you are interested in 

attending either of these meetings, or would like to schedule a separate meeting, please let me know.  Additionally, if 

you have any questions or concerns regarding these updates, please feel free to contact me.  

 

Regards, 

 

Sue Quackenbush 

Senior Wetlands Ecologist   

625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100, Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone: (610)832-3654 (Direct) ~ (610)832-3500 (Main) 
Email: susan.quackenbush@urs.com  

 

 

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you 
receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this 
information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies. 
 



                                                                     
 
 
October 24, 2014 

 

Mr. Jeremy Markuson 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

927 N. Main Street, Building D 

Pleasantville, NJ 08232 

 

Dear Mr. Markuson: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC approved PennEast for the pre-filing review process on 

October 8. The pre-filing process creates the framework for the environmental analysis and a 

formal structure for stakeholders along the proposed route to provide input and opinions 

regarding the project. The pre-filing application is available online at http://elibrabry.ferc.gov, 

docket PF15-1-000.  

 

At this time we would like to invite the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to become a cooperating 

agency in the FERC process, and to actively engage with FERC’s designated Environmental 

Project Manager for the PennEast Pipeline Project, Medha Kochhar. Ms. Kochhar can be 

contacted at (202) 502-8964. As a cooperating agency, FERC and/or PennEast may request your 

participation in bi-weekly project status calls and direct or interagency coordination meetings, as 

appropriate. 

 

Only in the second month of a comprehensive, approximately three-year process, PennEast still 

is working to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, 

we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been adjusted to account for 

engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified since we initially 

provided your agency with detailed project information. In New Jersey, the preferred alternative 

route remains largely intact but has been adjusted slightly in several areas, accounting for under 

four miles of new lands impacted by the project. The current preferred alternative route remains 

in the same counties and townships as identified in our initial notification. Shapefiles for the 

adjusted preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your review and analysis of the 

project. 

 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

 

 

 

http://elibrabry.ferc.gov/


                                                                     
 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com
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From: Quackenbush, Susan

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 11:24 AM

To: jeremy_markuson@fws.gov

Cc: West, Jonathan; Reich, Donna; Poppel, Deborah; Holcomb, Bernard

Subject: PennEast Pipeline Project: Summary of 10/29/14 discussion

Hi Jeremy, 

 

Thank you for speaking with me this morning regarding the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project.  

 

You indicated that you were in receipt of the emails and attachments sent last week, which included a project update 

letter dated October 24, 2014 and shapefiles illustrating a re-routed portion of the NJ alignment.   You stated that you 

reviewed the re-routed segment, and it is fairly similar & proximal to the alignment previously provided to you.  It does 

not include habitat/records for any  additional Federally listed threatened/endangered species.  

 

We discussed that the field efforts in NJ continue to be underway, and that we will continue to evaluate habitat 

observations.   The data required to continue the ESA Section 7 consultation will be provided after the field data is 

evaluated and potential project impacts are assessed.  

 

You expressed your interest in participating as a cooperating agency in the project planning process, as invited by FERC 

in the October 24, 2014 letter. You inquired as to the level of participation expected of such participation, and also 

whether the USFWS PA Field Office would be participating.   I indicated that I would request additional details from the 

URS Project Manager/Deputy Project Manager and get back to you.   You also indicated that you would directly contact 

FERC’s designated environmental Project Manager, Mehta Kochhar, as indicated in the October 24, 2014 letter.  

 

I trust that this accurately summarizes our discussion.   Again, thank you for speaking with me, and I look forward to 

continuing the ESA Section 7 consultation for this project.  

 

Best regards, 

 

Sue Quackenbush  
Senior Wetlands Ecologist   

625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100, Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone: (610)832-3654 (Direct) ~ (610)832-3500 (Main) 
Email: susan.quackenbush@urs.com  

 

 

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you 
receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this 
information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies. 
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Endangered Species Act species list information for your project is available online and listed below for 
the following FWS Field Offices:

New Jersey Ecological Services Field Office
927 NORTH MAIN STREET, BUILDING D
PLEASANTVILLE, NJ 8232
(609) 646-9310
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/njfieldoffice/Endangered/consultation.html

Pennsylvania Ecological Services Field Office
315 SOUTH ALLEN STREET, SUITE 322
STATE COLLEGE, PA 16801
(814) 234-4090
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/njfieldoffice/Endangered/consultation.html
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/
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Project Location Map:

Project Counties:
Hunterdon, NJ | Mercer, NJ | Bucks, PA | Carbon, PA | Luzerne, PA | Northampton, PA
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Geographic coordinates (Open Geospatial Consortium Well-Known Text, NAD83):
MULTIPOLYGON (((-75.8945641 41.3232248, -75.892859 41.3231769, -75.8862493 41.3239501, 
-75.8823306 41.3236753, -75.867281 41.3127669, -75.8650316 41.3107469, -75.8637068 41.3100578, 
-75.8596854 41.3109191, -75.8560937 41.3106013, -75.8537401 41.3085134, -75.8429455 41.3033103, 
-75.8418229 41.3023648, -75.8406024 41.3028673, -75.8399298 41.3027665, -75.8324169 41.2981238, 
-75.8269698 41.294262, -75.8271043 41.2936055, -75.8295911 41.2924396, -75.8296773 41.2917149, 
-75.8295766 41.2911689, -75.8273525 41.2899972, -75.8290887 41.2870647, -75.8280381 41.2842366, 
-75.8266722 41.2833431, -75.8242271 41.2829544, -75.8225637 41.2830074, -75.8189982 41.2810281, 
-75.8161317 41.2789701, -75.8142584 41.276536, -75.8111047 41.2753132, -75.809212 41.2752094, 
-75.7975496 41.2662509, -75.797912 41.2647394, -75.7966086 41.2633383, -75.7964069 41.2586057, 
-75.7982387 41.253224, -75.7984629 41.2514082, -75.7978177 41.2490196, -75.7970546 41.2464732, 
-75.7893301 41.2362183, -75.7881558 41.2353199, -75.7871263 41.2308991, -75.7854177 41.2167821, 
-75.7842751 41.2121767, -75.7820424 41.2050555, -75.7755442 41.1918461, -75.7753757 41.1832393, 
-75.7702577 41.1740902, -75.7668183 41.1618254, -75.7605398 41.1537989, -75.7575816 41.1505212, 
-75.7541941 41.1425717, -75.7476928 41.1327497, -75.7447988 41.123562, -75.7402262 41.1152958, 
-75.7393359 41.1080086, -75.7411847 41.1037388, -75.7408917 41.1015207, -75.734383 41.0930507, 
-75.7279689 41.08235, -75.7240314 41.078372, -75.7189472 41.0682562, -75.7144669 41.0614158, 
-75.7125576 41.059717, -75.7044637 41.0463177, -75.7005298 41.0266284, -75.6892183 41.0013218, 
-75.6818147 40.9892995, -75.6754305 40.9800318, -75.6727396 40.976737, -75.6671854 40.9711282, 
-75.6655627 40.9684843, -75.6651257 40.9656701, -75.6554322 40.9606713, -75.6535657 40.9591897, 
-75.6527139 40.9579882, -75.6488702 40.9557452, -75.6472434 40.955616, -75.6439942 40.9535559, 
-75.643805 40.9530681, -75.6445736 40.9516936, -75.6399601 40.9487811, -75.6392234 40.94625, 
-75.638469 40.9453348, -75.6352621 40.9436617, -75.6336081 40.9376208, -75.6344905 40.9295816, 
-75.6248063 40.9217568, -75.6087123 40.9045067, -75.6015168 40.898196, -75.5908615 40.8979121, 
-75.5793253 40.8950528, -75.5743826 40.8924649, -75.5648254 40.8896297, -75.5509829 40.8821648, 
-75.5472369 40.8764362, -75.546525 40.8710722, -75.5443381 40.8697626, -75.5418082 40.8693543, 
-75.5362946 40.8651218, -75.5287432 40.8611185, -75.5238811 40.855364, -75.5226201 40.8527852, 
-75.5203509 40.8501069, -75.5155996 40.8483579, -75.5134006 40.8459205, -75.5085102 40.838562, 
-75.5036641 40.8246249, -75.4927734 40.8121216, -75.4844845 40.8133667, -75.4786809 40.8139557, 
-75.4780831 40.8138064, -75.4736538 40.8071691, -75.4703697 40.8052978, -75.4592749 40.7939266, 
-75.4552593 40.7912569, -75.4511791 40.7902464, -75.447574 40.7843414, -75.4371798 40.7718838, 
-75.4339032 40.7630245, -75.4233293 40.7563055, -75.4015741 40.7380434, -75.3915329 40.7362171, 
-75.3764868 40.7349441, -75.3687802 40.7307312, -75.3567121 40.72676, -75.3433074 40.7203294, 
-75.3331991 40.7167568, -75.3253304 40.7124434, -75.3238343 40.711293, -75.3232218 40.710254, 
-75.3133763 40.7075467, -75.3067008 40.7006302, -75.3053572 40.6931066, -75.2976124 40.6825158, 
-75.2972792 40.6808997, -75.2944979 40.6752581, -75.2948174 40.6663668, -75.2937754 40.6637261, 
-75.2933152 40.6612643, -75.2917154 40.657654, -75.2924991 40.6555761, -75.2917529 40.6509527, 
-75.2906138 40.6491414, -75.287787 40.6380123, -75.2798608 40.633242, -75.2751973 40.6299054, 
-75.2724053 40.6291896, -75.2640618 40.6245556, -75.2584865 40.6199093, -75.2448245 40.6171591, 
-75.2414285 40.6155703, -75.2370308 40.6125314, -75.2284732 40.6023864, -75.2236941 40.5995731, 
-75.217097 40.5969254, -75.2133755 40.5949775, -75.2065913 40.5921418, -75.1956944 40.5847092, 
-75.1877344 40.5835339, -75.174851 40.5780016, -75.1683794 40.5783089, -75.1629426 40.5772481, 
-75.1580338 40.5766724, -75.1549187 40.5771717, -75.1437367 40.5826582, -75.1360896 40.5875827, 
-75.1337995 40.5863351, -75.1255498 40.5860378, -75.1235771 40.5863869, -75.118479 40.5841929, 
-75.1144938 40.5830606, -75.0995113 40.5824672, -75.0922032 40.5826105, -75.087982 40.5818356, 
-75.0825151 40.5819924, -75.0759923 40.5806127, -75.071561 40.5734229, -75.0700868 40.5704241, 
-75.0668806 40.5670583, -75.0634011 40.5622846, -75.0615394 40.561062, -75.0611002 40.5565634, 
-75.0611819 40.5524612, -75.0603033 40.5432784, -75.0523116 40.5395141, -75.0484304 40.5365747, 
-75.0445669 40.5326799, -75.0413325 40.5282265, -75.0396423 40.5226785, -75.0376221 40.5110615, 
-75.0334985 40.5050086, -75.027994 40.501802, -75.0231066 40.5000322, -75.0192495 40.4936917, 
-75.0177663 40.4921285, -75.0167907 40.485463, -75.0137161 40.4762852, -75.0109133 40.4720049, 
-75.003942 40.4683398, -75.0009123 40.4661449, -74.9979155 40.4531987, -74.9948885 40.4456745, 
-74.9903318 40.4408913, -74.9862736 40.4357839, -74.9816001 40.4231787, -74.9798679 40.4208117, 
-74.9764371 40.418967, -74.966174 40.4124452, -74.9574527 40.4106878, -74.944508 40.406489, 
-74.939587 40.4053795, -74.9233816 40.4039627, -74.9171196 40.4028053, -74.915117 40.401442, 
-74.9128613 40.4009895, -74.9104226 40.3976976, -74.9086417 40.3972948, -74.9066905 40.397614, 
-74.9040236 40.3995474, -74.9016797 40.3989377, -74.9002768 40.3975197, -74.8973379 40.3965237, 
-74.8915639 40.3931245, -74.8890659 40.3905288, -74.8862152 40.3883828, -74.8745323 40.3822876, 
-74.8713567 40.3800706, -74.8705071 40.3790441, -74.8643541 40.3752442, -74.8565862 40.3689315, 
-74.8513474 40.3637648, -74.8426178 40.3590605, -74.8382833 40.3556359, -74.8316682 40.3514303, 
-74.8292534 40.3503731, -74.8246244 40.3500247, -74.8135352 40.3473095, -74.8060818 40.3444167, 
-74.7907411 40.3398187, -74.7815623 40.3389978, -74.7729055 40.3358605, -74.7703774 40.3328431, 
-74.7670227 40.3273025, -74.7666187 40.3230276, -74.7653222 40.321327, -74.7622335 40.3192226, 
-74.7623527 40.3184513, -74.7631119 40.3183891, -74.7649728 40.3195238, -74.7664789 40.3206691, 
-74.7679418 40.3225837, -74.7684071 40.3269821, -74.7716539 40.3323391, -74.7738449 40.3350005, 
-74.7819956 40.3379433, -74.7911518 40.3387601, -74.806658 40.3434106, -74.8140698 40.3462871, 
-74.8249111 40.3489455, -74.8296942 40.3493146, -74.8324787 40.3505217, -74.839265 40.3548342, 
-74.843555 40.3582277, -74.8523148 40.362941, -74.8576913 40.3682293, -74.8653598 40.374459, 
-74.8715342 40.3782733, -74.8724443 40.3793457, -74.8754584 40.3814469, -74.8871502 40.3875468, 
-74.8901362 40.3897942, -74.8925078 40.3922909, -74.8981309 40.3956071, -74.9012297 40.3966807, 
-74.9025004 40.3980093, -74.9036375 40.3983702, -74.9059611 40.3966418, -74.908874 40.3962019, 
-74.9113861 40.3968249, -74.9138179 40.4001018, -74.9158309 40.4004657, -74.9176891 40.4017781, 
-74.9236753 40.4028829, -74.93994 40.4043139, -74.9450137 40.4054599, -74.9579048 40.4096435, 
-74.9667464 40.4114242, -74.977318 40.4180983, -74.9808914 40.4200231, -74.9829551 40.4228076, 
-74.9875902 40.4353293, -74.9915353 40.4402897, -74.9962184 40.4452372, -74.9993194 40.4529451, 
-75.0022031 40.4655996, -75.0048268 40.4674713, -75.0119605 40.4712193, -75.0150507 40.4758674, 
-75.0182087 40.4852698, -75.0191421 40.4917454, -75.0205232 40.4931778, -75.0242638 40.4993331, 
-75.0287543 40.5008652, -75.0345593 40.504249, -75.0389898 40.510696, -75.0410657 40.5225128, 
-75.042641 40.5277622, -75.0457772 40.5320827, -75.0494823 40.5358238, -75.0531933 40.5386446, 
-75.0616273 40.5427163, -75.0626212 40.5524046, -75.0629258 40.560623, -75.0645767 40.5616197, 
-75.0680932 40.566464, -75.0713452 40.56988, -75.0769908 40.5797537, -75.0827015 40.5808977, 
-75.0880923 40.5807354, -75.0923241 40.5815114, -75.0995403 40.5813686, -75.1147528 40.5819739, 
-75.1190896 40.5831961, -75.1238723 40.5852678, -75.1254666 40.5849332, -75.1341661 40.5852474, 
-75.1360294 40.5863148, -75.1428588 40.5817858, -75.1544355 40.5761289, -75.1580615 40.5755711, 
-75.1632385 40.576173, -75.1684892 40.577205, -75.1751923 40.5769223, -75.177223 40.5775817, 
-75.1882745 40.5825142, -75.196441 40.5837484, -75.2074092 40.5912332, -75.2141128 40.5940335, 
-75.2178397 40.595983, -75.2244413 40.5986339, -75.22949 40.6016027, -75.2381751 40.611861, 
-75.2422913 40.614689, -75.2453722 40.6161377, -75.2592416 40.6189624, -75.2650077 40.6237219, 
-75.2731345 40.6282388, -75.2759887 40.6289746, -75.2807921 40.6324028, -75.2891042 40.6374912, 
-75.2920084 40.6488534, -75.2931694 40.650727, -75.2939549 40.655619, -75.2931932 40.6575522, 
-75.2947187 40.661009, -75.2956991 40.6652171, -75.2962678 40.6661964, -75.295914 40.6750141, 
-75.298659 40.6805735, -75.2989612 40.6821005, -75.3067406 40.6927625, -75.3080508 40.7001985, 
-75.3143542 40.706725, -75.324129 40.7093443, -75.3250367 40.7106681, -75.3262676 40.7116057, 
-75.3339133 40.7157987, -75.3439841 40.7193582, -75.3573982 40.7257929, -75.3694585 40.7297576, 
-75.3770477 40.7339121, -75.3917522 40.7351307, -75.4024354 40.7371411, -75.4243496 40.7555268, 
-75.435101 40.7623645, -75.438504 40.7714314, -75.4488262 40.7837911, -75.4522942 40.7894688, 
-75.4559852 40.7902965, -75.4603494 40.7931904, -75.4714287 40.8045473, -75.474797 40.8064727, 
-75.4790001 40.8128153, -75.492993 40.8109765, -75.4936808 40.8111713, -75.5049715 40.8241388, 
-75.5098752 40.8381951, -75.514626 40.8453363, -75.5165341 40.8474942, -75.52141 40.8493332, 
-75.5239194 40.8522949, -75.5251425 40.8548231, -75.5297952 40.860349, -75.5372273 40.8642798, 
-75.5425795 40.8683944, -75.5449773 40.8687594, -75.547767 40.8704311, -75.5486395 40.8761318, 
-75.5520771 40.8814205, -75.565531 40.888667, -75.5750566 40.891492, -75.5799408 40.8940527, 
-75.5911459 40.8968299, -75.6021864 40.8971628, -75.6098215 40.9037981, -75.6259255 40.9210579, 
-75.6358944 40.9291506, -75.6350624 40.9375817, -75.6365336 40.9430478, -75.6396138 40.9446515, 
-75.6406027 40.9458894, -75.6411963 40.9481496, -75.6460693 40.9512431, -75.6461462 40.9516968, 
-75.6453955 40.9530168, -75.6479199 40.9546175, -75.6496057 40.9547809, -75.6537896 40.9572292, 
-75.6547266 40.9585244, -75.6563857 40.9598414, -75.6663809 40.9650204, -75.6669747 40.9682087, 
-75.6684647 40.9706094, -75.6739211 40.9761005, -75.6766909 40.9794888, -75.6831173 40.9888176, 
-75.6905569 41.0008985, -75.7019421 41.0263704, -75.7058509 41.0459793, -75.7138335 41.0591882, 
-75.715696 41.0608242, -75.7202865 41.0678298, -75.7253394 41.0778811, -75.7292257 41.0817941, 
-75.7356737 41.0925459, -75.7403765 41.0983219, -75.7422757 41.1011622, -75.742644 41.1038622, 
-75.7407988 41.1080793, -75.7416514 41.1150553, -75.7461899 41.123238, -75.7490561 41.1323633, 
-75.7555522 41.1421748, -75.7588952 41.1500417, -75.7617783 41.1532242, -75.7681948 41.1614523, 
-75.7716475 41.1737604, -75.7768119 41.1830118, -75.7769754 41.1916132, -75.7834353 41.2047365, 
-75.7856942 41.2119363, -75.7868642 41.2166645, -75.7885696 41.2307588, -75.7895265 41.2348817, 
-75.7905275 41.2355884, -75.7983788 41.2460115, -75.7992387 41.248783, -75.799921 41.2513216, 
-75.7996822 41.2533701, -75.7978625 41.2586734, -75.7980218 41.2630169, -75.7994274 41.2645365, 
-75.7990213 41.2658667, -75.8099405 41.2742215, -75.8115894 41.2742534, -75.8152383 41.2756898, 
-75.8172842 41.2782865, -75.8199067 41.2801691, -75.8230717 41.2819397, -75.8243428 41.2818534, 
-75.8272281 41.2823121, -75.8291717 41.283529, -75.8305776 41.2871244, -75.8290318 41.2896759, 
-75.8308282 41.2904926, -75.8311376 41.291688, -75.8308816 41.2930765, -75.8288071 41.2940908, 
-75.8404681 41.3016794, -75.8417813 41.3011391, -75.8423444 41.3011886, -75.8438182 41.3024275, 
-75.85469 41.307672, -75.8567189 41.3095535, -75.859635 41.3097983, -75.8642501 41.3090063, 
-75.8660406 41.3099484, -75.8683103 41.3119886, -75.8829088 41.3226573, -75.886213 41.3228505, 
-75.8940997 41.3220183, -75.8968074 41.3225719, -75.9003937 41.3258225, -75.9024841 41.3293234, 
-75.9120699 41.338262, -75.9138979 41.3393141, -75.9187812 41.340121, -75.9235749 41.3413259, 
-75.9373553 41.3459673, -75.9457879 41.3471105, -75.9488938 41.3478989, -75.9493454 41.3482324, 
-75.949281 41.3487064, -75.9485052 41.3489555, -75.9454455 41.3481784, -75.9369038 41.3470166, 
-75.9230567 41.3423528, -75.9184291 41.3411884, -75.9131873 41.3402835, -75.9110255 41.3390334, 
-75.901315 41.3299809, -75.8991333 41.3263814, -75.8977303 41.3248935, -75.8960113 41.323517, 
-75.8945641 41.3232248)))
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Project Type:
Oil Or Gas

Endangered Species Act Species List (USFWS Endangered Species Program).
There are a total of 5  threatened or endangered  species on your species list. Species on this list should be considered in an effects 
analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fishes may appear on 
the species list because a project could cause downstream effects on the species.  Critical habitats listed under the Has Critical 
Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area. See the Critical habitats within your project area section below for critical 
habitat that lies within your project area. Please contact the designated FWS office if you have questions.

Species that should be considered in an effects analysis for your project:

Fishes Status Has Critical Habitat Contact

Shortnose sturgeon   
(Acipenser brevirostrum)   

Population: Entire

Endangered species 
info

Pennsylvania Ecological 
Services Field Office

Flowering Plants

Northeastern bulrush   
(Scirpus ancistrochaetus) 

Endangered species 
info

Pennsylvania Ecological 
Services Field Office

Mammals

Indiana bat   
(Myotis sodalis)   

Population: Entire

Endangered species 
info

New Jersey Ecological 
Services Field Office,
Pennsylvania Ecological 
Services Field Office

northern long-eared Bat   
(Myotis septentrionalis)   

Population: 

Proposed 
Endangered

species 
info

New Jersey Ecological 
Services Field Office

Reptiles

Bog Turtle   
(Clemmys muhlenbergii)   

Population: northern

Threatened species 
info

New Jersey Ecological 
Services Field Office,
Pennsylvania Ecological 
Services Field Office

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=E00B
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=E00B
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=Q21H
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=Q21H
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=A000
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=A000
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=A0JE
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=A0JE
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=C048
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=C048
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Critical habitats within your project area: 

There are no critical habitats within your project area.

FWS National Wildlife Refuges (USFWS National Wildlife Refuges Program).

There are no refuges found within the vicinity of your project.

FWS Migratory Birds (USFWS Migratory Bird Program).

The protection of birds is regulated by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act (BGEPA). Any activity, intentional or unintentional, resulting in take of migratory birds, 
including eagles, is prohibited unless otherwise permitted by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (50 C.F.R. Sec. 
10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)). The MBTA has no provision for allowing take of migratory birds that may be 
unintentionally killed or injured by otherwise lawful activities. For more information regarding these Acts see 
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/RegulationsandPolicies.html.

All project proponents are responsible for complying with the appropriate regulations protecting  birds when 
planning and developing a project. To meet these conservation obligations,  proponents should identify potential 
or existing project-related impacts to migratory birds and  their habitat and develop and implement conservation 
measures that avoid, minimize, or  compensate for these impacts. The Service's Birds of Conservation Concern 
(2008) report  identifies species, subspecies, and populations of all migratory nongame birds that, without  
additional conservation actions, are likely to become listed under the Endangered Species Act as  amended (16 
U.S.C 1531 et seq.).

For information about Birds of Conservation Concern, go to
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Management/BCC.html.

Migratory birds of concern that may be affected by your project:
There are 14 birds on your Migratory birds of concern list. The Division of Migratory Bird Management is in the process of 
populating migratory bird data with an estimated completion time of Fall 2014; therefore, the list below may not include all the 
migratory birds of concern in your project area at this time.  While this information is being populated, please contact the Field 
Office for information about migratory birds in your project area.

Species Name Bird of Conservation 
Concern (BCC)

S p e c i e s  
Profile

Seasonal Occurrence in 
Project Area

http://refuges.fws.gov
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/RegulationsandPolicies.html
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Management/BCC.html
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American Oystercatcher   
(Haematopus palliatus) 

Yes species info Year-round

American bittern   (Botaurus 
lentiginosus) 

Yes species info Breeding

Bald eagle   (Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus) 

Yes species info Year-round

Black-billed Cuckoo   (Coccyzus 
erythropthalmus) 

Yes species info Breeding

Canada Warbler   (Wilsonia 
canadensis) 

Yes species info Breeding

cerulean warbler    (Dendroica 
cerulea) 

Yes species info Breeding

Golden-Winged Warbler   (Vermivora 
chrysoptera) 

Yes species info Breeding

Least Bittern   (Ixobrychus exilis) Yes species info Breeding

Louisiana Waterthrush   (Parkesia 
motacilla) 

Yes species info Breeding

Pied-billed Grebe   (Podilymbus 
podiceps) 

Yes species info Year-round, Breeding

Purple Sandpiper   (Calidris 
maritima) 

Yes species info Wintering

Rusty Blackbird   (Euphagus 
carolinus) 

Yes species info Wintering

Wood Thrush   (Hylocichla 
mustelina) 

Yes species info Breeding

Worm eating Warbler   (Helmitheros 
vermivorum) 

Yes species info Breeding

http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0G8
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=B0F3
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=B008
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=B0HI
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0LL
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B09I
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0G4
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0JW
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0ND
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0JQ
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0L1
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0JI
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0IB
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0II
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NWI Wetlands (USFWS National Wetlands Inventory).

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is the principal Federal agency that provides information on the extent and 
status of wetlands in the U.S., via the National Wetlands Inventory Program (NWI).  In addition to impacts to 
wetlands within your immediate project area, wetlands outside of your project area may need to be considered 
in any evaluation of project impacts, due to the hydrologic nature of wetlands (for example, project activities 
may affect local hydrology within, and outside of, your immediate project area).  It may be helpful to refer to 
the USFWS National Wetland Inventory website. The designated FWS office can also assist you. Impacts to 
wetlands and other aquatic habitats from your project may be subject to regulation under Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal Statutes.  Project Proponents should discuss the relationship of these 
requirements to their project with the Regulatory Program of the appropriate U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
District.

Data Limitations, Exclusions and Precautions
The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level 
information on the location, type and size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of high 
altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography. A margin of 
error is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular site may result 
in revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image 
analysts, the amount and quality of the collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work 
conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source imagery used and any mapping 
problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery and/or field work. There 
may be occasional differences in polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted on the 
map and the actual conditions on site.

Exclusions - Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the 
limitations of aerial imagery as the primary data source used to detect wetlands. These habitats include 
seagrasses or submerged aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal zones of estuaries and 
nearshore coastal waters. Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also been 
excluded from the inventory. These habitats, because of their depth, go undetected by aerial imagery.

Precautions - Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and 
describe wetlands in a different manner than that used in this inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design 
or products of this inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any Federal, state, or local 
government or to establish the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies. Persons 
intending to engage in activities involving modifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should seek the 

http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
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advice of appropriate federal, state, or local agencies concerning specified agency regulatory programs and 
proprietary jurisdictions that may affect such activities.

IPaC is unable to display wetland information at this time.



REGULATORY AGENCY MEETING AGENDA 
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 2, 2104 

PENNEAST PIPELINE PROJECT PRE-APPLICATION MEETING  
 

New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection 
401 E. State St. / PO Box 420 

Trenton, NJ 08625 
7th Floor Large Conference Room 

 

Attendance 

NJDEP, USFWS, DRBC, USACE, DAFP, Highlands Commission 
PennEast LLC, UGIES, URS Corp. 
 
Introductions 

Project Description 

• PennEast Pipeline LLC 
• Designed to bring lower cost natural gas produced in the Marcellus Shale region in eastern 

Pennsylvania to homes and businesses in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. 
• Planned capacity to transport approximately 1 Bcf of natural gas per day (“Bcf/d”). 
• Facilities include a 36-inch diameter, 108-mile pipeline, extending from Luzerne County, 

Pennsylvania, to Mercer County, New Jersey.  
• The system would be rated for a maximum allowable operating pressure (“MAOP”) of 1,480 

psig. 
• The mainline route includes construction of the new pipeline that originates near Dallas 

Township, Luzerne County, PA, and terminates near Pennington Township, Mercer County, NJ.  
• Proposed 2.1 mile 24” lateral near Hellertown, Northampton County, PA to transport gas to an 

interconnection with UGI Utilities. 
• Currently approximately 29 percent of the pipeline is co-located with other utilities.  
• Major water crossings include the Susquehanna, Lehigh, and Delaware rivers and Beltzville Lake.  
• 2 transmission ROW co-location alternatives being analyzed for NJ as of Nov. 2014. Critical 

Issues Analysis Pending. 
o Approx. 15-mile re-route from Delaware Township south to terminus in 

Pennington Township. Proposed by individual landowner in Nov. 2014. 
o Approx. 21-mile re-route from Kingwood Township south to terminus. Proposed 

by Mercer County officials on 11/25. 

 

 



 

Project Map Presentation - Pipeline 

Compressor Stations 

• The project would include one compressor station located near Blakeslee in Kidder Township, 
Carbon County, PA (MP 25.5). 

• 3 Taurus 70 units rated at 10,915 horsepower each under ISO conditions for a total of 26,733 
available horsepower. 

• 5 aboveground facilities sited in NJ: 
o Elizabethtown Gas Interconnect (Hunterdon Co.) 
o Algonquin and TETCO Interconnects (Hunterdon Co.) 
o Transco Interconnect (Mercer Co.) 
o 2 Mainline Block Valves (Hunterdon Co.) 

FERC Filing & Process  

• EIS Pre-Filing Environmental Review Process 
• Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

Project Schedule; Open Houses 

Milestone Date 
Pre-Filing Request Accepted October 10, 2014 
Draft Resource Report 1 and 10 November 10, 2014 
Draft of all Resource Reports May 1, 2015 
Certificate Application July 1, 2015 
Final Environmental Document issued by 
FERC 

August 1, 2016 

Certificate Order December 1, 2016 
Mobilization and initial tree clearing Winter, 2016 
Construction (7 months) Spring, 2017 
 

Open Houses Held 
 
Wilkes-Barre, PA 
 

 
Monday, November 10 
(Luzerne County) 

Coughlin High School 
80 North Washington Street 
Wilkes-Barre, PA 18702 

 
Bethlehem, PA 
 

 
Wednesday, November 12 
(Northampton County) 

Hanover Township Community Center 
3660 Jacksonville Road 
Bethlehem, PA  18017 

 
New Jersey 
 

 
Thursday, November  13 
(Mercer County) 

South Hunterdon Regional High School 
301 Mt. Airy-Harbourton Road 
Lambertville, NJ  0853 

 
Palmerton, PA 

 
Tuesday, November 18 
(Carbon County) 

Aquashicola Volunteer Fire Company 
270 Little Gap Road 
Palmerton, PA 18071 



 

Consultations & Permitting 

USFWS NMFS 
USACE – Philly and Baltimore NPS  
PADEP – NE and SE  NJDEP 
PADCNR PAGC 
PFBC PAHMC 
NJSHPO NJSADC 
DRBC SRBC 
CCD’s Watersheds 
 

Status of Environmental Studies 

Survey Permissions  

Total Project: 54%   New Jersey: 32%   Pennsylvania: 64% 

Survey Status - Completed 
As of: 11/25/2014 
  Centerline (miles) Centerline (%) 

Archaelogical 
27.89 25.61% 

Historical 12.21 11.21% 

Wetlands 34.00 31.22% 

T&E 0 0 

 

Documented Features 

76 Wetlands  98 Waterbodies and Streams 



                                                                     
 

January 14, 2015 

 

Mr. Jeremy Markuson 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

927 N. Main Street, Building D 

Pleasantville, NJ 08232 

 

Dear Mr. Markuson: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; Texas Eastern Transmission, LP; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a 

subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015.  

 

Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain 

permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has 

been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been 

identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project mapping on October 24, 

2014.  In Pennsylvania, the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for approximately 2.5 

miles to the north side of State Route 33 near Bethlehem, PA. In New Jersey, the preferred 

alternative route has been re-routed for approximately 21 miles, from M.P. 90 (approximate) to 

the southern project terminus. This re-route has also necessitated a 1.3-mile, 36-inch lateral near 

Lambertville, NJ to transport gas to Algonquin and Texas Eastern Transmission systems. USGS 

topographic maps showing just the new route adjustments and updated shapefiles for the entire 

new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your review and analysis of the 

project.  

 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 

 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

  Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 



































                                                                     

 
March 30, 2015 

 

Mr. Jeremy Markuson 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

927 N. Main Street, Building D 

Pleasantville, NJ 08232 

 

Dear Mr. Markuson: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 

preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 

preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 

use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 

mapping on January 14, 2015. 

 

Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 

and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 

the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 

location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 

Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 

housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 

adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  

 

In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 

Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) to 

supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts.  

 

A summary of the significant route variations in New Jersey is provided below: 

 
 In Holland Township, Hunterdon County, NJ, a new 12-inch lateral is needed to run from milepost 76.6 

on the mainline pipeline route approximately ½-mile south to an interconnect with Elizabethtown Gas and 

the Gilbert Power Generation facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts. 

 

 In Holland Township, Hunterdon County, NJ, approximately two miles of the alignment has been re-

routed less than ½-mile to the south of the previous route to accommodate a future private development 

planned for the area.  



                                                                     

 In West Amwell Township, Hunterdon County, NJ, approximately 1 mile of the alignment has been re-

routed up to 1,000 feet east of the previous route to avoid a newly constructed home that was identified by 

a landowner. 

 

Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

 

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


   

PennEast Pipeline Project 
 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

USFWS New Jersey Field Office 
Pleasantville, NJ 

Date: April 23, 2015 
 

Attendees: 
Jeremy Markuson, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Ecological Services, NJ Field Office 
Deborah Poppel, URS Corporation (an AECOM company) 
Drew Wanke, Wildlife Specialists LLC 
 
Summary 
 
The purpose of the meeting was to review specific bat survey needs and protocols with 
USFWS, PGC, and Wildlife Specialists, the recognized qualified bat surveyors retained 
by PennEast for the Project. 
 
Items of note discussed with at the meeting included: 
 

• If timing restrictions are required, there will not be flexibility on part of USFWS 
to “bend” these.  Ensure that a complete NJDEP application is submitted early. 

• USFWS recently published (2015) bat survey protocol should be followed. 
• Drew and Jeremy reviewed several areas on the route that cross through 

agricultural fields, but that have small patches of woodlots or fencerows.  It was 
agreed that these areas do not need to be surveyed with mist netting.  Riparian 
corridors that are connected to larger patches of forest should be included.   

• With this consideration in mind, the project as a whole will have about 125 “sites” 
to survey, because NLE bat habitat is more general (greater diversity of trees, 
smaller dbh) than that of Indiana bat. 

• NJ-USFWS asks that mist net sites be “walking distance” from one another if 
more than one area is to be surveyed in one evening.  6 net sites per kilometer or 
more in “good habitat”. 

• Do not start surveys in New Jersey before June 1 because of cold spring/late 
season. 

• Coordinate with Mackenzie of NJ-ENSP on banding requirements and collecting 
fur/blood samples. 

• Radio-track any individual bats of protected species that are captured- if female, 
or juvenile. 

• NJ is requiring mist-netting and radio-tracking, will not allow acoustic surveys, 
and PennEast cannot go straight to time-of-year restrictions on tree clearing 
without first doing the bat surveys. 

• USFWS is currently doing an internal review of tri-color and little brown bat, just 
to be aware of these species should they be captured. 



   
• Section 7A-1 on recovery of species should be addressed in consultation of 

project.  See ideas in email Jeremy sent during early coordination of project: 
o Land acquisition, funding for WNS research 
o There is a known bat hibernaculum at “Mount Hope”, the site is currently 

slated for private development, USFWS would like to see a conservation 
easement there. 

 
Other topics (not bat related): 

o USFWS will require adaptive management plan for birds; 
o Phase I bog turtle surveys will be required in all wetlands, including 

forested, by a RQBTS who is listed in NJ. 
o Add Jeremy to the invite list for the monthly FERC calls. 

 
 
 
 
 
Minutes Prepared by: 
 
URS Corporation 
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From: Markuson, Jeremy <jeremy_markuson@fws.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 3:49 PM
To: Drew Wanke
Cc: pamela_shellenberger; Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah; Ron Popowski
Subject: Re: PennEast Mist-net Study Plan
Attachments: Phase 2 Mist-net Study Plan_JMReview.pdf

Thanks Drew, 
 
Please incorporate the following changes into the summer survey work plan: 
 
1) The summer bat survey season in NJ is June 1 - August 15. Do not begin summer survey efforts in New 
Jersey until after June 1.  
 
2) I'm requesting additional net sites in four different forested areas (see attached maps with green dots). 
 
3) Where in PA are the abandoned mines? Please provide a geographic description in the work plan and add a 
map showing the abandoned mines. 
 
4) In NJ, attach radio transmitters to both male and female northern long-eared bats.  Up to 1 male or non-
reproductive female per 5 kilometers and 2 reproductive females per 5 kilometers.  
 
5) Please contact me if a northern long-eared bat is captured. If I am not available, please contact my supervisor, 
Ron Popowski (609-241-7065). Please notify us within 48 hours from the time of capture.  
 
Also, I don't have a copy of your qualifications. Please send me your qualifications prior to initiating the 
summer bat survey in New Jersey.  
 
Thanks, 
 
Jeremy 
 
On Thu, May 14, 2015 at 11:57 AM, Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com> wrote: 
Attached is the habitat assessment and the Phase II study plan for the PennEast pipeline project. Please let me 
know if you need anything further, or require additional clarification. 
 
Thank you,  
Drew 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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--  
Jeremy Markuson 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
New Jersey Field Office 
927 North Main Street, Bldg. D 
Pleasantville, NJ 08232 
phone: (609) 383-3938 ext. 45  fax: (609) 646-0352 
jeremy_markuson@fws.gov 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Monday, June 08, 2015 1:39 PM
To: Markuson, Jeremy
Cc: pamela_shellenberger; Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah; Ron Popowski
Subject: Re: PennEast Mist-net Study Plan

Hi Jeremy,  

I apologize for not getting back to you sooner, it's been an extremely busy and hectic start to the season here in 
PA. We will incorporate all of the changes above that you've requested.  

We haven't started any netting in NJ yet, so we're after the June 1st start date at this point. We will incorporate 
the additional sites you're requesting into the total number of sites to be completed.  

I will also have the geographic description put into the work plan and add a map of the abandoned mines. In 
addition, we'll transmitter northern long-eared bat captures as you requested above, and report them as you 
requested.  

I asked Jim Hart to submit my qualifications to you, because I never seem to make it out of the field at this 
point, except to sleep. I'm not 100% certain on what he sent to you, as I gave him a couple iterations of my most 
current bat resumes, and asked him to pull together the required information into one document. If additional 
information is required, please let me know, and I will get it to you as quickly as possible.  

Thanks,  

Drew  

Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office)
518-569-9999 (Cell)
drew@wildlife-specialists.com

On Tue, May 26, 2015 at 3:49 PM, Markuson, Jeremy <jeremy_markuson@fws.gov> wrote: 
Thanks Drew, 

Please incorporate the following changes into the summer survey work plan: 

1) The summer bat survey season in NJ is June 1 - August 15. Do not begin summer survey efforts in New
Jersey until after June 1.

2) I'm requesting additional net sites in four different forested areas (see attached maps with green dots).
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3) Where in PA are the abandoned mines? Please provide a geographic description in the work plan and add a
map showing the abandoned mines.

4) In NJ, attach radio transmitters to both male and female northern long-eared bats.  Up to 1 male or non-
reproductive female per 5 kilometers and 2 reproductive females per 5 kilometers.

5) Please contact me if a northern long-eared bat is captured. If I am not available, please contact my supervisor,
Ron Popowski (609-241-7065). Please notify us within 48 hours from the time of capture.

Also, I don't have a copy of your qualifications. Please send me your qualifications prior to initiating the 
summer bat survey in New Jersey.  

Thanks, 

Jeremy 

On Thu, May 14, 2015 at 11:57 AM, Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com> wrote: 
Attached is the habitat assessment and the Phase II study plan for the PennEast pipeline project. Please let me 
know if you need anything further, or require additional clarification. 

Thank you,  
Drew 

Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office)
518-569-9999 (Cell)
drew@wildlife-specialists.com

--  
Jeremy Markuson 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
New Jersey Field Office 
927 North Main Street, Bldg. D 
Pleasantville, NJ 08232 
phone: (609) 383-3938 ext. 45  fax: (609) 646-0352 
jeremy_markuson@fws.gov 



S:\Projects\Private-Sector\UGI\20000363_PA_Pipeline\Data\Project Communications\Agencies\USFWS\NJ Field Office\USFWS-NJ 
phone conversation re_PhIBT_061015.doc 

625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA  19428 

(610) 832-3500 – (610) 832-3501 (fax)

URS  CORPORATION  
RECORD OF CONVERSATION Page 1 of 1 

Spoke With 

Name:  Jeremy Markuson Phone Number:   (609) 383-3938 

Company:  USFWS- NJ Field Office Date:  June 10, 2015 

Client:  PennEast Pipeline Recorded By: Deborah Poppel 

Project Information & Routing 

Incoming:                       Outgoing:  X  

Project Name:  PennEast 

Billable to Project:  60414094.20000363.00029 

Item Discussed 

I spoke with Jeremy Markuson of USFWS-NJ and he confirmed that he does want to see Phase I bog turtle surveys 
conducted for all wetlands, including forested because there can be pockets of potential habitat within them, and 
regardless of NJ Landscape project mapping status. 

Also, Jeremy made the request to “walk the route” at some point; I explained we didn’t have access to all of it yet 
but I would relay the request and see that the appropriate person was able to respond to him. 
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From: Poppel, Deborah
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2015 11:30 AM
To: Drew Wanke; Markuson, Jeremy; Holcomb, Bernard; West, Jonathan
Cc: pamela_shellenberger; Chris Voorhees; Ron Popowski
Subject: RE: PennEast Mist-net Study Plan

Jeremy- By way of cc to this email I am passing along your question regarding blasting locations to the PM and Deputy 
PM of the project.  However, as we are still early in preliminary design phase of this project, I do not know that all of this 
information is specifically known at this time.  Is this really a piece of information necessary for you to approve the NJ bat 
survey plan? 

As to landowner approvals, we give Drew/Wildlife specialists weekly updates on property owner access and survey 
permissions so they are aware of what properties they are allowed to survey & mist net for bats. 

Thanks for your continued assistance with this project. 

Deborah Poppel 

From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com [wank.a.tonk@gmail.com] on behalf of Drew Wanke [drew@wildlife-specialists.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2015 9:51 AM 
To: Markuson, Jeremy 
Cc: pamela_shellenberger; Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah; Ron Popowski 
Subject: Re: PennEast Mist-net Study Plan 

Hi Jeremy,   

I will follow up with Mike Fishman and see where he's at with my letter of reference. 

I will defer the question on blasting and adjacent landowner permission to Deb at AECOM, because I'm more 
towards the northern end of the proposed ROW doing mist-net surveys at this time, and don't know the answers 
to your questions. 

When our crews are in the field, or if we can determine from aerial imagery, that a property/place seems more 
appropriate for netting than somewhere along the proposed ROW, we try to figure out who owns the property 
and knock on doors, in an effort to get access where we think mist-netting would be the more productive. 

Drew 

Drew A. Wanke  
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office)
518-569-9999 (Cell)
drew@wildlife-specialists.com

On Fri, Jun 19, 2015 at 8:21 AM, Markuson, Jeremy <jeremy_markuson@fws.gov> wrote: 
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Thanks Drew,  

Before you start the summer bat survey efforts I would like one additional written recommendation from an 
experienced surveyor who can comment on your expertise on field identification skills, radio telemetry, and 
survey efforts. The written recommendation can be submitted by mail or in an e-mail. 

In addition to the requested changes to the draft survey work plan, please also provide me the locations where 
blasting activity is proposed along the route? Once all of this information is incorporated into the workplan I 
would like to review it one last time for New Jersey Field Office approval. Also, have you been able to get 
landowner permission to access private properties adjacent to the proposed route in New Jersey? 

Thanks, 

Jeremy 

On Mon, Jun 8, 2015 at 1:39 PM, Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com> wrote: 
Hi Jeremy,  

I apologize for not getting back to you sooner, it's been an extremely busy and hectic start to the season here in 
PA. We will incorporate all of the changes above that you've requested.  

We haven't started any netting in NJ yet, so we're after the June 1st start date at this point. We will incorporate 
the additional sites you're requesting into the total number of sites to be completed.   

I will also have the geographic description put into the work plan and add a map of the abandoned mines. In 
addition, we'll transmitter northern long-eared bat captures as you requested above, and report them as you 
requested.  

I asked Jim Hart to submit my qualifications to you, because I never seem to make it out of the field at this 
point, except to sleep. I'm not 100% certain on what he sent to you, as I gave him a couple iterations of my most 
current bat resumes, and asked him to pull together the required information into one document. If additional 
information is required, please let me know, and I will get it to you as quickly as possible.  

Thanks,  

Drew  

Drew A. Wanke  
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office)
518-569-9999 (Cell)
drew@wildlife-specialists.com

On Tue, May 26, 2015 at 3:49 PM, Markuson, Jeremy <jeremy_markuson@fws.gov> wrote: 
Thanks Drew,  

Please incorporate the following changes into the summer survey work plan: 
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1) The summer bat survey season in NJ is June 1 - August 15. Do not begin summer survey efforts in New
Jersey until after June 1.

2) I'm requesting additional net sites in four different forested areas (see attached maps with green dots).

3) Where in PA are the abandoned mines? Please provide a geographic description in the work plan and add a
map showing the abandoned mines.

4) In NJ, attach radio transmitters to both male and female northern long-eared bats.  Up to 1 male or non-
reproductive female per 5 kilometers and 2 reproductive females per 5 kilometers.

5) Please contact me if a northern long-eared bat is captured. If I am not available, please contact my supervisor,
Ron Popowski (609-241-7065). Please notify us within 48 hours from the time of capture.

Also, I don't have a copy of your qualifications. Please send me your qualifications prior to initiating the 
summer bat survey in New Jersey.  

Thanks, 

Jeremy 

On Thu, May 14, 2015 at 11:57 AM, Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com> wrote: 
Attached is the habitat assessment and the Phase II study plan for the PennEast pipeline project. Please let me 
know if you need anything further, or require additional clarification. 

Thank you,   
Drew  

Drew A. Wanke  
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office)
518-569-9999 (Cell)
drew@wildlife-specialists.com

--  
Jeremy Markuson 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
New Jersey Field Office 
927 North Main Street, Bldg. D 
Pleasantville, NJ 08232 
phone: (609) 383-3938 ext. 45  fax: (609) 646-0352 
jeremy_markuson@fws.gov 
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--  
Jeremy Markuson 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
New Jersey Field Office 
927 North Main Street, Bldg. D 
Pleasantville, NJ 08232 
phone: (609) 383-3938 ext. 45  fax: (609) 646-0352 
jeremy_markuson@fws.gov 

This e-mail and any attachments contain AECOM confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you receive this 
message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this information and 
you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.
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From: Markuson, Jeremy <jeremy_markuson@fws.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 9:27 AM
To: Drew Wanke; Poppel, Deborah
Cc: John Mayersky; MacKenzie Hall
Subject: Re: NJ QBS list

Thanks for the update Drew. 

If you're not given access before the end of the survey period (August 15) I'd recommend surveying the closest 
habitat where you have access to ensure that listed bats are not missed and I'm able to concur with the findings. 
If this is the case for several of your proposed areas then get in touch with me. Additional net nights in adjacent 
habitats might be necessary if you can't survey the proposed action area.  

Sorry if I wasn't clear about conducting telemetry on federally listed bats. As you noted in your original work 
plan, conduct telemetry on any Indiana bat that is captured. Now that I've been reviewing more work plans I've 
decided that the survey methodologies should not be inconsistent between the two species (Section 7 
consultation doesn't change). Thus, go ahead and conduct telemetry on any northern long-eared bat that you 
capture. However, if you have put transmitters on 5 bats (MYSO or MYSE) within 5 kilometers contact me and 
we can discuss the need for further telemetry activities within that area.    

Let me know If you have a mail address that I can fedex the supplies for collecting fur samples. Of course this 
isn't part of the project but we would appreciate the samples if you capture bats . We are most interested in 
Myotis but collections of other species would be great. We don't need more than 5 samples per site.  

Deb, any idea where construction blasting will be taking place? Construction blasting is a lot of disturbance and 
netting efforts should be done in these areas.  

Thanks for inviting MacKenzie and myself. If you have a tentative schedule send it to me and maybe I can drop 
by for an evening.  

Thanks again for the close coordination and sorry for any confusion regarding telemetry. I was previously going 
back and forth about telemetry for northern long-eared bats.  

Jeremy 

On Mon, Jul 13, 2015 at 2:35 PM, Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com> wrote: 
Hi Jeremy,  

Some access along the ROW has been granted, and in other places, landowners have denied access. When we 
go out to select our sites, we start first with those sites we put into the study plan, where we have access. This 
gives the land agents and the ROW crews additional time to get us access on other properties we request, in 
order to net on them.  Sometimes the sites picked from aerial imagery and put onto maps for the study plan, 
don't pan out once we're in the field, and we shift them to more appropriate spots, once we get access. If we 
can't get access in an area appropriate for netting, we won't net it, until we have access in a place suitable to 
hang nets. We try to set up on riparian corridors and trails with good canopy closure to increase the likelihood 
of capture.  
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We will conduct the telemetry as requested above. If 2 (or more) MYSE are captured at a site, should we put a 
transmitter on both of them? What if they're both males? Or should we take the chance of hoping to catch 
another within 5km, and put a transmitter on only 1 of the males? 

I can speak for the blasting locations. I will defer that to Deb.  

We can collect fur samples. Any or all species? We've been catching mostly EPFU throughout PA, with LABO 
being our second most common capture. We should be able to do telemetry on little browns and tri-colored. It's 
been pretty depressing as far as both of those species go this summer. I think we have 4 or 5 total little browns 
and zero tri-colored bats. And we have been working more or less non-stop since the beginning of the season.   

I'll send an updated study plan including the changes to the telemetry, and the additional net sites you 
requested.  

Also, you or MacKenzie are both welcome to come out and join us netting any time you like. Just let me know 
when, and we'll work out the details.  

Thanks,  
Drew 

Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office)
518-569-9999 (Cell)
drew@wildlife-specialists.com

On Thu, Jul 9, 2015 at 9:57 AM, Markuson, Jeremy <jeremy_markuson@fws.gov> wrote: 
Hi John (and Drew), 

I've added you to our list (attached). Sorry I didn't get back to you earlier. 

On May 26 and June 19 I provided comments on the proposed work plan. Since that time I haven't heard if 
you've been granted access to individual properties along the proposed route. Please provide me an update on 
your ability to access adjacent properties to conduct an adequate survey.  

I have received additional information concerning the need to conduct telemetry on any MYSE. Mike 
Armstrong has noted that any captures of MYSE (male, female, or juvenile) may represent a maternity 
colony. This is being based on approximately 2,000 MYSE captures in KY over the last 12 years. Close to 95% 
of all male captures were within buffers of female and juvenile captures thus providing strong justification. This 
also seems to hold true in New Jersey. Previously I had recommended conducting telemetry on 1 male or non-
reproductive female per 5 kilometers and 2 reproductive females per 5 kilometers. Given this new information, 
I'm requesting that any 2 MYSEs captured per 5 kilometers, regardless of age or reproductive status (provided 
the individual can support a transmitter) be fitted with a transmitter. 

I still haven't received any information regarding the proposed blasting locations. Additional survey efforts need 
to be done within these areas. 
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Can you collect fur samples when bats are captured? I can provide you some vials and instructions for 
collecting fur samples if this can be done.  

MacKenzie Hall and I are both interested in little brown bat and tri-colored bats. If there is an opportunity to 
conduct telemetry on these bats, we would appreciate it. This would help in my review of the project. However, 
conducting telemetry on these other bats should not compromise your efforts to capture and track MYSE. 

Lastly, please send me a final work plan. 

Thanks, 

Jeremy 

On Wed, Jul 8, 2015 at 2:38 PM, <mayerskyiii.john@gmail.com> wrote: 
Hi Jeremy, 
I sent my second letter of recommendation for the NJ QBS permit about a week ago, and I haven't heard back 
yet. I will be going to NJ in a week or so and was wondering if I will be qualified to work there at that time. I 
can send the letter again if you didn't receive it. Thank you. 

       John 

Sent from my iPhone 

--  
Jeremy Markuson 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
New Jersey Field Office 
927 North Main Street, Bldg. D 
Pleasantville, NJ 08232 
phone: (609) 383-3938 ext. 45  fax: (609) 646-0352 
jeremy_markuson@fws.gov 

--  
Jeremy Markuson 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
New Jersey Field Office 
927 North Main Street, Bldg. D 
Pleasantville, NJ 08232 
phone: (609) 383-3938 ext. 45  fax: (609) 646-0352 
jeremy_markuson@fws.gov 
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Poppel, Deborah

From: Poppel, Deborah

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 11:43 AM

To: jeremy_markuson@fws.gov

Cc: Sue Quackenbush (squackenbush@amygreene.com); West, Jonathan; Binckley, Sarah

Subject: PennEast Reroutes- Official Notice

Attachments: PennEast Proposed Route (July 15, 2015).kmz; PennEast_ProjectShapefiles_July2015

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued coordination on the 

proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of 

New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services 

(UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). 

FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. 

PennEast filed Draft Resource Reports with FERC in April 2015. Since the Preliminary Draft Resource Report filing in April 

2015, PennEast has continued to evaluate potential alternatives to the proposed pipeline alignment based on comments 

received during the formal Scoping process, ongoing dialogue with federal, state, regional and local agencies, land 

owners, and the findings from field surveys and engineering analyses.  In the April filing we provided an overview of the 

ongoing assessments for  3 major alternatives and over 70 minor route variations.  

 

In the past 3 months the overall alignment has been adjusted within the 400 foot survey corridor to avoid and/or 

minimize impacts to wetlands and waterbodies, cultural resources, agricultural lands and other sensitive habitats.  In 

Pennsylvania, 2 reroutes and more than 40 minor route variations have been evaluated. The 2 reroutes evaluate 

alternative ways of crossing the Appalachian Trail and nearby PA State Game Lands, and avoid active quarrying 

operations. These alternatives and reroutes have gone through the same detailed assessment as those assessed in the 

April filing.  Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are attached to aide in your review 

and analysis of the Project. (To open the shapefiles, please add a “.zip” extension to the file and then extract the files.) 

 

Significant reroutes include: 

•             In Plains Township and Laflin Borough in Luzerne County, approximately 3.6 miles of the alignment has been 

rerouted one mile to the east to avoid active quarrying operations (new mileposts 8.4 to 12.3). 

•             In Towamensing Township and Lower Towamensing Township  in Carbon County, approximately 2 miles of the 

alignment has been rerouted approximately 2 miles to the west. This reroute addresses  a request for a new 

Interconnect  as well as concerns related to the Appalachian Trail and PA State Game Lands (new mileposts 48.9 to 53.6) 

 

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important Project.  Please contact me if you 

have any questions. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Deborah Poppel, CWB 
Senior Ecologist / Project Manager 
Environment - Impact Assessment & Permitting Dept. 
Design & Consulting Services, Philadelphia Metro Region 
D 1-610-832-3597 C 1-215-833-0566 
Deborah.poppel@aecom.com 
 
AECOM 
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625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA  19428 
 
(610) 832-3500 – (610) 832-3501 (fax) 

URS  CORPORATION  
RECORD OF CONVERSATION Page 1 of 1 

 

Spoke With  

Name:  Jeremy Markuson Phone Number:   (609) 383-3938 

Company:  USFWS- NJ Field Office Date:  July 31, 2015 

Client:  PennEast Pipeline Recorded By: Deborah Poppel 

Project Information & Routing  
 
Incoming:                       Outgoing:  X  
 
Project Name:  PennEast 
 
Billable to Project:  60414094.20000363.00029 

 
   

   
   

   
   

Item Discussed Inaccessible parcels and Bat/bog turtle surveys 
 

 
 
Drew Wanke and Chris Voorhees of Wildlife Specialists were on the call with Jeremy and I. 
 
We discussed the fact that out of 55 proposed bat mist-net sites in New Jersey, about 25 will have no surveys 
completed this season (prior to August 15) because of lack of survey permission. 
 
Mr. Markuson noted that the reason for having the surveys completed was to give the company flexibility in having 
tree-clearing time of year restrictions lifted if it was known that bats did  or did not inhabit a certain area.  The data 
is also used to identify summer roosting areas, for which tree clearing could result in an indirect affect to habitat 
even if the time-of-year restriction protects individual bats. 
 
Formal consultation and development of an indirect take statement could be an avenue if insufficient data is 
collected and if additional surveys cannot be conducted next year prior to August 15 (due to condemnation 
schedule).  However, Mr. Markuson said that we should wait until the surveys are completed and see where we are, 
and then discuss path forward with him.  Mr. Markuson asked if this was also an issue for bog turtle surveys and I 
noted that all Phase I surveys had been completed on wetlands at parcels on which we had access, however there 
were several areas for which we have not been able to complete delineations.   
 
Mr. Markuson indicated that he had been in communication with Emil Devito of the NJ Conservation Foundation, 
who had offered to facilitate access at properties for the purpose of completing bat surveys.  Mr. Markuson asked if 
he could release information to him related to bat survey sites and I said I would need to secure PennEast’s 
permission first. 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 09, 2015 3:05 AM
To: MacKenzie Hall; Jeremy
Cc: Poppel, Deborah; Chris Voorhees
Subject: Northern long-eared bat capture

I caught a post lactating northern long-eared bat tonight at site PE136. I put a transmitter and band on her, and 
we'll start looking for her tomorrow night. She was captured at  
 
 40°23'42.76"N 
 74°55'6.57"W 
 
Let me know if you have any questions, or require anything further.  
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: Christina Voorhees <chris@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2015 2:14 PM
To: Poppel, Deborah
Subject: URGENT- More bats need tracked in NJ

Hi Deb, Drew just informed me that Jeremy with NJ USFWS and MacKenzie with NJDEP have asked for MYLU and 
and PESU to be transmittered as additional effort, but aren't requiring it; because it will "help aid them with their review". Not 
sure how we want to approach this. It's not required, so we don't have to do it, but it's also good idea to stay on good terms with 
the agencies.  Please advise ASAP as they did already capture 1 MYLU in NJ so far. 
 
Chris 
 
--  
Christina S. Voorhees, PhD 
Certified Wildlife Biologist ®  
Vice President 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC  
  
Home Office 
79 Keena Lane 
Landisburg, PA 17040 
717-789-0078 
570-439-7851 (cell) 
chris@wildlife-specialists.com 
  
Wellsboro Office 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA  16901  
570-376-2255 
www.wildlife-specialists.com   
 

Right-click here to download pictures.  To help protect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

 
 
 



FINAL FERC Section 7(c) Application 
SEPTEMBER 2015 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service – Pennsylvania Field Office* 

*Notifications included identical mapping attachments as shown in U.S. Army Corps

of Engineers, above. Subsequent mapping sent for Project route updates were
provided digitally, with hardcopies sent upon request.
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

August 12, 2014  

Mr. Robert Anderson 
Endangered Species Program 
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Pennsylvania Field Office 
315 South Allen Street, Suite 322 
State College, PA  16801 

Re:   Large Project PNDI Review 
PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC - PennEast Pipeline Project 
Luzerne, Carbon, Northampton, and Bucks Counties, Pennsylvania 

Dear Mr. Anderson: 

The PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC (PennEast), is a partnership with UGI Energy Services 
(UGIES), AGL Resources, NJR Pipeline Company, and South Jersey Industries. The PennEast 
Pipeline Project (Project) proposes to construct a new 100-mile, 30-inch pipeline to deliver 
natural gas from northeast Pennsylvania to other markets in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. This 
new supply of natural gas will bring lower cost supplies to residents and businesses in 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey, while enhancing pipeline system flexibility and reliability for 
the local gas utilities.  

PennEast intends to file its certificate application for the PennEast Pipeline Project with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) in mid-2015, and anticipates receiving 
authorization and starting construction in 2017. Permit applications with other federal, state, 
and local agencies will be submitted within similar timeframes as the certificate application. 
The permit proceedings conducted by these agencies will provide additional opportunities for 
public input and involvement. FERC’s determination of public convenience and necessity 
includes a thorough, comprehensive environmental review of proposed projects, working 
closely with federal, state, and local agencies and in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  

On behalf of PennEast, URS Corporation (URS) is requesting a Large Project Pennsylvania 
Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) review update for rare, candidate, threatened, and 
endangered species under the jurisdiction of the United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) for the PennEast Pipeline Project. A critical issues analysis was conducted for 
multiple routes using readily available secondary source data to select the Least 
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URS Corporation 
625 W. Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 
Conshohocken, PA 19428 
Phone:  610.832.3500 
Fax:  610.832.3501 

Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) route. Mapping depicting the 
environmental features evaluated for the preferred alternative is enclosed. We are asking for 
your review prior to the initiation of wetland and watercourse field surveys to be conducted this 
fall. We hope to concurrently identify any habitat for species under your agencies’ jurisdiction 
at this time. The environmental study area will be a 400-foot corridor centered on the 
approximately 100-mile alignment. The anticipated permanent right-of-way (ROW) and 
temporary construction work area will be approximately 100-feet. The study area is wider than 
the disturbance area to allow for minor alignment shifts to avoid any sensitive resources that 
may be identified during the environmental field investigations.   

The following are enclosed to facilitate your review: 

• Large Project PNDI Form;
• PennEast Project Fact Sheet; and
• CD containing:

o shapefiles of the alignment;
o USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps with project alignment; and
o detailed maps depicting the project areas and known secondary source

resources

If you have any questions or require additional information regarding this request, please 
contact me at 610.832.1810 or bernard.holcomb@urs.com. 

Sincerely, 

Bernard Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
Enclosures (3) 

cc:  Mr. Anthony Cox (UGI) 
 Mr. Dante D'Alessandro (UGI) 
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From: Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2014 3:11 PM

To: Poppel, Deborah

Cc: Holcomb, Bernard; West, Jonathan; Reich, Donna; Quackenbush, Susan

Subject: Re: Penn East Pipeline- USFWS Project #20141013

Deborah,  

This reflects our discussions accurately. One minor correction is that the northern long-eared bat is a proposed 

endangered species, not a candidate.  

Thank you,  

Pamela Shellenberger 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

315 South Allen Street 

State College, PA 16801 

814-234-4090 x241

814-234-0748 (f)

http://fws.gov/northeast/pafo/index.html 

**Due to an imposed hiring freeze and the inability to back fill positions, we are experiencing increased project review 
times (a minimum of 60 days) and response times to phone calls and emails. Please be patient; we will address projects 
in the order in which they are received.** 

On Tue, Sep 16, 2014 at 3:07 PM, Poppel, Deborah <deborah.poppel@urs.com> wrote: 

Pam- 

Thanks for speaking with me this afternoon about the above-referenced project and the status of the USFWS 

consultation review. 

Per our discussion, the USFWS Pennsylvania Field Office Point of Contact for this project will be Kayla Easler, 

but you will be coordinating with her on the review, particularly where the project may intersect with Indiana 

bat habitat.   The USFWS project number assigned is noted in the subject line of this email.  A formal response 

from USFWS is expected 45-60 days from date of the initial review request (8/12/14). 

I requested that USFWS provide known locations of bat hibernaculum and/or maternity colonies in its response 

letter so as to facilitate avoidance wherever possible, and you noted this will be done via lat/long coordinates in 

the letter as warranted.  Also, we discussed that USFWS does regard seasonal timing restrictions on tree 
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clearing as a viable impact minimization measure for bats in areas where deemed appropriate.  Northern long-

eared bat, though not officially listed under the ESA, is a candidate species and will be included in the response 

if the review finds it necessary.  

I trust that this summarizes our discussion accurately.  If you have any questions in the interim, feel free to give 

me a call. 

Best Regards- 

Deborah K. Poppel, CWB 

Project Ecologist 

Certified Project Manager 

URS  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

(610) 832-3597 (Direct)   :   (610) 832-3500 (Main)   :   (215) 833-0566 (Cell)

This e-mail and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidential information that may be proprietary or privileged. If you 
receive this message in error or are not the intended recipient, you should not retain, distribute, disclose or use any of this 
information and you should destroy the e-mail and any attachments or copies.















































U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
 

Trust Resources List

10/29/2014 Information, Planning, and Conservation System (IPAC) Page 1 of 7

Version 1.4

This resource list is to be used for planning purposes only — it is not an official species list. 

Endangered Species Act species list information for your project is available online and listed below for 
the following FWS Field Offices:

Pennsylvania Ecological Services Field Office
315 SOUTH ALLEN STREET, SUITE 322
STATE COLLEGE, PA 16801
(814) 234-4090
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/

Project Name:
10" Lateral

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/
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Project Location Map:

Project Counties:
Northampton, PA
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Geographic coordinates (Open Geospatial Consortium Well-Known Text, NAD83):
MULTIPOLYGON (((-75.297179 40.6136672, -75.297175 40.6136728, -75.2971693 40.6136767, 
-75.293494 40.615351, -75.2916 40.616745, -75.2920459 40.6185569, -75.2920462 40.6185654, 
-75.2920429 40.6185732, -75.2920366 40.618579, -75.2896175 40.6199977, -75.2860784 40.6233515, 
-75.2837886 40.6278872, -75.2837838 40.6278933, -75.2797912 40.6313558, -75.2793636 40.6330303, 
-75.2793602 40.6330374, -75.2793544 40.6330426, -75.279347 40.6330452, -75.2793393 40.6330448, 
-75.2793322 40.6330414, -75.279327 40.6330356, -75.2793244 40.6330282, -75.2793248 40.6330205, 
-75.279754 40.6313399, -75.2797564 40.6313343, -75.2797603 40.6313297, -75.2837546 40.6278657, 
-75.2860442 40.6233304, -75.2860483 40.6233249, -75.2895916 40.6199671, -75.2895953 40.6199643, 
-75.2920035 40.618552, -75.291558 40.6167416, -75.2915576 40.6167338, -75.2915603 40.6167265, 
-75.2915655 40.6167207, -75.2934719 40.6153176, -75.2934755 40.6153155, -75.2971461 40.6136433, 
-75.2997873 40.6081598, -75.299792 40.6081536, -75.2997987 40.6081496, -75.2998064 40.6081485, 
-75.299814 40.6081505, -75.2998202 40.6081552, -75.2998242 40.6081619, -75.2998253 40.6081696, 
-75.2998233 40.6081772, -75.297179 40.6136672)))

Project Type:
Oil Or Gas

Endangered Species Act Species List (USFWS Endangered Species Program).
There are a total of 2  threatened or endangered  species on your species list. Species on this list should be considered in an effects 
analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fishes may appear on 
the species list because a project could cause downstream effects on the species.  Critical habitats listed under the Has Critical 
Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area. See the Critical habitats within your project area section below for critical 
habitat that lies within your project area. Please contact the designated FWS office if you have questions.

Species that should be considered in an effects analysis for your project:

Mammals Status Has Critical Habitat Contact

Indiana bat   
(Myotis sodalis)   

Population: Entire

Endangered species 
info

Pennsylvania Ecological 
Services Field Office

Reptiles

Bog Turtle   
(Clemmys muhlenbergii)   

Population: northern

Threatened species 
info

Pennsylvania Ecological 
Services Field Office

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=A000
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=A000
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=C048
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=C048
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Critical habitats within your project area: 

There are no critical habitats within your project area.

FWS National Wildlife Refuges (USFWS National Wildlife Refuges Program).

There are no refuges found within the vicinity of your project.

FWS Migratory Birds (USFWS Migratory Bird Program).

The protection of birds is regulated by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and Golden Eagle 
Protection Act (BGEPA). Any activity, intentional or unintentional, resulting in take of migratory birds, 
including eagles, is prohibited unless otherwise permitted by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (50 C.F.R. Sec. 
10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)). The MBTA has no provision for allowing take of migratory birds that may be 
unintentionally killed or injured by otherwise lawful activities. For more information regarding these Acts see: 
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/RegulationsandPolicies.html.

All project proponents are responsible for complying with the appropriate regulations protecting  birds when 
planning and developing a project. To meet these conservation obligations,  proponents should identify potential 
or existing project-related impacts to migratory birds and  their habitat and develop and implement conservation 
measures that avoid, minimize, or  compensate for these impacts. The Service's Birds of Conservation Concern 
(2008) report  identifies species, subspecies, and populations of all migratory nongame birds that, without  
additional conservation actions, are likely to become listed under the Endangered Species Act as  amended (16 
U.S.C 1531 et seq.).

For information about Birds of Conservation Concern, go to:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Management/BCC.html.

To search and view summaries of year-round bird occurrence data within your project area,  go to the Avian 
Knowledge Network Histogram Tool links in the Bird Conservation Tools section at:  http://www.fws.gov/
migratorybirds/CCMB2.htm.

For information about conservation measures that help avoid or minimize impacts to birds, please visit:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CCMB2.htm.

Migratory birds of concern that may be affected by your project:

http://refuges.fws.gov
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/RegulationsandPolicies.html
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Management/BCC.html
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CCMB2.htm
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CCMB2.htm
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CCMB2.htm
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There are 19 birds on your Migratory birds of concern list. The underlying data layers used to generate the 
migratory bird list of concern will continue to be updated regularly  as new and better information is obtained. 
User feedback is one method of identifying any needed improvements.  Therefore, users are encouraged to 
submit comments about any questions regarding species ranges  (e.g., a bird on the USFWS BCC list you know 
does not occur in the specified location appears on the list,  or a BCC species that you know does occur there is 
not appearing on the list).  Comments should be sent to the ECOS Help Desk.

Species Name Bird of Conservation 
Concern (BCC)

S p e c i e s  
Profile

Seasonal Occurrence in 
Project Area

American bittern   (Botaurus 
lentiginosus) 

Yes species info Breeding

Bald eagle   (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) Yes species info Year-round

Black-billed Cuckoo   (Coccyzus 
erythropthalmus) 

Yes species info Breeding

Blue-winged Warbler   (Vermivora 
pinus) 

Yes species info Breeding

Canada Warbler   (Wilsonia canadensis) Yes species info Breeding

cerulean warbler   (Dendroica cerulea) Yes species info Breeding

Fox Sparrow   (Passerella liaca) Yes species info Wintering

Golden-Winged Warbler   (Vermivora 
chrysoptera)  

Yes species info Breeding

Kentucky Warbler   (Oporornis 
formosus) 

Yes species info Breeding

Louisiana Waterthrush   (Parkesia 
motacilla) 

Yes species info Breeding

Pied-billed Grebe   (Podilymbus 
podiceps) 

Yes species info Year-round

Prairie Warbler   (Dendroica discolor) Yes species info Breeding

Purple Sandpiper   (Calidris maritima) Yes species info Wintering

Red Knot   (Calidris canutus rufa) Yes species info Wintering

Red-headed Woodpecker   (Melanerpes 
erythrocephalus) 

Yes species info Breeding

http://ecos.fws.gov/ecos/helpdesk.do
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=B0F3
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=B008
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=B0HI
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0JY
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0LL
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B09I
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0NE
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0G4
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0IN
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0ND
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0JQ
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0K4
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0L1
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0DM
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0HR
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Rusty Blackbird   (Euphagus carolinus) Yes species info Wintering

Short-eared Owl   (Asio flammeus) Yes species info Wintering

Wood Thrush   (Hylocichla mustelina) Yes species info Breeding

Worm eating Warbler   (Helmitheros 
vermivorum) 

Yes species info Breeding

NWI Wetlands (USFWS National Wetlands Inventory).

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is the principal Federal agency that provides information on the extent and 
status of wetlands in the U.S., via the National Wetlands Inventory Program (NWI).  In addition to impacts to 
wetlands within your immediate project area, wetlands outside of your project area may need to be considered 
in any evaluation of project impacts, due to the hydrologic nature of wetlands (for example, project activities 
may affect local hydrology within, and outside of, your immediate project area).  It may be helpful to refer to 
the USFWS National Wetland Inventory website. The designated FWS office can also assist you. Impacts to 
wetlands and other aquatic habitats from your project may be subject to regulation under Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal Statutes.  Project Proponents should discuss the relationship of these 
requirements to their project with the Regulatory Program of the appropriate U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
District.

Data Limitations, Exclusions and Precautions
The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level 
information on the location, type and size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of high 
altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography. A margin of 
error is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular site may result 
in revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image 
analysts, the amount and quality of the collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work 
conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source imagery used and any mapping 
problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery and/or field work. There 
may be occasional differences in polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted on the 
map and the actual conditions on site.

Exclusions - Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the 
limitations of aerial imagery as the primary data source used to detect wetlands. These habitats include 

http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0JI
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/wizard/speciesInformation!showSpeciesInformation.action?spcode=B0HD
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0IB
http://ecos.fws.gov/speciesProfile/profile/speciesProfile.action?spcode=B0II
http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
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seagrasses or submerged aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal zones of estuaries and 
nearshore coastal waters. Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also been 
excluded from the inventory. These habitats, because of their depth, go undetected by aerial imagery.

Precautions - Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and 
describe wetlands in a different manner than that used in this inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design 
or products of this inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any Federal, state, or local 
government or to establish the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies. Persons 
intending to engage in activities involving modifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should seek the 
advice of appropriate federal, state, or local agencies concerning specified agency regulatory programs and 
proprietary jurisdictions that may affect such activities.

IPaC is unable to display wetland information at this time.



                                                                     
 
 
October 24, 2014 

 

Ms. Kayla Easler 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

315 South Allen Street, Suite 322 

State College, PA 16801 

 

Dear Ms. Easler: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL 

Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; 

South Jersey Industries; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC). FERC approved PennEast for the pre-filing review process on 

October 8. The pre-filing process creates the framework for the environmental analysis and a 

formal structure for stakeholders along the proposed route to provide input and opinions 

regarding the project. The pre-filing application is available online at http://elibrabry.ferc.gov, 

docket PF15-1-000.  

 

At this time we would like to invite the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to become a cooperating 

agency in the FERC process, and to actively engage with FERC’s designated Environmental 

Project Manager for the PennEast Pipeline Project, Medha Kochhar. Ms. Kochhar can be 

contacted at (202) 502-8964. As a cooperating agency, FERC and/or PennEast may request your 

participation in bi-weekly project status calls and direct or interagency coordination meetings, as 

appropriate. 

 

Only in the second month of a comprehensive, approximately three-year process, PennEast still 

is working to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, 

we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been adjusted to account for 

engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified since we initially 

provided your agency with detailed project information. In Pennsylvania, the preferred 

alternative route has been shifted approximately three-to-four miles to the northeast between 

mileposts 11 and 35 in Luzerne and Carbon counties. Other route adjustments have also been 

made in an effort to maximize co-location with existing utility easements. Overall, 

approximately 41 miles have been re-routed in Pennsylvania. Please note, however, that the 

current preferred alternative route remains in the same counties and townships as identified in 

our initial notification. Shapefiles for the adjusted preferred alternative route are being provided 

to aide in your review and analysis of the project. 

 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

 

http://elibrabry.ferc.gov/


                                                                     
 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


REGULATORY AGENCY MEETING AGENDA 

PENN EAST PIPELINE PROJECT INTRODUCTION  

USFWS-PA:  Wed. October 29, 2014, State College, PA 

Attendance 

USFWS: Kayla Easler; Pam Shellenberger 
 
URS: Deb Poppel; Jon West 
 
Introductions 

Project Description 

• PennEast Pipeline LLC 
• Designed to bring lower cost natural gas produced in the Marcellus Shale region in eastern 

Pennsylvania to homes and businesses in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. 
• Planned capacity to transport approximately 1 Bcf of natural gas per day (“Bcf/d”) 
• Facilities include a 36-inch diameter, 108-mile pipeline, extending from Luzerne County, 

Pennsylvania, to Mercer County, New Jersey. The system would be rated for a maximum 
allowable operating pressure (“MAOP”) of 1,480 psig. 

• The mainline route includes construction of the new pipeline that originates near Dallas, 
Luzerne County, PA, and terminates near Pennington, Mercer County, NJ.  

• Approximately 29 percent of the pipeline is co-located with other utilities.  
• Major water crossings include the Susquehanna, Lehigh, and Delaware rivers and Beltzville Lake.  

Project Map Presentation - Pipeline 

Compressor Stations 

• The project would include one compressor station located near Blakeslee in Kidder Township, 
Carbon County, PA (MP 25.5). 

• 3 Taurus 70 units rated at 10,915 horsepower each under ISO conditions for a total of 26,733 
available horsepower. 

FERC Filing & Process  

• EIS Pre-Filing Environmental Review Process 
• Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

 

 

 



Project Schedule; Open Houses 

Milestone Date 
Pre-Filing Request Accepted October 10, 2014 
Draft of all Resource Reports May 1, 2015 
Certificate Application July 1, 2015 
Final Environmental Document issued by 
FERC 

August 1, 2016 

Certificate Order December 1, 2016 
Mobilization and initial tree clearing Winter, 2016 
Construction (7 months) Spring, 2017 
 

Open Houses Schedule 
Wilkes-Barre, PA 
 

Monday, November 10 
(Luzerne County) 

Coughlin High School 
80 North Washington Street 
Wilkes-Barre, PA 18702 

Bethlehem, PA 
 

Wednesday, November 12 
(Northampton County) 

Hanover Township Community Center 
3660 Jacksonville Road 
Bethlehem, PA  18017 

New Jersey 
 

Thursday, November  13 
(Mercer County) 

South Hunterdon Regional High School 
301 Mt. Airy-Harbourton Road 
Lambertville, NJ  0853 

Palmerton, PA Tuesday, November 18 
(Carbon County) 

Aquashicola Volunteer Fire Company 
270 Little Gap Road 
Palmerton, PA 18071 

 

Consultations & Permitting 

USFWS NMFS 
USACE – Philly and Baltimore NPS  
PADEP – NE and SE  NJDEP 
PADCNR PAGC 
PFBC PAHMC 
NJSHPO NJSADC 
DRBC SRBC 
CCD’s Watersheds 
 

Status of Environmental Studies 

 



   

PennEast Pipeline Project 

 

MEETING MINUTES 

 

USFWS Pennsylvania Field Office 

State College, PA 

Date: October 29, 2014 

 

Attendees: 

Pam Shellenberger, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Ecological Services, PA Field 

Office 

Kayla Easler, USFWS, Ecological Services, PA Field Office 

Deborah Poppel and Jon West - URS Corporation 

 

Summary 

 

The purpose of the meeting was to introduce the PennEast Pipeline Project to USFWS, 

following written consultation previously provided.  An agenda was prepared and 

included a project description, associated project maps, a description of the FERC filing 

process and schedule, and the schedule of open houses commencing November 10, 2014. 

 

URS confirmed that USFWS received the new shapefile depicting the updated pipeline 

route and one compressor station near Blakeslee, along with the letter inviting USFWS to 

participate with FERC as a cooperating agency in the pre-filing process.  An update was 

provided on the status of environmental studies. 

 

Items of note discussed with USFWS included: 

 

• The pipeline does not appear to be going through any known bat hibernacula, 

swarming area radius, or maternity colonies.   However there is a lot of forest so 

surveys are expected to be necessary and should include Northern long-eared bat 

in addition to Indiana bat.  Once URS completes bat habitat assessments USFWS 

will work with URS to narrow down areas for focused surveys (mist netting).  

Caves in “mine country” (e.g. Carbon County) should be identified where 

possible. 

• A decision on the listing status of the Northern long-eared bat is expected in 

April, 2015. 

• Known area of sensitive bog turtle population exists along Aquashicola Creek 

near MP 48.8. USFWS is interested to know exactly where and how PennEast 

proposes to cross this area. Noted that a recent pipeline project in the area 

successfully crossed the creek via direct bore.  Would like PennEast to 

demonstrate that this method was analyzed for this crossing.   Known locations 

for bog turtle (primarily Northampton County) will be provided once the route is 

finalized and wetlands identified. 



   
• USFWA will not adjust the survey window (June 1- Sept. 30) for Northeastern 

bulrush. Wetland areas above 1,300 ft. elevation, particularly those with vernal 

pools, will need to be surveyed by an approved biologist.  

 

 

• PennEast will need to complete a bald eagle screening form for areas of 

construction that will occur within ½ mile of a known nest.  PennEast need a 

permit if it is determined that a disturbance of a nest will occur.  

• Will need to include a generic Migratory Bird Conservation Plan (including 

restoration details) in filing to cover MBTA requirements.  Some timing 

restrictions on tree clearing that may be incorporated for bats can also benefit 

migratory birds. 

• Dwarf wedgemussel is not known to occur where PennEast is proposing to cross 

the Delaware – the proposed alignment is currently just below known occupied 

habitat. USFWS did not mention a requirement on their part to conduct surveys.  

• URS should look into the NRCS Wetland Reserve Program (WRP) to check for 

conservation/habitat easements that have been negotiated with USFWS. 

 

 

 

Subsequent to the meeting, USFWS provided via email the locations (lat/long) of 

bald eagle nests that are located within 1 mile (or closer) to the LOD and the 

adaptive management practices for conserving migratory birds. 

 

 

Minutes Prepared by: 

 

URS Corporation 
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From: Poppel, Deborah

Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 1:44 PM

To: Pamela Shellenberger Pamela_Shellenberger Pamela_Shellenberger@fws.gov 

(Pamela_Shellenberger@fws.gov); Easler, Kayla (kayla_easler@fws.gov)

Cc: West, Jonathan; Holcomb, Bernard; aharris@ugies.com

Subject: Minutes of Meeting- Penn East Pipeline Project

Attachments: USFWS Meeting Minutes 102914.pdf

Pam & Kayla- 

 

Attached please find the minutes from our project introductory meeting for Penn East Pipeline in your office on October 

29. 

 

If you have any questions or comments regarding the information herein, let me know. 

 

Deborah K. Poppel, CWB 

Project Ecologist 

Certified Project Manager 

     

URS  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428        

(610) 832-3597 (Direct)   :   (610) 832-3500 (Main)   :   (215) 833-0566 (Cell)   
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From: Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 2:15 PM

To: joanthan.west@urs.com; Poppel, Deborah

Cc: Kayla Easler

Subject: Penn East Pipeline; USFWS 2014-1013

Attachments: Migratory Bird_ENCLOSURE_General.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us this morning to discuss the Penn East Pipeline project.  

 

Attached, please find the adaptive management practices for conserving migratory birds. 

 

Also, the following are locations of bald eagle nests that are located within 1 mile (or closer) to the LOD : 

 

41.129253  -75.681625 

40.900599  -75.561371 

 

Please evaluate the project type, size, location and layout in light of the National Bald Eagle Management 

Guidelines to determine whether or not bald eagles might be disturbed as a direct or indirect result of this 

project.  If it appears that disturbance may occur, we recommend that you consider modifying your project 

consistent with the Guidelines.  These guidelines, as well as additional eagle information, are available at 

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/EcologicalServices/eagle.html  

 

To assist you in making a decision regarding impacts to bald eagles, a screening form can be found at 

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/bald_eagle.html 

 

Also, as discussed in the meeting, there are new bald eagle nests built annually, so when you are conducting 

surveys for other species near large water bodies, please be aware that new nests could be in the vicinity.  

 

Thank you,  

 

 

Pamela Shellenberger 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

814-234-4090 x241 

814-234-0748 (f) 

 

**PLEASE NOTE**  In early November, our office will be moving to a new location.  During the transition, 

email and phone services will be intermittent, and response times will be delayed.  We apologize for the 

inconvenience. Our phone and fax numbers will be unchanged; however, starting on November 6th the new 

office mailing/physical address will be: 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Pennsylvania Field Office 

110 Radnor Rd,Suite 101 

State College, PA 16801 
 

http://fws.gov/northeast/pafo/index.html 

 
**Due to an imposed hiring freeze and the inability to back fill positions, we are experiencing increased project review 
times (a minimum of 60 days) and response times to phone calls and emails. Please be patient; we will address projects 
in the order in which they are received.** 



Adaptive Management Practices for Conserving Migratory Birds 
 
The Fish and Wildlife Service is the principal Federal agency charged with protecting and 
enhancing populations and habitat of migratory bird species.  The Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
(MBTA, 16 U.S.C. 703-712; Ch. 128; July 13, 1918; 40 Stat. 755, as amended) prohibits the 
taking, killing, possession, transportation, and importation of migratory birds, their eggs, parts, 
and nests, except when specifically authorized by the Department of the Interior.  While the 
MBTA has no provision for authorizing incidental take, the Service recognizes that some birds 
may be killed even if all reasonable measures to avoid take are implemented.  Unless the take is 
authorized, it is not possible to absolve individuals, companies or agencies from liability (even if 
they implement avian mortality avoidance or similar conservation measures).  However, the 
Office of Law Enforcement focuses on those individuals, companies, or agencies that take 
migratory birds with disregard for their actions and the law. 
 
The potential exists for avian mortality from habitat destruction and alteration within the project 
boundaries.  Site-specific factors that should be considered in project siting to avoid and 
minimize the risk to birds include avian abundance; the quality, quantity and type of habitat;  
geographic location; type and extent of bird use (e.g. breeding, foraging, migrating, etc.); and 
landscape features.  
 
We offer the following recommendations to avoid and minimize impacts to migratory birds 
within and around the project area:  
 

1. Where disturbance is necessary, clear natural or semi-natural habitats (e.g., forests, 
woodlots, reverting fields, shrubby areas) and perform maintenance activities (e.g., 
mowing) between September 1 and March 31, which is outside the nesting season for 
most native bird species.  Without undertaking specific analysis of breeding species and 
their respective nesting seasons on the project site, implementation of this seasonal 
restriction will avoid take of most breeding birds, their nests, and their young (i.e., eggs, 
hatchlings, fledglings).    

 
2. Minimize land and vegetation disturbance during project design and construction.  To 

reduce habitat fragmentation, co-locate roads, fences, lay down areas, staging areas, and 
other infrastructure in or immediately adjacent to already-disturbed areas (e.g., existing 
roads, pipelines, agricultural fields) and cluster development features (e.g., buildings, 
roads) as opposed to distributing them throughout land parcels.  Where this is not 
possible, minimize roads, fences, and other infrastructure.   

 
3. Avoid permanent habitat alterations in areas where birds are highly concentrated.  

Examples of high concentration areas for birds are wetlands, State or Federal refuges, 
Audubon Important Bird Areas, private duck clubs, staging areas, rookeries, leks, roosts, 
and riparian areas.  Avoid establishing sizable structures along known bird migration 
pathways or known daily movement flyways (e.g., between roosting and feeding areas).   

 
4. To conserve area-sensitive species, avoid fragmenting large, contiguous tracts of wildlife 

habitat, especially if habitat cannot be fully restored after construction.  Maintain 



contiguous habitat corridors to facilitate wildlife dispersal.  Where practicable, 
concentrate construction activities, infrastructure, and man-made structures (e.g., 
buildings, cell towers, roads, parking lots) on lands already altered or cultivated, and 
away from areas of intact and healthy native habitats.  If not feasible, select fragmented 
or degraded habitats over relatively intact areas.   

 
5. Develop a habitat restoration plan for the proposed site that avoids or minimizes negative 

impacts to birds, and that creates functional habitat for a variety of bird species.  Use only 
plant species that are native to the local area for revegetation of the project area. 
 

If you have any questions regarding these measures, please contact Lora Zimmerman of the 
Pennsylvania Field Office located in State College, PA at 814-234-4090.  
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From: Easler, Kayla <kayla_easler@fws.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2014 2:48 PM

To: Shellenberger, Pamela

Cc: Poppel, Deborah; West, Jonathan

Subject: Re: Penn East Pipeline; USFWS 2014-1013

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I would also like to mention that after working on other pipeline projects, I find it can be very messy when 

individual surveys are sent in to our office for individual review.  I would like to recommend sending survey 

results together in uniform groups (ex. all Phase 1 survey results together with a table that we discussed this 

morning showing the overall results of the surveys).  This way we can keep a better file record of the project 

and get necessary responses to you sooner.  Please keep in mind that if you have questions on areas of concern 

and or would like to have a field visit with the Service to verify habitat, feel free to contact us. 

 

 

Thank you, 

 

Kayla Easler 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Pennsylvania Field Office 

315 South Allen Street, Suite 322 

State College, Pennsylvania  16801 

Telephone: (814) 234-4090 Ext. 231 

Fax: (814) 234-0748 

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/  

 
"Due to an imposed hiring freeze and the inability to back fill positions, we are experiencing increased project review times 
(a minimum of 60 days) and response times to phone calls and emails. Please be patient; we will address projects in the 
order in which they are received." 
 
 
**PLEASE NOTE**  In early November, our office will be moving to a new location.  During the transition, email and 
phone services will be intermittent, and response times may be delayed.  We apologize for the inconvenience. Our phone 
and fax numbers will be unchanged; however, starting on November 6th the new office mailing/physical address will be: 
 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 
Pennsylvania Field Office 
110 Radnor Rd; Suite 101 
State College, PA 16801 

 

 

On Wed, Oct 29, 2014 at 2:14 PM, Shellenberger, Pamela <pamela_shellenberger@fws.gov> wrote: 

Thank you for taking the time to meet with us this morning to discuss the Penn East Pipeline project.  

 

Attached, please find the adaptive management practices for conserving migratory birds. 

 

Also, the following are locations of bald eagle nests that are located within 1 mile (or closer) to the LOD : 
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41.129253  -75.681625 

40.900599  -75.561371 

 

Please evaluate the project type, size, location and layout in light of the National Bald Eagle Management 

Guidelines to determine whether or not bald eagles might be disturbed as a direct or indirect result of this 

project.  If it appears that disturbance may occur, we recommend that you consider modifying your project 

consistent with the Guidelines.  These guidelines, as well as additional eagle information, are available at 

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/EcologicalServices/eagle.html  

 

To assist you in making a decision regarding impacts to bald eagles, a screening form can be found at 

http://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/bald_eagle.html 

 

Also, as discussed in the meeting, there are new bald eagle nests built annually, so when you are conducting 

surveys for other species near large water bodies, please be aware that new nests could be in the vicinity.  

 

Thank you,  

 

 

Pamela Shellenberger 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

814-234-4090 x241 

814-234-0748 (f) 

 

**PLEASE NOTE**  In early November, our office will be moving to a new location.  During the transition, 

email and phone services will be intermittent, and response times will be delayed.  We apologize for the 

inconvenience. Our phone and fax numbers will be unchanged; however, starting on November 6th the new 

office mailing/physical address will be: 

 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Pennsylvania Field Office 

110 Radnor Rd,Suite 101 

State College, PA 16801 
 

http://fws.gov/northeast/pafo/index.html 

 
**Due to an imposed hiring freeze and the inability to back fill positions, we are experiencing increased project review 
times (a minimum of 60 days) and response times to phone calls and emails. Please be patient; we will address projects 
in the order in which they are received.** 
 



                                                                     
 

January 14, 2015 

 

Ms. Kayla Easler 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

315 South Allen Street, Suite 322 

State College, PA 16801 

 

USFWS Project #: 2014-1013 

 

Dear Ms. Easler: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Texas Eastern Transmission, LP; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI 

Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015.  

 

Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a preferred alternative route and to obtain 

permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the preferred alternative route has been 

adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land use constraints that have been identified 

since we last provided your agency with detailed project mapping on October 24, 2014.  In Pennsylvania, 

the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for approximately 2.5 miles to the north side of State 

Route 33 near Bethlehem, PA. In New Jersey, the preferred alternative route has been re-routed for 

approximately 21 miles, from M.P. 90 (approximate) to the southern project terminus. This re-route has 

also necessitated a 1.3-mile, 36-inch lateral near Lambertville, NJ to transport gas to Algonquin and 

Texas Eastern Transmission systems. USGS topographic maps showing just the new route adjustments 

and updated shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

 

We look forward to working with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please contact me if 

you have any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 

 

Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 

  URS Corporation  625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100 ;  Conshohocken, PA 19428 

  Direct: 610 832 1810;  Cell: 215 275-7956 ; Fax: 610-832-3501  bernard.holcomb@urs.com 



                                                                     

 
March 30, 2015 

 

Ms. Kayla Easler 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

315 South Allen Street, Suite 322 

State College, PA 16801 

 

Dear Ms. Easler: 

 

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued 

coordination on the proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; 

NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey 

Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services (UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC). FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. Over the past months, PennEast has worked to refine a 

preferred alternative route and to obtain permissions to survey. To that end, we must inform you that the 

preferred alternative route has again been adjusted to account for engineering, environmental, and land 

use constraints that have been identified since we last provided your agency with detailed project 

mapping on January 14, 2015. 

 

Following feedback from FERC’s scoping meetings and numerous conversations with landowners, state 

and local agencies, and other various stakeholders, PennEast has revised and refined various portions of 

the preferred alternative route. The largest variations to the previously released route are related to the 

location of the crossing of the Bethlehem Authority water supply mainline (MP 44 and MP 45), 

Appalachian Trail crossing (between MP 46 and MP 55), and accommodating future subdivision and 

housing development plans. Additional field data gained over the last month has helped make smaller 

adjustments related to environmental surveys and individual discussions with landowners.  

 

In addition to the route variations noted above, an additional interconnect was needed for the Gilbert 

Power Generation facility in Holland Township, New Jersey, which is fed by a small lateral (12 inches) to 

supply natural gas to the facility. The previously located interconnection with Elizabethtown Gas was 

relocated so that both interconnects can be co-located within the power station’s industrial property to 

minimize additional above-ground impacts.  

 

A summary of the significant route variations in Pennsylvania is provided below: 

 

 In Towamensing Township in Carbon County, PA, less than one mile of the alignment has been re-routed 

¼-mile to the east as a result of consultations with the Bethlehem Authority (Authority). The alignment 

has been re-routed between mileposts 44 and 45 to cross the Authority’s water supply mainline in a 

location where it is deeper in an effort to maximize protection of the Authority’s resources.  

 
 Straddling the Carbon – Northampton County line in PA, approximately 8 miles of the alignment between 

mileposts 46 and 55 has been re-routed up to 1 mile to the west of the previous route in an effort to refine 

the crossing location of the Appalachian Trail.  

 



                                                                     

 In Northampton County, PA, approximately 2.5 miles of the alignment has been re-routed less than ½-

mile to the north of the previous route as a result of consultations with private landowners and local 

officials. The alignment has been re-routed between mileposts 59 and 62 to accommodate current and 

future land use plans in the area.  

 

Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are being provided to aide in your 

review and analysis of the project.  

 

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important project.  Please 

contact me if you have any questions.  

 

Sincerely, 

 
Bernie Holcomb 
Pipeline Environmental Services Manager 
 

  URS Corporation 625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100; Conshohocken, PA 19428 
  Direct: 610 832 1810; Cell: 215 275-7956; Fax: 610-832-3501 bernard.holcomb@urs.com 

mailto:bernard.holcomb@urs.com


   

PennEast Pipeline Project 

 

MEETING MINUTES 

 

USFWS Pennsylvania Field Office 

State College, PA 

Date: April 22, 2015 

 

Attendees: 

Pam Shellenberger, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Ecological Services, PA Field 

Office 

John Taucher, Pennsylvania Game Commission 

Deborah Poppel, URS Corporation (an AECOM company) 

Drew Wanke and Chris Voorhees, Wildlife Specialists LLC 

 

Summary 

 

The purpose of the meeting was to review specific bat survey needs and protocols with 

USFWS, PGC, and Wildlife Specialists, the recognized qualified bat surveyors retained 

by PennEast for the Project. 

 

Items of note discussed with at the meeting included: 

 

• As discussed at the prior meeting with USFWS in October, the pipeline does not 

go through any known bat hibernacula, swarming area radius, or maternity 

colonies.   USFWS confirmed that mist net surveys are necessary due to the 

amount of forest crossed as well as the new listing status of Northern Long Eared 

Bat.  Caves in “mine country” (e.g. Carbon County) should be identified where 

possible. 

• USFWS recently published (2015) Indiana Bat Summer survey protocol should be 

followed. 

• Ms. Poppel asked about the potential for assuming presence and applying 

mitigation measures at the outset.  USFWS said assuming presence is not 

recommended based upon the lack of information on bats in the immediate project 

corridor, and also contribution to the Indiana Bat conservation fund for a project 

of this size would be cost-prohibitive compared to the cost of conducting surveys 

that may rule out large swaths of forest. 

• Ms. Shellenberger inquired about the construction schedule; it was noted that 

PennEast plans to clear trees in the winter of 2016 (Dec timeframe).  Ms. 

Shellenberger reiterated that the winter tree clearing window is Nov. 15-March 31 

• Mr. Wanke and Ms. Shellenberger reviewed the aerial photography and ruled out 

areas that include agricultural fields with narrow woodlots or hedgerows as not 

needing mist net surveys. 

• Mr. Taucher noted that the PGC will requires mist netting based upon the new 

state status of the Northern Long-eared bat.  The PGC’s new letter in response to 



   
the March 31 update request will reflect NLE bat status in PA and this survey 

requirement. 

• PGC was also asked about woodrat survey protocol because the requirement to 

extend 600’(200m) beyond the survey corridor is not feasible where we do not 

have property owner access.  Mr. Taucher said to just “see what is out there” and 

then coordinate with him, he is willing to work with us on this. 

 

• Acoustics surveys are not accepted by PGC as a valid methodology; USFWS does 

not recommend them either. 

• Radio tracking will be required by USFWS on any Indiana or NLE bat captured.  

Wildlife Specialists understands that bats cannot be followed off-site, i.e. onto 

properties we do not have access permission on.  If this scenario occurs, 

triangulation will be used. 

• Survey plan to be provided by Wildlife Specialists to URS, PGC, and USFWS 

with the identified mist net survey sites.  Wildlife Specialists will provide a letter 

explaining the methodology to be used that land agents can provide to 

landowners.  Plan to start May 15 on state lands.  Private landowner access will 

follow coordination protocol. 

 

 

 

 

 

Minutes Prepared by: 

 

URS Corporation 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 2:24 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; pamela_shellenberger; Melinda Turner; 

robert_m_anderson@fws.gov; Librandi Mumma, Tracey
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Northern long-eared captures

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Wildlife Specialists captured a male northern long-eared bat and place a transmitter on it at site PE071; 
  40 degrees 50' 57.6" North 
  75 degrees 31' 01.8" West 
 
A second male northern long-eared bat was captured at site PE070, but was too lite to put a transmitter on, 
weighing 5.4 grams with 0.36 gram transmitters, or 6.66% of the bats body weight. The bat was captured at site 
PE070; 
  40 degrees 51' 05.1" North 
  75 degrees 31' 35.2" West 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey; pamela_shellenberger; 

Melinda Turner; robert_m_anderson@fws.gov
Cc: Poppel, Deborah; Chris Voorhees
Subject: Northern long-eared capture

A 6.0 gram non-reproductive adult male northern long-eared bat was captured at site PE067, coordinates; 
 
   40 degrees 52' 47.7" North 
   75 degrees 33' 04.2" West 
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Saturday, May 30, 2015 2:24 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; pamela_shellenberger; Melinda Turner; 

robert_m_anderson@fws.gov; Librandi Mumma, Tracey
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Northern long-eared captures

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Wildlife Specialists captured a male northern long-eared bat and place a transmitter on it at site PE071; 
  40 degrees 50' 57.6" North 
  75 degrees 31' 01.8" West 
 
A second male northern long-eared bat was captured at site PE070, but was too lite to put a transmitter on, 
weighing 5.4 grams with 0.36 gram transmitters, or 6.66% of the bats body weight. The bat was captured at site 
PE070; 
  40 degrees 51' 05.1" North 
  75 degrees 31' 35.2" West 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2015 2:08 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey; pamela_shellenberger; 

Melinda Turner; robert_m_anderson@fws.gov
Cc: Poppel, Deborah; Chris Voorhees
Subject: Northern long-eared capture

A 6.0 gram non-reproductive adult male northern long-eared bat was captured at site PE067, coordinates; 
 
   40 degrees 52' 47.7" North 
   75 degrees 33' 04.2" West 
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2015 12:40 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey; Melinda Turner; 

pamela_shellenberger; robert_m_anderson@fws.gov
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Northern long-eared capture

Wildlife Specialists captured a pregnant northern long-eared bat last night at site PE065;  
   
  40 degrees 53' 39.7" North 
  75 degrees 34' 40.5" West 
 
A transmitter was attached to her and the frequency is 172.428.  
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2015 3:41 PM
To: Taucher, John; Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Melinda Turner; pamela_shellenberger; 

robert_m_anderson@fws.gov
Cc: Poppel, Deborah; Chris Voorhees
Subject: Northern long-eared bat captures

Wildlife Specialists captured a juvenile male northern long-eared bat the night of July 10 at site PE075A and attached a transmitter with 
frequency 172.359. 
 
Two adult male northern long-eared bats were captured last night, July 12, at site PE077A and attached a transmitter with frequency 172.794 
to one of them. Coordinates for the 2 sites are:  
 
Site PE075A 
   40° 48' 43.9"” N 
   75° 31' 12.8" W 
 
Site PE077A 
    40° 48' 17.1” N 
   75° 31' 52.6" W 
 
Let me know if any further information is needed. 
 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 09, 2015 3:14 PM
To: pamela_shellenberger; Melinda Turner; robert_m_anderson@fws.gov; Turner, Gregory; 

Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Northern long-eared bat captures

Wildlife Specialists captured 1 lactating female northern long-eared bat at site PE089, and 1 non-reproductive adult male northern long-eared 
bat at site PE088 last night, July 8. A transmitter was attached to the female, but no transmitter was attached to the male. Coordinates for the 
2 sites are:  
 
Site PE088 
   40° 44' 03.6"” N 
   75° 22' 37.9" W 
 
Site PE089 
    40° 43' 44.0” N 
   75° 21' 51.7" W 
 
Let me know if any further information is needed. 
 
Drew 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 3:36 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey; pamela_shellenberger; 

Melinda Turner; robert_m_anderson@fws.gov
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Northern long-eared bat captures

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Wildlife Specialists captured 2 lactating female northern long-eared bats, and 1 non-reproductive male northern long-eared bat at site PE059 
the night of June 21-22. No transmitters were attached to these 3 bats, because we captured and put a transmitter on a female northern long-
eared bat at that site the night of June 18. We ended up tracking her back to a maternity roost about 200 feet away from where we set our nets 
up. The coordinates for the site are; 
 
   40° 55' 35.4” N 
   75° 37' 48.8" W 
 
Let me know if any further information is needed. 
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2015 5:09 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey; pamela_shellenberger; 

Melinda Turner; robert_m_anderson@fws.gov
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Northern long-eared bat capture

Wildlife Specialists captured a reproductive northern long-eared bat last night, and attached a transmitter to it, heard best frequency 172.375. 
The capture was at site PE059, coordinates;  
 
   41° 55' 33.1" N 
   75° 37' 45.6" W 
 
Let me know if any further information is needed.  
 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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From: wank.a.tonk@gmail.com on behalf of Drew Wanke <drew@wildlife-specialists.com>
Sent: Friday, June 05, 2015 3:48 PM
To: Turner, Gregory; Scafini, Michael; Librandi Mumma, Tracey; Melinda Turner; 

pamela_shellenberger; robert_m_anderson@fws.gov
Cc: Chris Voorhees; Poppel, Deborah
Subject: Northern long-eared bat capture

Wildlife specialists captured and put a transmitter on a pregnant northern long-eared bat last night at site PE061, 
coordinates: 

   40 degrees 54' 38.3" North 
   75 degrees 36' 52.0" West 
 
Drew 
 
 
Drew A. Wanke 
Wildlife Biologist, QIBS 
Wildlife Specialists, LLC 
2785 Hills Creek Road 
Wellsboro, PA 16901 
570-376-2255 (Office) 
518-569-9999 (Cell) 
drew@wildlife-specialists.com 
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Poppel, Deborah

From: Poppel, Deborah

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 11:42 AM

To: 'Easler, Kayla'

Cc: West, Jonathan; Binckley, Sarah

Subject: PennEast Reroutes- Official Notice

Attachments: PennEast Deviation MP 22.4 to 23.2_072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 48.9 to 53.5_

072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 61.7 to 62.7_072315.pdf; PennEast Deviation MP 

70.1 to 70.6_072315.pdf; PennEast Reroute MP 6.5 to 11.8_072315.pdf; PennEast 

Proposed Route (July 15, 2015).kmz; PennEast_ProjectShapefiles_July2015

On behalf of PennEast Pipeline Company, LLC, we would like to thank you for your continued coordination on the 

proposed PennEast Pipeline Project. PennEast is a joint project of AGL Resources; NJR Pipeline Company, a subsidiary of 

New Jersey Resources; PSEG Power LLC; South Jersey Industries; Spectra Energy Partners; and UGI Energy Services 

(UGIES), a subsidiary of UGI Corporation.  

 

As an interstate natural gas pipeline, PennEast will be regulated by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). 

FERC issued a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for this project on January 13, 2015. 

PennEast filed Draft Resource Reports with FERC in April 2015. Since the Preliminary Draft Resource Report filing in April 

2015, PennEast has continued to evaluate potential alternatives to the proposed pipeline alignment based on comments 

received during the formal Scoping process, ongoing dialogue with federal, state, regional and local agencies, land 

owners, and the findings from field surveys and engineering analyses.  In the April filing we provided an overview of the 

ongoing assessments for  3 major alternatives and over 70 minor route variations.  

 

In the past 3 months the overall alignment has been adjusted within the 400 foot survey corridor to avoid and/or 

minimize impacts to wetlands and waterbodies, cultural resources, agricultural lands and other sensitive habitats.  In 

Pennsylvania, 2 reroutes and more than 40 minor route variations have been evaluated. The 2 reroutes evaluate 

alternative ways of crossing the Appalachian Trail and nearby PA State Game Lands, and avoid active quarrying 

operations. These alternatives and reroutes have gone through the same detailed assessment as those assessed in the 

April filing.  Updated GIS shapefiles for the entire new preferred alternative route are attached to aide in your review 

and analysis of the Project. (To open the shapefiles, please add a “.zip” extension to the file and then extract the files.) 

 

Significant reroutes include: 

•             In Plains Township and Laflin Borough in Luzerne County, approximately 3.6 miles of the alignment has been 

rerouted one mile to the east to avoid active quarrying operations (new mileposts 8.4 to 12.3). 

•             In Towamensing Township and Lower Towamensing Township  in Carbon County, approximately 2 miles of the 

alignment has been rerouted approximately 2 miles to the west. This reroute addresses  a request for a new 

Interconnect  as well as concerns related to the Appalachian Trail and PA State Game Lands (new mileposts 48.9 to 53.6) 

 

We look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues on this important Project.  Please contact me if you 

have any questions. 

 

PA agencies- We have also attached PNDIs of the primary deviations and reroutes for your information purposes, 

although we understand these are not to be used for permitting as this is a large project. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 
Deborah Poppel, CWB 
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Senior Ecologist / Project Manager 
Environment - Impact Assessment & Permitting Dept. 
Design & Consulting Services, Philadelphia Metro Region 
D 1-610-832-3597 C 1-215-833-0566 
Deborah.poppel@aecom.com 

AECOM 
625 West Ridge Pike, Suite E-100  Conshohocken, PA 19428 
T 1-610-832-3500 F 1-610-832-3501  
www.aecom.com     
Twitter I Facebook I LinkedIn I Google+ 

AECOM and URS have joined together as one company. 
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