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Executive Summary 
 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (“USEPA”) developed Guidelines for Specification 

of Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Material (40 CFR Part 230) (“Guidelines”) to implement 

Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act.
1
  Pursuant to § 230.10 of the Guidelines, an applicant 

for a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (“USACE”)  permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water 

Act must demonstrate that the proposed action is the least environmentally damaging practicable 

alternative (“LEDPA”). 

Specifically, applicants must demonstrate that there is no “practicable alternative to the proposed 

discharge which would have less adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem” and which “does not 

have other significant adverse environmental consequences” (40 C.F.R. § 230.10(a)).  The 

Guidelines consider an alternative practicable “if it is available and capable of being done after 

taking into consideration cost, existing technology, and logistics in light of overall project 

purposes” (40 C.F.R. § 230.10(a)(2)).  In accordance with the Guidelines, Champlain Hudson 

Power Express, Inc. evaluated several alternatives to the Champlain Hudson Power Express 

Project (“Project”).  

Consistent with the Guidelines, the following alternatives analysis incorporates the extensive 

alternatives analysis undertaken as part of the New York State siting and permitting process.
2
  As 

part of that proceeding, Settlement Parties undertook an intensive review of Project routing, with 

a specific focus on locating the cables out of the water to the extent practical and feasible.  The 

Applicants also completed an alternatives analysis for the New York State Department of State 

as part of its review of the consistency certification for the Project in accordance with the Coastal 

Zone Management Act.
3
   Based on consultation prior to the state proceeding, the State’s 

alternatives analysis, and the ensuing settlement discussions and resultant Joint Proposal 

settlement, the Project incorporated a number of design and route changes.  

                                                 
1
  33 U.S.C. § 1344.  See http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/33/1344. 

2
  230.10(a)(5).  (Stating, in part, “[t]o the extent that practicable alternatives have been identified and evaluated 

under a Coastal Zone Management program, a § 208 program, or other planning process, such evaluation shall 

be considered by the permitting authority as part of the consideration of alternatives under the Guidelines.”).  

See http://www.wetlands.com/epa/epa230pb.htm. 
3
  New York State Department of State, Champlain Hudson Power Express Conditional Concurrence with 

Consistency Certificate (June 8, 2011).  See http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-

1162%20CondCCR.PDF. 

http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/33/1344
http://www.wetlands.com/epa/epa230pb.htm
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-1162%20CondCCR.PDF
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-1162%20CondCCR.PDF
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While these changes resulted in significant cost increases to the Project, the changes also ensured 

that the Project route was the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative consistent 

with the Project purpose (i.e., the delivery of clean sources of generation from Canada into New 

York City in an economically efficient manner).  As noted by the settlement parties in the state 

proceeding: 

The preferred route as presented in this [settlement] was determined to be the 

best suited for the Facility, since it provides an appropriate balance among the 

various state interests, and it represents the minimum adverse environmental 

impact, considering the state of available technology, the nature and economics 

of the studied alternatives and other pertinent considerations.   

The New York State Public Service Commission issued an order granting Certificate of 

Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the Project on April 18, 2013.
4
  

As part of its LEDPA analysis, the Applicants reviewed three routes provided by the New York 

State Department of Public Service as part of the Article VII proceedings and three additional 

routes requested by the USACE.  One of these alternatives, the Hell Gate Bypass, was accepted 

by the Applicants during the Article VII proceedings while segments of the Hudson River 

Western Rail Line Route were also incorporated into the Project.  Each of the remaining 

alternatives was assessed for their overall practicability based on existing technology, logistics 

and costs.  As summarized in the table below, when evaluated in terms of logistics and costs, the 

alternatives presented various logistical hurdles including engineering complexity, site access, 

and adverse affects to existing development, as well the potential for political and public 

opposition.  All of the alternatives had projected costs, when coupled with the additional costs 

associated with the route designs accepted during the Article VII process, which would result in 

substantially greater costs than are normally associated with the particular type of project. 

  

                                                 
4
  Order Granting Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need at 256, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current 

Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 18, 2013), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={A71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-

016C9F334FFC}. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
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Evaluation of Practicality of Alternatives to Project 

 Logistics Cost 

Hudson River 

Western Rail 

Line Route 

 Long HDD installations 

 Narrow work spaces 

 Installation in close proximity to residences/ 

businesses 

 Access restrictions 

 Increased construction duration 

 Four tunnel segments 

 Potential for public and political opposition 

 

Increase in Project 

costs of ~$620 

million or 42% over 

Article VII baseline 

route. 

Harlem River 

Rail Route 
 Busy passenger and rail usage 

 Geotechnical challenges 

 Access restrictions on rail trestle by NYSDOT and 

MTA 

 Increased risk of cable damage 

 Increased construction duration 

 High uncertainty as to engineering feasibility 

 

Increase in costs from 

~$81 million (305% 

of segment cost, 6% 

of Project cost) to 

$189 million (15%) 

over Article VII 

baseline route. 

Existing ROW 

– West of 

Adirondack 

Park 

 Difficult HDD installations 

 Narrow work spaces 

 Installation in close proximity to residences/ 

businesses 

 Density of aboveground utilities and other features 

 Underground utility avoidance 

 Increased construction duration 

 Potential for public and political opposition 

 

Increase in project 

costs of ~$512 

million or 35% over 

Article VII baseline 

route. 

Existing ROW 

– East of 

Hudson River 

 Long HDD installations 

 Narrow work spaces 

 Installation in close proximity to residences/ 

businesses 

 Density of aboveground utilities and other features 

 Underground utility avoidance 

 Increased construction duration 

 Potential for public and political opposition 

 

Increase in project 

costs of ~$508 

million or 35% over 

Article VII baseline 

route. 

Overland 

Using New 

Power Line 

Route 

 Potential long and difficult HDD installations 

 Increased construction duration 

 Potential for public and political opposition 

 

Increase in project 

costs of ~$1.14 

billion or 79% over 

Article VII baseline 

route. 
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As part of the Article VII proceeding and consistency review under the Coastal Zone 

Management Act, the Applicants have accepted a number of Project routing changes aimed at 

locating the cables out of the water to the extent practical and feasible.  While these changes 

resulted in significant cost increases to the Project, the changes also ensured that the Project 

route was the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative consistent with the Project 

purpose (i.e., to deliver clean sources of generation from Canada into New York City in an 

economically efficient manner).  The further analysis undertaken here, pursuant to the 

Guidelines, confirms that the Project — when evaluated against other alternatives based on 

logistics, existing technology, and costs — is the least environmentally damaging practicable 

alternative.  
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Section 1 

Introduction 
 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (“USEPA”) developed Guidelines for Specification 

of Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Material (40 CFR Part 230) (“Guidelines”) to implement 

Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act.
5
  Pursuant to § 230.10 of the Guidelines, an applicant 

for a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (“USACE”) permit under Section 404 of the Clean Water 

Act must demonstrate that the proposed action is the least environmentally damaging practicable 

alternative (“LEDPA”). 

In accordance with the Guidelines, Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. (“CHPEI”, and, 

together with its wholly owned subsidiary, CHPE Properties, Inc., the “Applicants”) has 

developed this alternatives analysis to evaluate several alternatives considered for the Champlain 

Hudson Power Express Project (“Project”).  This document provides an overview of the 

proposed Project and describes the alternatives considered in the Project’s design process.  As 

summarized in this analysis, the Applicants evaluated several alternatives in relation to the 

Project’s purpose, need, and geographic requirements, as well as the practicability and 

environmental consequences of each alternative. 

Consistent with the Guidelines, this analysis incorporates the extensive alternatives analysis 

undertaken as part of the New York State siting and permitting process.
6
  As a consequence of 

that process, many alternatives were evaluated and the Project has been revised significantly 

since it was originally proposed.  Thus, as demonstrated below, the Project – as currently 

proposed – is the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative. 

1.1 Project Background 

The discussion below provides an overview of the development of the Project and identifies the 

various environmental, regulatory, cost, and political factors that informed the routing of the 

Project. 

                                                 
5
  33 U.S.C. § 1344.  See http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/33/1344. 

6
  230.10(a)(5).  (Stating, in part, “[t]o the extent that practicable alternatives have been identified and evaluated 

under a Coastal Zone Management program, a § 208 program, or other planning process, such evaluation shall 

be considered by the permitting authority as part of the consideration of alternatives under the Guidelines.”).  

See http://www.wetlands.com/epa/epa230pb.htm. 

http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/33/1344
http://www.wetlands.com/epa/epa230pb.htm
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1.1.1 Original Project 

 

In 2008, the Applicants commissioned Gestion RSW, Inc. (“RSW”) to conduct feasibility studies 

of possible HVDC submarine transmission cable projects that would deliver power to the Mid-

Atlantic Area National Interest Electric Transmission Corridor (“NIETC”).  RSW developed an 

uninterrupted submarine route between the international border and potential converter station 

locations within the NIETC and the vicinity of New York City (the “RSW Route”).
7
  The RSW 

Route utilized the Richelieu River, Lake Champlain (within New York State), the Champlain 

Canal, the Hudson River, and other parts of the waters in and around New York City. 

As a result of Applicants’ consultation prior to filing a state siting permit with New York State, 

the New York State Canal Corporation (“NYSCC”) staff raised concerns over its legal authority 

to enter into a long-term agreement providing the Applicants with the right to locate cables 

within the Champlain Canal.  Among other state constitutional and statutory obstacles, the 

NYSCC is subject to certain restrictions under the New York State Public Authorities 

Accountability Act of 2005 with regard to the transfer of real property rights.
8
 Additionally, after 

consultation with state and federal regulatory agencies (including the USEPA), it became evident  

that the HVDC submarine cables should not be installed within the Upper Hudson River before 

completion of the dredging activities associated with the Upper Hudson River PCB Dredging 

Project (“Dredging Project”), which was estimated to continue through 2016.
9
  Therefore, the 

Applicants identified a terrestrial bypass route to circumvent the Dredging Project area to ensure 

the Project would not exacerbate existing water quality issues or otherwise interfere with the 

Dredging Project.
10

   

                                                 
7
  Attachment Q: Supplemental Alternatives Analysis at 2 -3, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, 

Inc. and CHPE Properties, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII of the Public Service Law for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High-Voltage 

Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. July 22, 

2010)  http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={D6AC823D-402A-4E1F-

A621-8E7FF1906D7D}. 
8
  New York State Public Authorities Law Section 2897.  See http://codes.lp.findlaw.com/nycode/PBA/9/5-

A/2897. 
9
  General Electric.  2008.  Phase 2 Intermediate Design Report, Hudson River PCBs Superfund Site.  Accessed 

on-line on April 28, 2013 at:  

http://www.epa.gov/hudson/pdf/2008_5_13_phase_2_intermediate_design_report_text.pdf. 
10

  The northern portion of the Upper Hudson River PCB Dredging Project begins near the former Fort Edward 

Dam at Lock C7 and moves south to Troy Dam. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bD6AC823D-402A-4E1F-A621-8E7FF1906D7D%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bD6AC823D-402A-4E1F-A621-8E7FF1906D7D%7d
http://codes.lp.findlaw.com/nycode/PBA/9/5-A/2897
http://codes.lp.findlaw.com/nycode/PBA/9/5-A/2897
http://www.epa.gov/hudson/pdf/2008_5_13_phase_2_intermediate_design_report_text.pdf
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1.1.2 New York Regional Interconnection 

 

In designing the Project to incorporate the overland bypasses described above, the Applicants 

attempted to maximize the use of existing rights-of-way (“ROW”) and bury the transmission 

cables as a consequence of the failed New York Regional Interconnect (“NYRI”) project.  NYRI 

was a New York company that attempted to obtain authorization from New York State to 

construct a 1,200 MW, HVDC transmission line from the Edic substation in Marcy, New York to 

the Rock Tavern substation in New Windsor, New York.
11

  The NYRI project, as proposed, 

would have been completely overhead with no burial.
12

 NYRI’s  sponsors argued that the line 

would reduce congestion and help meet state goals regarding renewable energy, fuel and 

locational supply diversity, and greenhouse gas reduction.
13

  

Citizen groups organized against the project (e.g., STOPNYRI, Communities Against Regional 

Interconnect, Upstate New York Citizen’s Alliance)
14

 due to the use of overhead lines and the 

potential for NYRI to use eminent domain to take homes within its proposed project area.
15

 Over 

2,000 people attended thirteen (13) public hearings held by the New York Public Service 

Commission (“NYPSC”) and more than 2,600 letters and e-mails from the public were received 

by the NYPSC.16  Various hearings regarding the project drew over-capacity crowds and, in the 

                                                 
11

  Application of New York Regional Interconnect, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and 

Public Need Pursuant to Article VII for a high voltage direct current electric transmission line running between 

National Grid’s Edic Substation in the Town of Marcy, and Central Hudson Gas & Electric’s Rock Tavern 

Substation located in the Town of New Windsor, Case No. 06-T-0650, 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=06-T-0650. 
12

  Comments of NYSDEC Regarding the Application at 3, Application of New York Regional Interconnect, Inc. 

for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII for a high voltage 

direct current electric transmission line running between National Grid’s Edic Substation in the Town of 

Marcy, and Central Hudson Gas & Electric’s Rock Tavern Substation located in the Town of New Windsor, 

Case No. 06-T-0650 (N.Y. P.S.C. July 18, 2006), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={DC7B9711-93BB-450F-8166-

6A4D09D16169}.  
13

  Rebuttal Testimony of Jonathan A. Lesser and J. Nícholas Puga on Behalf of New York Regional Interconnect, 

Inc. at 15-16, Application of New York Regional Interconnect, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental 

Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII for a high voltage direct current electric transmission 

line running between National Grid’s Edic Substation in the Town of Marcy, and Central Hudson Gas & 

Electric’s Rock Tavern Substation located in the Town of New Windsor, Case No. 06-T-0650 (N.Y. P.S.C. Mar. 

2, 2009), http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={5EDB6D60-3CD7-4F6E-

9504-E706A6B3D07A}. 
14

  Fritz Mayer, The Year of the Power Line Battles, The River Reporter (Dec. 28, 2006), 

http://www.riverreporter.com/issues/06-12-28/news-power.html.  
15

  New York Transportation Corporation Law (N.Y. Transp. Corp. L. § 11(3-a) (McKinney 1996)) generally 

allows an electric corporation to take private property if needed for a public purpose. 
16

  Press Release, New York State Public Service Commission, Commission Officially Dismisses NYRI, New 

Application Must Be Filed if Company Wants to Pursue Project (Apr. 21, 2009), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=06-T-0650
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bDC7B9711-93BB-450F-8166-6A4D09D16169%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bDC7B9711-93BB-450F-8166-6A4D09D16169%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b5EDB6D60-3CD7-4F6E-9504-E706A6B3D07A%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b5EDB6D60-3CD7-4F6E-9504-E706A6B3D07A%7d
http://www.riverreporter.com/issues/06-12-28/news-power.html
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later stages, required police presence to maintain order.
17

  Reports indicated that approximately 

$2,397,000 was spent in opposition to the project.
18

 

Community opponents argued that the line would traverse historic areas, raise upstate electricity 

prices, increase the risk of childhood cancers as a result of electromagnetic fields (EMF), and 

reduce property values in a part of the state already struggling economically.  The seven (7) 

counties which would be occupied by the proposed NYRI transmission system organized against 

the project.
19

  Local media coverage of the project was intense and hostile.  In addition to local 

community concerns, the project was opposed by upstate business, utilities, and state agencies.
20

   

Attempts to stop the project occurred in several venues.  Market opponents attempted to frustrate 

the project during interconnection proceedings before the New York Independent System 

Operator (“NYISO”).
21

  In addition, NYRI became a high-visibility issue for the New York State 

Legislature.  The first legislative response was a proposal to fund opposition to the project.
22

  As 

opposition grew, however, opponents demanded that the legislature do more to definitively 

terminate the project.  As a result, Governor George Pataki enacted legislation limiting the use of 

                                                                                                                                                             
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={6F0413CF-6EB1-4695-A65B-

82AC65D682D3}.  
17

  Brendan Scott, High-voltage Line Ignites Crowd’s Ire, The Herald-Record (Apr. 28, 2006), 

http://www.recordonline.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20060428/NEWS/304289999&cid=sitesearch.  
18

  Elizabeth Cooper, NYRI Quits; Power Line Project Dead, Utica Observer-Dispatch (Apr. 4, 2009), 

http://www.uticaod.com/news/x1525913735/NYRI-Quits-power-line-project-dead?zc_p=1.  
19

  Melissa deCordova, County Leaders Strategize Against NYRI, The Evening Sun (June 13, 2006), 

http://www.evesun.com/news/stories/2006-06-13/99/County-leaders-strategize-against-NYRI/.  
20

  Comments and testimony in opposition to the NYRI project either wholly or in part as proposed were provided 

by, among others, the New York Chapter of the National Federation of Independent Business, Con Edison, the 

New York Power Authority, New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, New York State 

Attorney General, New York State Department of Public Service and New York State Department of 

Agriculture and Markets,  See Application of New York Regional Interconnect, Inc. for a Certificate of 

Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII for a high voltage direct current electric 

transmission line running between National Grid’s Edic Substation in the Town of Marcy, and Central Hudson 

Gas & Electric’s Rock Tavern Substation located in the Town of New Windsor, Case No. 06-T-0650, 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=06-T-0650.  
21

  Companies expressing concerns were Con Edison, Orange and Rockland Utilities, Central Hudson, and Long 

Island Power Authority.  See Power Line near Delaware Hits Snag, Pocono News (June 2, 2008), 

http://www.pocononews.net/news/June08/02/02Jun08-5.html.  
22

  Jeff Genung, Libous Announces $1M to Fight NYRI, The Evening Sun (Aug. 30, 2006),  

http://www.evesun.com/news/stories/2006-08-30/461/Libous-announces-1M-to-fight-NYRI/.  

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b6F0413CF-6EB1-4695-A65B-82AC65D682D3%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b6F0413CF-6EB1-4695-A65B-82AC65D682D3%7d
http://www.recordonline.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20060428/NEWS/304289999&cid=sitesearch
http://www.uticaod.com/news/x1525913735/NYRI-Quits-power-line-project-dead?zc_p=1
http://www.evesun.com/news/stories/2006-06-13/99/County-leaders-strategize-against-NYRI/
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=06-T-0650
http://www.pocononews.net/news/June08/02/02Jun08-5.html
http://www.evesun.com/news/stories/2006-08-30/461/Libous-announces-1M-to-fight-NYRI/
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eminent domain to acquire rights-of-way generally, making it “virtually impossible” for NYRI to 

build the power line.
23

  

After several unfavorable NYISO, court, and Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) 

decisions, NYRI filed a letter with the NYPSC on April 6, 2009 (as clarified on April 8, 2009) 

withdrawing its petition for a certificate to construct the power line.
24

  On April 21, 2009, the 

NYPSC granted the withdrawal “with prejudice,” indicating that, if NYRI decided to resurrect 

the project, it would need to file a new application and begin the process anew.
25

  The magnitude 

of public and political opposition that NYRI faced, and which ultimately killed the NYRI 

project, substantially informed Applicants’ approach to the design and route of the Project.  More 

specifically, Applicants avoided, to the extent practicable, proposing a Project route that would 

locate the line near homes and business or otherwise rely significantly on eminent domain to 

achieve its routing.   

In the ensuing analysis, when the Applicants state that public or political opposition is likely, this 

characterization is directly based on NYRI’s experience and its failed outcome. 

1.1.3 New York State Article VII Settlement Process 

In addition to the Project route configurations resulting from pre-filing consultation and the 

lessons learned from the failed NYRI project, the current Project route was shaped significantly 

by the New York State permitting process.  Specifically, the alternatives analysis set forth herein 

includes and incorporates information and analysis undertaken pursuant to Article VII of the 

                                                 
23

  Fritz Mayer, Citizen Groups Still Fighting NYRI, The River Reporter (Nov. 9, 2006), 

http://www.riverreporter.com/issues/06-11-09/head2-nyri.html.  
24

  NYRI Submits Notification that it is Suspending its Application filed under Article VII of the Public Service 

Law, Application of New York Regional Interconnect, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and 

Public Need Pursuant to Article VII for a high voltage direct current electric transmission line running between 

National Grid’s Edic Substation in the Town of Marcy, and Central Hudson Gas & Electric’s Rock Tavern 

Substation located in the Town of New Windsor, Case No. 06-T-0650 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 6, 2009), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={7241B9D8-8B9C-4A92-B19E-

4446DF4D0F9D}.  
25

  Letter from Jaclyn A. Brilling, New York State Public Service Commission, to Leonard H. Singer, Esq., Couch 

White LLP, Regarding a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need, Application of New York 

Regional Interconnect, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII for a high voltage direct current electric transmission line running between National Grid’s Edic 

Substation in the Town of Marcy, and Central Hudson Gas & Electric’s Rock Tavern Substation located in the 

Town of New Windsor, Case No. 06-T-0650 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 21, 2009), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={26743727-8726-4A5D-9DB6-

64ABD60BA7CB}.  

http://www.riverreporter.com/issues/06-11-09/head2-nyri.html
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b7241B9D8-8B9C-4A92-B19E-4446DF4D0F9D%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b7241B9D8-8B9C-4A92-B19E-4446DF4D0F9D%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b26743727-8726-4A5D-9DB6-64ABD60BA7CB%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b26743727-8726-4A5D-9DB6-64ABD60BA7CB%7d
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New York State Public Service Law (“Article VII”).
26

  Through the Article VII process, the 

Applicants, along with a number of state regulatory agencies and non-governmental public 

interest organizations (“Settlement Parties”),
27

 conducted an intensive and thorough review of 

the Project’s proposed routing, with a specific focus on locating the cables out of the water to the 

extent practical and feasible. After consideration of various alternative routes, the Settlement 

Parties established a route that “represents the minimum adverse environmental impact, 

considering the state of available technology, the nature and economics of the studied 

alternatives and other pertinent considerations."
28

  The Settlement Parties’ findings were recently 

affirmed by the NYPSC when an Article VII Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and 

Public Good was issued to the Applicants on April 18, 2013.
29

 

Concurrently with the Article VII process, the New York State Department of State (NYSDOS) 

completed its review of the consistency certification for the Project in accordance with the 

Coastal Zone Management Act.
30

  As part of this process, the NYSDOS requested that the 

Applicants provide an analysis of alternative routes considered.
31

  In its decision, the NYSDOS 

                                                 
26

  N.Y. Pub. Serv. Law §§ 120-130.  In New York State, Article VII governs the state siting and environmental 

review process for transmission facilities.  See 

http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@SLPBS0A7+&L

IST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=27396543+&TARGET=VIEW. 
27

  Settlement endorsing the Joint Proposal for all purposes include:  the Applicants, New York State Department 

of Public Service; New York State Department of Environmental Conservation; New York State Department of 

State; Adirondack Park Agency; New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation, 

Riverkeeper, Inc.; Scenic Hudson, Inc.; and New York State Council of Trout Unlimited.  The New York State 

Department of Transportation and Vermont Electric Power Company signed the JP for the limited purposes of 

participating in the sections of importance to them. 
28

  Joint Proposal at 46, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. and CHPE Properties, Inc. for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the Public Service Law 

for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High-Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian 

Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012) (“Joint Proposal” or “Joint Proposal 

of Settlement”), http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={C5F63E41-5ED5-

46A2-99A5-F1C5FC522D36}.  
29

   Order Granting Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need, Application of Champlain Hudson 

Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII 

of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the 

Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 18, 2013), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={A71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-

016C9F334FFC}. 
30

  New York State Department of State, Champlain Hudson Power Express Conditional Concurrence with 

Consistency Certificate (June 8, 2011).  See http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-

1162%20CondCCR.PDF. 
31

  Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the 

Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border 

http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@SLPBS0A7+&LIST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=27396543+&TARGET=VIEW
http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@SLPBS0A7+&LIST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=27396543+&TARGET=VIEW
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bC5F63E41-5ED5-46A2-99A5-F1C5FC522D36%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bC5F63E41-5ED5-46A2-99A5-F1C5FC522D36%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-1162%20CondCCR.PDF
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-1162%20CondCCR.PDF
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note that “while the project does not itself constitute a “water dependent” use, several conditions 

ensures that the transmission cables will be sited and installed in a manner that facilitates water 

dependent economic uses and avoids interference with other important water dependent uses 

such as navigation and fishing.”
32

  The conditions imposed by the NYSDOS, which in general 

address burial depth, utilization of horizontal directional drilling, routing and construction 

windows, have all be incorporated into the Applicants’ Project as confirmed in a letter sent to the 

USACE on July 7, 2011. 

1.1.4 Impacts of Revised Routing on Costs 

As a result of changes to the Project route that occurred during the Article VII process, the cost 

of the Project has already increased significantly as compared to the original Project design. 

Thus, in assessing the cost of the various alternatives discussed below, it is important to note that 

the baseline cost of the Project as currently proposed includes significant additional costs to 

account for the various alternatives that have already been incorporated into the Project through 

both pre-application consultation and the New York State siting process.  These incorporated 

alternatives – all designed to ensure the Project is both able to be permitted and the least 

environmentally damaging – have increased the original cost of the Project substantially.   

As a result, the true magnitude of cost increase that could result from the alternatives discussed 

below is often masked because the Project baseline cost already accounts for substantial cost 

increases that resulted from the New York State siting process.  As CHPE already has absorbed 

significant cost increases associated with incorporating various alternatives routes, even 

relatively small incremental additional costs may have a disproportionate impact on the Project.  

Therefore, in the context of this Project, which has already incorporated a significant number of 

alternatives to date as a result of the state siting process, the cost of the alternative as compared 

to the overall Project cost is not necessarily an accurate measure of whether an alternative is 

practical.  Rather, the LEDPA analysis must account for the significantly increased costs that 

have already been imposed on the Applicants to revise the Project route, and the impact that 

                                                                                                                                                             
to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012) (“Article VII Updated Alternatives 

Analysis”), http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={1376106E-8A60-4BC8-

B601-EA7C43ECC0BB}. 
32

  New York State Department of State, Champlain Hudson Power Express Conditional Concurrence with 

Consistency Certificate at 5 (June 8, 2011). See http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-

1162%20CondCCR.PDF. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-EA7C43ECC0BB%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-EA7C43ECC0BB%7d
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-1162%20CondCCR.PDF
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/F-2010-1162%20CondCCR.PDF
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additional costs will have on the Applicants’ ability to effect the Project purpose.  As the EPA 

has noted, “[w]e consider it to be implicit that, to be practicable, an alternative must be capable 

of achieving the basic purposes of the proposed activity.”
33

   

1.2 Project Purpose 

The purpose of the Project is as follows: 

The Project will deliver clean, renewable power
34

 generated from the Canadian province 

of Quebec into New York City through a new 1,000 MW HVDC 

underground/underwater transmission line that is economically efficient. 

1.3 Project Need 

 
The Project is consistent with state and municipal energy policies, which call for the increased 

use of energy from renewable/sustainable resources. 

1.3.1 State Energy Policy 

 

In his 2012 State of the State Address, Governor Andrew Cuomo announced a plan to build a 

private sector funded $2 billion "Energy Highway" system, specifically referring to an “energy 

expressway down from Quebec.”
35

  The goal of the Energy Highway is to ensure that a “cost-

efficient, reliable and environmentally sustainable supply of power is available to fuel the state’s 

economic growth and to meet the needs of its residents.”
36

  The Energy Highway Task force 

issued a Request for Information that solicited information related to “sustainable and 

environmentally responsible” projects and requested that respondents provide details on how 

their project would “help to reduce the carbon footprint of electricity consumed in New York, 

                                                 
33

  Preamble to Guidelines for Specification of Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Material, 45 Fed. Reg. 85,336, 

85,343 (Dec. 24, 1980) as referenced in U.S. Envtl. Prot. Agency & U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

Memorandum: Appropriate Level of Analysis Required for Evaluating Compliance with the Section 404(b)(1) 

Guidelines Alternatives Requirements § 3.b. (Aug. 23, 1993) (“Section 404(b)(1) Compliance Memorandum”), 

http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/flexible.cfm. 
34

  See Certificate, Pg. 54 
35

  Press Release, N.Y. State Governor’s Office, Governor Cuomo Outlines Plan to Continue Building a New York 

by Growing the Economy, Reinventing State Government, and Advancing New York as a Progressive Leader 

(Jan. 4, 2012), http://184.106.78.18/press/sos2012.    
36

  Press Release, N.Y. State Governor’s Office, Governor Cuomo’s Energy Highway Task Force Holds Summit 

(Apr. 4, 2012), http://184.106.78.18/press/04042012Energy-Highway. 

http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/flexible.cfm
http://184.106.78.18/press/sos2012
http://184.106.78.18/press/04042012Energy-Highway
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regardless of where electricity is produced.”
37

  Additionally, New York State developed an 

Energy Plan with the goal of “Increasing Reliance on Renewables,” including “expanding the 

State’s purchases of hydropower.”
38

  The Energy Plan noted that “the prospect of securing hydro 

power from Canada increases the likelihood that we will be able to reduce [Greenhouse Gas] 

emissions 80 percent by 2050.”
39

 

The City of New York also recognized the importance of increasing the amount of renewable 

electricity available to consumers in New York City.  In its “PlaNYC” update, the City calls for 

diversifying the City’s supply portfolio through, among other options, “harnessing cleaner 

resources outside the city.”
 40

 

1.3.2 Greenhouse Gases 

The Project supports established state and federal goals to reduce Green House Gas (“GHG”) 

emissions and other air emissions associated with electric generation.  On August 6, 2009, then-

New York Governor David Paterson issued Executive Order No. 24 setting a goal of reducing 

the state’s greenhouse gas emissions 80 percent from 1990 levels by 2050.
41

  The New York 

State Energy Plan calls for an increase in renewable energy to reduce the emissions of GHGs, 

nitrous oxides, sulfur dioxide, particulate matter (“PM”), and volatile organic compounds 

(“VOCs”) associated with traditional fossil-fuel-fired power plants.
42

  The New York State 

Department of Environmental Conservation (“NYSDEC”), as a settlement party in the Project’s 

Article VII process, represents the State on the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative, which is a 

cooperative effort to cap and reduce GHG air emissions associated with the production of 

electricity.
43

  

                                                 
37

  N.Y. Energy Highway, Request for Information at 13 (Apr. 19, 2012), 

http://www.nyenergyhighway.com/Content/pdf/EH_RFI_Brochure_2012.pdf. 
38

   N.Y. State Energy Planning Board, 2009 State Energy Plan, Vol. I at 93 (Dec. 2009), 

http://www.nysenergyplan.com/final/New_York_State_Energy_Plan_VolumeI.pdf (“State Energy Plan”). 
39

  Id. at xvii. 
40

  City of New York, PlaNYC: A Greener, Greater New York at 112 (Apr. 2011), 

http://nytelecom.vo.llnwd.net/o15/agencies/planyc2030/pdf/planyc_2011_planyc_full_report.pdf. 
41

  N.Y. State Dep’t of Envtl. Conservation, Executive Order No. 24 (2009):  Establishing a Goal to Reduce 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Eighty Percent by Year 2050 and Preparing a Climate Action Plan, 

http://www.dec.ny.gov/energy/71394.html (last visited Apr. 22, 2013). 
42

  See State Energy Plan at xiii, 3-5.  
43

   N.Y. State Dep’t of Envtl. Conservation, The Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI):  Carbon Dioxide 

Budget Trading Program, http://www.dec.ny.gov/energy/rggi.html (last visited Apr. 22, 2013). 

http://www.nyenergyhighway.com/Content/pdf/EH_RFI_Brochure_2012.pdf
http://www.nysenergyplan.com/final/New_York_State_Energy_Plan_VolumeI.pdf
http://nytelecom.vo.llnwd.net/o15/agencies/planyc2030/pdf/planyc_2011_planyc_full_report.pdf
http://www.dec.ny.gov/energy/71394.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/energy/rggi.html
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The 2009 New York State Energy Plan indicates that infrastructure investments are necessary to 

support the state’s transition to a clean energy system with very low GHG emissions.
44

  The Plan 

goes on to state that hydroelectric power from Canada could increase the likelihood of achieving 

an 80% reduction of GHG gases by 2050.
45

 

The Clean Air Act also requires states, at a minimum, to meet national ambient air quality 

standards (“NAAQS”).
46

  When a state is in nonattainment of one or more of the NAAQS, such 

as New York, it must have a plan to come into attainment.  The New York City metropolitan 

area is currently considered to be in nonattainment of the ground level ozone NAAQS and in 

nonattainment of the PM10
47

 and PM2.5
48

 NAAQS.  Ground level ozone is created by emissions 

of nitrous oxides and VOCs, which are emitted by all fossil-fuel-fired electric generating 

facilities.  PM10, PM2.5, and sulfur dioxide are also emitted by fossil-fuel-fired electric generating 

facilities.   

London Economics International, LLC (“LEI”) conducted an analysis for the Project and 

concluded that in 2018 the electricity produced via the type of generation to be transmitted by the 

Project into New York City would reduce emissions of CO2 by 2.5 to 2.9 million tons, sulfur 

dioxide (SO2) by 454 to 571 tons, and oxides of nitrogen (“NOx”) by 952 to 1,114 tons, with no 

offsetting emissions at the point of generation.
49

  A separate analysis completed by the State of 

New York Department of Public Service (“NYSDPS”) estimated reductions of 1.5 to 2.2 million 

tons of CO2, 499 to 828 tons of SO2, and 748 to 1,432 tons of NOx.
50

 

1.3.3 Transmission Congestion 

The 2009 National Electric Transmission Congestion Study conducted by the U.S. Department 

of Energy (“DOE”) identified the metropolitan areas of New York southward through Northern 

                                                 
44

  State Energy Plan at 4. 
45

  Id. at xvii. 
46

  U.S. Envtl. Protection Agency, National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) (Dec. 14, 2012), 

http://www.epa.gov/air/criteria.html, . 
47

  U.S. Envtl. Protection Agency, Particulate Matter (PM-10) Nonattainment State/Area/County Report (Dec. 14, 

2012), http://www.epa.gov/oar/oaqps/greenbk/pncs.html (New York). 
48

  U.S. Envtl. Protection Agency, Particulate Matter (PM-2.5) 2006 Nonattainment State/Area/County Report 

(Dec. 14, 2012), http://www.epa.gov/oar/oaqps/greenbk/rncs.html (New York). 
49

   London Economics International LLC, Results of the 2018 Test Year Modeling Analysis (Jan. 18, 2010), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={E7E08BDC-E247-4C08-9922-

3E9A90A05015}. 
50

  Joint Proposal of Settlement at 59-60 & Fig. 2. 

http://www.epa.gov/air/criteria.html
http://www.epa.gov/oar/oaqps/greenbk/pncs.html
http://www.epa.gov/oar/oaqps/greenbk/rncs.html
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bE7E08BDC-E247-4C08-9922-3E9A90A05015%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bE7E08BDC-E247-4C08-9922-3E9A90A05015%7d
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Virginia (the Mid-Atlantic Coastal area) as a Critical Congestion Area.
51

  This is an area in 

which the DOE determined that it is critically important to remedy existing or growing 

transmission congestion problems because the current and/or projected effects of transmission 

congestion in terms of economic cost and reliability are severe.  The report noted that while there 

are many projects in the NYISO generation interconnection queues, “new generation is slow to 

come on-line and is often offset by retirement of older generation capacity.”
52

 

As noted in the New York State Energy Plan.
53

 

Because New York’s electric infrastructure is old, significant capital investments 

will need to be made in the utilities’ electric transmission and distribution system 

to meet future electric demand and allow them to continue to provide reliable 

service. Replacement and improvement of existing aging infrastructure are 

critical, as system failures not only raise safety and reliability concerns, but can 

also lead to increased system congestion and therefore higher emissions and costs. 

The document further notes that the construction of new infrastructure may be required 

regardless of economic and reliability benefits, to achieve New York State’s clean energy policy 

goals.
54

 

Additionally, New York State’s Energy Highway Plan Request for Information noted: 

Most of New York State’s transmission lines were built more than 50 years ago. It 

is estimated that about 25 percent of the State’s transmission system will have to 

be replaced within the next 10 years and nearly 50 percent will require 

replacement in the next 30 years. The utilities that own the transmission lines 

continue to invest in them, and the system can still be operated with utmost 

reliability. However, physical limitations and congestion on the grid at times 

prevent excess power supplies from upstate and Canada from reaching the 

downstate region, where demand is greatest. These transmission bottlenecks have 

a number of actual and potential consequences in terms of economics, the 

reliability of the power supply, the environment and public health:  
 

 Many higher-cost downstate power plants must run even when cheaper 

plants are available because power from the cheaper plants cannot be 

delivered. This can result in higher costs for consumers and cost-effective 

solutions need to be sought. 

                                                 
51

  U.S. Dep’t of Energy, National Electric Transmission Congestion Study § 4.4 (Dec. 2009), 

http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/Congestion_Study_2009.pdf 
52

  Id. at 51. 
53

  State Energy Plan at 65. 
54

  Id. at 66. 

http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/Congestion_Study_2009.pdf
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 The downstate area lacks diversity in its power supply and relies mostly 

on natural gas-fired generation to meet its needs.  

 Older plants in urban areas must run at peak hours, increasing air pollution 

and health risks in the summer months when these effects are most 

pronounced. 

 At times, bottlenecks limit downstate access to renewable power. 
 

In addition to addressing these concerns, investments in new and upgraded 

transmission lines will provide substantial economic benefits. For example, a 

recent national report concluded that every $1 billion of transmission investments 

“supports approximately 13,000 full-time-equivalent years of employment and 

$2.4 billion in total economic activity.
55

 
 

The Project enables distant generators to serve a portion of the regional load while bypassing 

locations where the transmission system experiences congestion.  It avoids the challenges 

associated with building new generation capacity within the NYC load pocket, which include air 

quality restrictions, high real estate values, fuel supply problems, and local opposition to power 

plants.  Energy efficiency, demand response, and other demand-side measures can reduce loads 

and improve the balance between supply and demand, but those measures must be pursued over 

extended periods (often with uncertain results) in order for their impacts to grow to transmission 

or power-plant-equivalent quantities.
56

 

1.4 Geographic Requirements 

 
The Project is intended to connect clean generation sources with the New York City load center.  

The majority of New York’s existing generation portfolio is composed of gas- and/or oil-fueled 

facilities, which accounts for approximately 61 percent of the total installed capacity in the 

state.
57

   The vast majority of these gas and oil facilities tend to be older; about 65 percent of 

them were built before 1980, and therefore are relatively inefficient.
58

  

                                                 
55

  New York Energy Highway:  Request for information, pgs 7-8 ((2012). 
56

  U.S. Dep’t of Energy, National Electric Transmission Congestion Study at 43 (Aug. 2006) (“2006 Transmission 

Congestion Study”), http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/oeprod/DocumentsandMedia/Congestion_Study_2006-

9MB.pdf. 
57

  See N.Y. Independent Sys. Operator, 2012 Load and Capacity Data “Gold Book” at Table III-2 (Apr. 2012) 

(“2012 Gold Book”), 

http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/media_room/publications_presentations/Planning_Reports/Planning_Re

ports/2012_GoldBook_V3.pdf.   
58

  Id.  

http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/oeprod/DocumentsandMedia/Congestion_Study_2006-9MB.pdf
http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/oeprod/DocumentsandMedia/Congestion_Study_2006-9MB.pdf
http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/media_room/publications_presentations/Planning_Reports/Planning_Reports/2012_GoldBook_V3.pdf
http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/media_room/publications_presentations/Planning_Reports/Planning_Reports/2012_GoldBook_V3.pdf
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There are currently no proposed renewable energy projects in the interconnection queue in the 

vicinity of New York City – in fact, over 3,500 MW has been withdrawn from the queue since 

2007.
59

  Therefore, other new generation sources in the New York City region are not anticipated 

to provide a significant increase in energy supply capacity and a resultant enhancement in system 

reliability comparable to the Project
60

 and sources from locations outside of New York City must 

be identified.  Hydropower projects in Canada currently generate excess electrical capacity, 

thereby making clean sources of generation in Canada the most practical choice for providing the 

additional capacity needed to help fulfill regional demands, while increasing the stability and 

security of the grid.
61

   

The current and/or projected effects of transmission congestion in New York are complex and 

will be difficult to resolve.
62

  The Project enables generators in Canada to serve a portion of the 

regional load without further increasing transmission congestion in the region.  To do so 

effectively requires interconnection to the grid at locations within the load pocket.  This design 

allows electricity generated outside of the region to be delivered without the need to rely 

significantly on the existing transmission facilities that are already suffering congestion. 

In analyzing the potential solutions to congestion in the New York City region, the DOE’s 

National Electric Transmission Congestion Study concluded that construction of major new 

transmission lines from north of the city would significantly increase the options available to the 

city for power.
63

  Such transmission lines would deliver relatively inexpensive electricity from 

Canadian hydroelectric power plants and other renewable sources to load centers in major 

metropolitan areas.
64

 

 

                                                 
59

  Id. 
60

  Joint Proposal of Settlement at 14. 
61

  U.S. Dep’t of Energy, National Electric Transmission Congestion Study at 43 (Aug. 2006) (“2006 Transmission 

Congestion Study”), http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/oeprod/DocumentsandMedia/Congestion_Study_2006-

9MB.pdf 
62

  Id. 
63

  Id. 
64

  Id. 

http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/oeprod/DocumentsandMedia/Congestion_Study_2006-9MB.pdf
http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/oeprod/DocumentsandMedia/Congestion_Study_2006-9MB.pdf
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Section 2 

Proposed Project 
 

The Project consists of a 1,000 MW underwater/underground HVDC electric transmission 

system extending from the international border between Canada and the United States to Queens, 

New York City, New York.  The Applicants propose to develop the Project to deliver clean 

sources of power to New York City.   

2.1 Proposed Project Route 

 
As discussed earlier, the Project as currently configured, represents the alternatives incorporated 

as part of the New York Sate siting and permitting process.   

The Project originates at the international border between the United States and Canada and 

continues south within Lake Champlain for approximately 101.5 miles in waters of the state of 

New York.  The cables will be located to the east of Rouses Point, Point au Fer, Chazy Landing, 

Point Au Roche and Cumberland Head, east of Valcour Island and the Four Brothers islands, and 

then would continue towards the New York – Vermont border near the middle of the lake.  From 

Split Rock Point south, the cables will be located closer to the New York shoreline.  Proceeding 

southward from Crown Point, the waters of the lake become shallower, and the cable route 

would be closer to the New York-Vermont border near the middle of the narrow water body. 

At milepost (“MP”) 101.5, in the town of Dresden, Washington County, New York, the 

transmission cables would transition from the waters of Lake Champlain to the land on the 

western shore via a horizontal directional drill (“HDD”).  The  cables would then transition from 

under Lake Champlain to land owned by the Delaware and Hudson Railway (“D&H”)
65

 and 

other property owners, and then enter the ROW of New York State Route 22.  The cables would 

continue south within the Route 22 ROW until MP 111.9, except for a crossing of South Bay at 

MP 109.7.  The cable route would continue within the Route 22 ROW into the Village of 

Whitehall and then would enter the Canadian-Pacific Railway (“CP”) ROW on lands owned by 

the D&H within the Village of Whitehall.  The cables would remain primarily within the CP 

ROW and lands owned by the D&H for approximately 65.1 miles, crossing the Washington 

                                                 
65

 The D&H was acquired some years ago by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, but it still operates for 

many purposes under the D&H name. 
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County municipalities of Whitehall, Fort Ann, Hartford, Kingsbury, Fort Edward Town and 

Village; the Saratoga County municipalities of Moreau, Northumberland, Wilton, Greenfield, 

City of Saratoga Springs, Malta, Milton, Ballston, and Clifton Park; the Schenectady County 

municipalities of Glenville, Rotterdam and the City of Schenectady.  Along this portion of the 

overland route, the cable route would have relatively minor deviations out of the CP ROW onto 

private and public lands for various engineering constraints, such as a narrow section of ROW, 

buildings, railroad developments, and sensitive habitat areas.  In Schenectady, the proposed route 

would leave the CP ROW at MP 173 to be installed within Erie Boulevard so as to bypass a 

section of railroad bridges.  The cables would re-enter the CP ROW around MP 173.6, but would 

exit again at MP 173.7 to utilize largely vacant land to pass beneath Interstate I-890.  The cables 

re-enter the CP ROW at MP 174.3 and would continue to the Town of Rotterdam. 

Around MP 177 in Rotterdam, the cables would transfer from the CP ROW to the CSX 

Transportation Railroad (“CSX”) ROW.  The cables would be located within the CSX ROW 

southeasterly for approximately 22 miles through the Albany County municipalities of 

Guilderland, New Scotland, Voorheesville, Bethlehem and Coeymans.  From MP 199, the cables 

would continue along a CSX ROW that runs south parallel to the Hudson River within the Town 

of Coeymans and the Village of Ravena, and the Greene County municipalities of New 

Baltimore, Town and Village of Coxsackie, Town of Athens, and the Town and Village of 

Catskill.  There are relatively minor deviations from the CSX ROW due to engineering 

constraints such as bridges, roadway crossings, and areas where the existing ROW is too narrow 

to permit cable installation while meeting established railroad clearance criteria. 

In the Town of Catskill north of the hamlet of Cementon, the cable route would exit the CSX 

ROW at MP 227.5 and turn easterly to follow Alpha Road, which terminates at a landing area at 

MP 228.2.  At this point the cables would transition into the Hudson River via an HDD.  The 

cables would be located within the Hudson River south from Cementon for approximately 67 

miles.  The cable route has been sited to avoid known sensitive habitat, potential cultural 

resources, contamination zones and navigation hazards to the extent practicable. 

At MP 295.7, the cables would transition from the Hudson River via an HDD and enter a CSX 

ROW in the Rockland County Town of Stony Point.  The cables subsequently would follow the 

CSX route and a public road (Route 9W) ROW for a 7.7-mile overland bypass of Haverstraw 
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Bay, which has been identified as one of the most sensitive significant coastal habitats within the 

Hudson River.  The cable route then would travel through the Town of Haverstraw, Village of 

West Haverstraw and Village of Haverstraw primarily within the CSX ROW, although there are 

deviations to avoid engineering constraints such as bridges and roadway crossings.  At MP 

300.8, the CSX ROW is bordered on the east and then on both sides by Haverstraw Beach State 

Park; therefore, starting at MP 301.4, an HDD would be established to install the cables under 

Rockland Lake State Park and Hook Mountain State Park (comprising portions of Palisades 

Interstate Park) to enter the ROW of NYS Route 9W in the Town of Clarkstown.  From MP 

301.8 to 302.4, the cables would be located within the Route 9W ROW.  At this point, another 

HDD would install the cables beneath the two parks and transition the cables into Hudson River. 

From MP 302.8 south of Haverstraw Bay, the cables would be located within the New York 

State section of the Hudson River for approximately 20.7 miles.  As with the other in-water 

segments, the routing has been designed so as to avoid sensitive resources.  At MP 324, the cable 

would turn easterly and enter Spuyten Duyvill Creek and the Harlem River within the borough of 

Manhattan in New York City.  The cable route would be located within the Harlem River for 

6.58 miles, and then transition to land via an HDD to enter a CSX ROW in the borough of the 

Bronx.  The cable route along the CSX ROW would cross lands owned by the New York State 

Department of Transportation, cross beneath the Robert F. Kennedy Bridge and the Hell Gate 

railroad bridge and then transition via an HDD to cross beneath and into the East River.  After a 

short jet plow installation, the cable route would transition to land via another HDD in the 

borough of Queens in New York City, and would continue easterly to the Luyster Creek 

converter station site in Astoria, north of 20th Avenue on lands of Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. (“Con Edison”). 

The converter station would be a “compact type” with a total footprint (i.e., building and 

associated equipment and related areas) of approximately five (5) acres.  Gas insulated HVAC 

cables would connect the converter station to the New York Power Authority (NYPA) Astoria 

Annex 345 kilovolt (“kV”) substation.  In addition, the NYISO may require the Applicants to 

construct a four-breaker gas-insulated ring bus in a building to be located on the same parcel as 

the converter station, unless a preferable location for this ring bus can be found closer to the 

Astoria Annex.   
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From the Astoria Annex substation, another set of HVAC cables would be located within the 

streets of New York City for approximately three miles to Con Edison’s Rainey Substation 

(“Astoria-Rainey Cable”).  The cable would run north parallel along 20th Avenue before 

crossing 20th Avenue southwesterly onto 29th Street.  The cable route would continue within 

29th Street for one city block before turning northwest onto 21st Avenue and continuing within 

21st Avenue until 23rd Street.  The cable route would turn onto 23rd Street and continue 

southerly, including crossing under the Triborough Bridge, until 30th Drive.  The cable route 

would then turn westerly on to 30th Drive and then southerly within 14th Street.  The cable route 

would turn to the west onto 31st Drive for one city block before turning to the south onto 12th 

Street.  The cable route would turn west onto 35th Avenue and continue to the Rainey 

Substation. 

The proposed Project route is shown in Figure 2-1.   
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FIGURE 2-1 

PROPOSED PROJECT ROUTE 
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2.2 Proposed Project Construction Techniques 

 
Given the length of the route from the Canadian border to New York City (approximately 333.3 

miles from the international border to the converter station plus the Astoria-Rainey Cable which 

is approximately 3.5 miles) and the diversity of landforms and water areas that are crossed by the 

cable route, a variety of construction methods and equipment will be employed.  As part of 

Settlement Parties’ Joint Proposal filed in the Article VII proceeding, the Applicants developed a 

Best Management Practices (“BMP”) Manual, which details BMPs to be utilized during Project 

construction.  The BMP Manual was included as Attachment O to Applicants’ Supplemental 

Application.
66

 

2.2.1 Underwater Installation Methods 

The two HVDC underwater cables associated with the Project would be bundled and laid 

together within the same trench.  The cables would be initially placed in a vertical position (one 

on top of the other) in the trench, although sediment conditions may allow for slumping into a 

horizontal position (side-by-side) relative to each other.  Cable burial would generally be 

performed at the same time the cable is laid or at a later date, as deemed appropriate or necessary 

due to subsurface conditions.  The cables would be laid by specialized cable-laying vessels or a 

specially outfitted laybarge, depending on navigation constraints along the Project route.   

The cables would be transported from the manufacturer by a special cable transport vessel and 

transferred onto the cable installation vessel.  The linear cable machines onboard the installation 

vessel would pull the cables from coils on the transport vessel onto the installation vessel and 

into prefabricated tubs.  After the cable has been transferred, the installation vessel would travel 

to the construction commencement location.  This process would be repeated as necessary to 

deliver and install the cable along the length of the various waterways. 

Based on the sediment data collected during the spring 2010 Marine Route Survey,
67

 it is not 

anticipated that a backfill plow would be needed.  As the cables would be simultaneously laid 

                                                 
66

  Attachment O: Best Management Practices, Champlain Hudson Power Express Inc., Supplement to U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers Application, No. 2009-1089-EHA (Feb. 10, 2012) (“CHP Supplemental Application”), 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20O%2020120229.pdf. 
67

 See Attachment E: Marine Route Survey Summary Report, Champlain Hudson Power Express Inc., U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers Application, No. 2009-1089-EHA (Dec. 6, 2010), 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20O%2020120229.pdf
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and buried, the majority of displaced sediments would refill the trench.  In addition, due to the 

natural dynamic processes in the lakes, rivers and estuaries, sediments would be naturally 

deposited within the trench.  Post-installation bathymetric and sediment surveys would be 

conducted to monitor benthic habitats and sediment conditions. 

2.2.1.1 Jet Plow/Water Jetting 

The proposed method for laying and burial of the majority of the underwater cable is the jet 

plow/water jetting embedment process.  These methods involve the use of a positioned cable 

vessel and a hydraulically powered water jetting device that simultaneously lays and embeds the 

cables in one continuous trench.  At this time, the primary proposed installation vessel would be 

dynamically positioned, using thrusters and the vessel propulsion system.  Deeper draft vessels 

equipped with dynamic positioning thrusters are proposed for deeper water locations.  

Dynamically positioned cable installation vessels do not contact or impact the bottom.  However, 

there may be limited circumstances such as in relatively shallow water depths (typically less than 

15 feet) where shallow draft vessels/barges using anchors for positioning may be used for 

installation.  An anchor-positioned vessel would propel itself along the Project route with 

forward winches while letting out on aft winches with other lateral anchors holding the side-to-

side alignment during the installation.  In the event that an anchor-positioned vessel is needed, it 

is assumed that a 4-to-8 point anchor mooring system would be used in this process and requires 

an anchor-handling tug to move anchors while the installation and burial proceeds uninterrupted 

on a 24-hour basis.   

The jet plow/water jetting embedment methods for underwater cable installations are considered 

to be the most effective and least environmentally damaging when compared to traditional 

mechanical dredging and trenching operations.
68

  This method of laying and burying the cables 

simultaneously ensures the placement of the underwater cable system at the target burial depth 

with minimum bottom disturbance, with much of the fluidized sediment settling back into the 

trench.  For these reasons, it is the installation methodology that appears to be preferred by state 

                                                                                                                                                             
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/USACE/CHPE_USACE_Application_E.pdf.  Sediment data can 

be found on pages 20 to 27 of this report. 
68

  Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, Cape Wind Final Environmental Impact Statement at 2-11 (Jan. 2009), 

http://www.boem.gov/uploadedFiles/BOEM/Renewable_Energy_Program/Studies/Cape%20Wind%20Energy

%20Project%20FEIS.pdf. 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/USACE/CHPE_USACE_Application_E.pdf
http://www.boem.gov/uploadedFiles/BOEM/Renewable_Energy_Program/Studies/Cape%20Wind%20Energy%20Project%20FEIS.pdf
http://www.boem.gov/uploadedFiles/BOEM/Renewable_Energy_Program/Studies/Cape%20Wind%20Energy%20Project%20FEIS.pdf
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and federal regulatory agencies based on review of past underwater cable projects
69

 and the 

Settlement Parties concluded that “no permanent or long-term impacts to water quality from 

cable installation are expected.”
70

  

Jet Plow/water jetting equipment uses pressurized water (taken from ambient waterbodies) from 

water pump systems onboard the cable vessel to fluidize sediment.  The water jetting device is 

typically fitted with hydraulic pressure nozzles located down the length of “swords” that are 

inserted into the sediment on either side of the cable and which create a direct downward and 

backward “swept flow” force inside the trench.  This provides a down and back flow of re-

suspended sediments within the trench, thereby “fluidizing” the in situ sediment column as the 

equipment progresses along the cable route such that the underwater cable settles into the trench 

under its own weight to the planned depth of burial.  The water jetting device’s hydrodynamic 

forces do not work to produce an upward movement of sediment into the water column, since the 

objective of this method is to maximize settling of re-suspended sediments within the trench to 

bury or “embed” the cable system.  The pre-determined deployment depth of the jetting swords 

controls the cable burial depth using adjustable hydraulics on the water jetting device.  

The cable system location and burial depth would be recorded during installation for use in the 

preparation of as-built location plans.  The water jetting device is equipped with horizontal and 

vertical positioning equipment that records the laying and burial conditions, position, and burial 

depth.  This information is monitored continually on the installation vessel.  This information 

                                                 
69

  See, e.g., Order Granting Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need, Application of Hudson 

Transmission Partners, LLC for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for a 345 

Kilovolt Submarine/Underground Electric Transmission Line Between Manhattan and New Jersey, Case No.  

08-T-0034 (N.Y. P.S.C. Sept. 15, 2010), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={CAFAD145-3C87-4E33-ACDF-

45D87B7A76C6}; Order Adopting the Terms of a Joint Proposal and Granting Certificate of Environmental 

Compatibility and Public Need, With Conditions and Clean Water Act §401 Water Quality Certification, 

Application of Bayonne Energy Center, LLC for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need 

for the Construction of the New York State Portion (Kings County) of a 6.6 Mile, 345 kV AC, 3 Phase Circuit 

Submarine Electric Transmission Facility Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL, Case No. 08-T-1245 (N.Y. P.S.C. 

Nov. 12, 2009), http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={8BF803F7-E587-

439E-AB32-83C01BB41401}.  
70

  Joint Proposal at 21, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. and CHPE Properties, Inc. for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the Public Service Law 

for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High-Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian 

Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={C5F63E41-5ED5-46A2-99A5-

F1C5FC522D36}. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bCAFAD145-3C87-4E33-ACDF-45D87B7A76C6%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bCAFAD145-3C87-4E33-ACDF-45D87B7A76C6%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b8BF803F7-E587-439E-AB32-83C01BB41401%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b8BF803F7-E587-439E-AB32-83C01BB41401%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bC5F63E41-5ED5-46A2-99A5-F1C5FC522D36%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bC5F63E41-5ED5-46A2-99A5-F1C5FC522D36%7d
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would be forwarded to appropriate agencies and organizations as required for inclusion on future 

navigation charts.  

Burial can be performed by either a towed or self-propelled burial machine.  In this instance, the 

self-propelled water jetting device moves forward by the reaction of the backward thrust of the 

hydraulic jetting power that is fluidizing the soil and keeping the created trench open for the 

cable to sink into.  The forward rate of progress is regulated by the varying types of sediment and 

the water pressure applied through the jets. 

A skid/pontoon-mounted jet plow/water jetting device or wheeled, frame-mounted water jetting 

device, deployed and operated in conjunction with the cable-laying vessel, is proposed for the 

underwater installation operations.  For burial, the cable vessel is used as the platform to operate 

the water burial device at a safe distance as the laying/burial operation progresses.  The cable 

system is deployed from the vessel to the funnel of the water jetting device.  The water jetting 

swords are lowered onto the bottom, pump systems are initiated, and the jet trencher progresses 

along the cable route with the simultaneous lay and burial operation.  The pontoons can be made 

buoyant to serve different installation needs.  

Temporarily resuspended in-situ sediments are largely contained within the limits of the trench 

wall, although a small percentage of the re-suspended sediments are transported outside of the 

trench.  Any resuspended sediments that leave the trench generally tend to settle out quickly in 

areas immediately flanking the trench.  However, the amount of sediment transported out of the 

trench, the residence time of sediment suspension, and the distance suspended sediments are 

transported are dependent upon multiple factors, including sediment grain-size, composition, 

hydrodynamic forces, trench depth, and the hydraulic jetting pressures imposed on the sediment 

column necessary to achieve desired burial depths.  Water quality modeling specific to the 

conditions in Lake Champlain and the Hudson, Harlem, and East Rivers is provided in 

Attachment M of the Supplemental Application.
71

   

As the jetting device progresses along the route, the water pressure at the device nozzles would 

be adjusted as sediment types or densities change to achieve the required water quality 

                                                 
71

  Attachment M: Water Quality Modeling, CHP Supplemental Application, 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20M%2020120229.pdf. 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20M%2020120229.pdf
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standards.
72

  A test trench may be preformed to ensure proper depth of burial.  In the unlikely 

event that the minimum burial depth is not met during water jetting embedment, additional 

passes with the water jetting device or the use of diver-assisted water jet probes would be utilized 

to achieve the required installation target depth.  

Jet water pressure varies with different bottom sediment materials, with typical pressures 

including: 

Material Estimated Jet Water Pressure 

Sand and Silt 400-600 psi 

Soft Clay 600-800 psi 

Hard Clay 800-1,000 psi 

 

Some types of water jetting devices also employ an ejector system to assist in the trenching 

operation in certain sediment types that do not fluidize well.  The ejector system employs an 

airlift system to create a suction force within the ejector pipes that entrains sediment and releases 

it at the end of the ejector pipes to either side of the water jetting device.  This addition to the 

water jetting methodology would only be employed to assist in burial if monitoring of the 

installation reveals difficulty in obtaining the required burial depth due to lack of adequate 

fluidization of sediments. 

In addition to continuous closed circuit video monitoring, divers would make regularly 

scheduled dives in order to monitor the cable installation operation and inspect the condition of 

the cable trench and jet sled.  Occasionally, the jet sled may require maintenance during cable 

burial operations due to nozzle wear or loss.  During these maintenance periods, the jet leg roller 

load cells, suction piping, and hose connections are checked, and hydraulic fluid is replenished 

as required.  As necessary, a Spill Prevention, Countermeasure, and Control (“SPCC”) Plan or its 

                                                 
72

  New York State Public Service Commission 401 Water Quality Certification, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. and CHPE Properties, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and 

Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the Public Service Law for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance 

of a High-Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 

(N.Y. P.S.C. Jan. 1, 2013), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={E992FA4C-1906-44EB-9B92-

8567F410F660} 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bE992FA4C-1906-44EB-9B92-8567F410F660%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bE992FA4C-1906-44EB-9B92-8567F410F660%7d
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equivalent would be developed pursuant to federal and/or state regulations and would be 

followed during construction equipment maintenance and repair activities.   

In certain small areas, typically transition areas between shoreline HDDs and underwater cable 

trenches, a diver-operated hand jet or Remotely-Operated Vehicle (“ROV”) may be used to bury 

the cable.  In this process, a support vessel provides pressurized water through a hose with a 

nozzle that is maneuvered by a diver or ROV.  The jet of water works the sediment under the 

cable to create a trench into which the cable settles.  This method would be employed for short 

distances only, typically less than one hundred (100) feet. 

2.2.1.2 Plowing 

For the plowing technique, a trench is made for the cables by towing a plow, and the cables are 

simultaneously fed into the trench as it is created by the plow.  The plow is not self-propelled, 

but is instead tethered to a surface support vessel, which supplies the pulling power.  Usually, the 

bottom sediment is allowed to naturally backfill the trench over the cable by slumping of the 

trench walls, wave action, or bed load transport of sediments.   

Shear plows can potentially reduce sediment disturbance as they do not fluidize the sediment and 

generally require less force to create a narrower trench in the riverbed or lakebed to bury 

underwater cables than other types of cable installation equipment.  Some issues that affect the 

suitability of shear plows for underwater cable installation and burial are sediment cohesiveness 

and burial depth.  Use of the shear plow is typically limited to sediments that have shear 

strengths less than 20 Kilopascals (“kPa”).  Also, shear plows are typically used with shallower 

burial depths (less than four (4) feet), which generally reduces the overall amount (i.e., volume) 

of sediment disturbed during installation.   

2.2.1.3 Conventional Dredging 

While it is intended that the use of conventional underwater trench excavation methods would be 

avoided or minimized, there would be some locations where conventional dredging would be 

used to meet required installation depths, or to install cofferdams associated with shoreline HDD 

installations.  These circumstances may include instances where the cable route crosses an 

existing Federal navigation channel.  In these locations, either a clam-shell dredge or a barge-
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mounted excavator would be used to pre-dredge a trench into which the cable would be laid.  

Dredge material would be brought to the surface to be placed on barges for approved disposal 

and would not be used for backfill.  This work would most likely occur from spud barges, 

although anchor-moored or jack-up barges may also be employed, depending upon equipment 

availability and site conditions.  A typical spud dredge barge would be equipped with two or 

more legs, with one spud being a walk-away spud.  The barge would have a crane, typically 

outfitted with a 6 to 9 cubic yard clamshell bucket.  Alternatively, the barge may have a track 

hoe excavator working off the deck of the barge, possibly with an extended boom for areas of 

deeper water.  Once a segment of trench is excavated, cable would be laid, and the clam-shell 

dredge or excavator would place clean backfill sediment back into the trench. 

2.2.1.4 Infrastructure Crossing 

A preliminary review of the underwater cable route identified areas where cable installation 

activities would occur in the vicinity of or cross existing infrastructure (e.g., electric cables, gas 

pipelines, ferry cables, etc.).  There are several different installation techniques that can be 

utilized when crossing existing infrastructure based on the type, burial depth, and existing 

protective coverings of the infrastructure.  The design of utility crossings would follow industry 

standards.   

When crossing utilities that are owned by a third party, the design of the protection at existing 

cables and pipelines would require formal consultations with the owners and/or operators of this 

collocated infrastructure.  Detailed discussions on coordination, design and installation 

methodologies and safety issues would be conducted with the owners of these infrastructures, as 

specified in the Article VII Certificate Conditions.
73

  The detailed designs for each crossing 

would be provided as part of the Environmental Management and Construction Plan 

(“EM&CP”), which will be filed with the NYS Public Service Commission for approval.   

 

                                                 
73

  Order Granting Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need at 86, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current 

Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 18, 2013), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={A71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-

016C9F334FFC}. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
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Crossing of Fiber Optic and Telecommunication Cables 

Wherever possible, the HVDC cables would cross existing fiber optic and telecommunication 

cables at right angles, extending approximately one hundred fifty (150) to three hundred (300) 

feet in length.  The method of embedding and protection would be determined by the burial 

depth of the existing cables.  The details of these crossings would be coordinated with the 

owners and/or operators of the existing facilities as well as the USACE.  

Crossing of Gas or Oil Pipelines and Power Cables 

Where the cables cross existing pipelines or power cables, the cables would cross the existing 

infrastructure as close as possible to right-angles, extending up to three hundred (300) feet on 

each side of the crossing point.  The method of cable embedding and protection would be 

determined by the burial depth of the existing infrastructure. The details of these crossings would 

be coordinated with the owners and/or operators of the existing facilities as well as the USACE.  

Crossings of Other Infrastructure Types 

A “chain-ferry” operates across the proposed underwater cable route within Lake Champlain.  

The chain ferry utilizes ferry cables laid on the bottom of Lake Champlain.  The normal 

penetration of the ferry cables into the lakebed would be assessed, and if deemed necessary, 

additional protection in the form of deeper cable burial at the crossing point or the use of an outer 

protection sleeve to guard against abrasion would be installed.  The ferry cables would be 

temporarily removed to facilitate the installation of the underwater cables.  The ferry cables 

would then be replaced over the top of the transmission cables.  The ferry operator reports that its 

cables are replaced every four years; therefore, there may be an opportunity to coordinate the 

HVDC cable installation schedule with the ferry cable replacement schedule.  Detailed 

coordination and discussions with the ferry operator on methodologies and scheduling will 

occur.  

The underwater HVDC cables would also be routed beneath overhead infrastructures, including 

road bridges and electrical transmission lines.  These would not be of concern for the cable 

systems once in operation, but the superstructure on the cable-laying vessels would be designed 

to take account of any height restrictions 
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2.2.2 Terrestrial Installation Methods 

 
For the overland portions of the cable route, the cables will be buried via excavated trenches or 

trenchless technology (HDD or Jack and Bore (“J&B”)) methods.  The majority of the overland 

portion of the cable route is located within or immediately adjacent to the existing CP, CSX, and 

NYS Routes 22 and 9W ROWs.  Standard and typical diagrams, which include details 

representing various methods and equipment to be used during Project construction, were 

provided as Attachment H to Applicants’ Supplemental Application.
74

 

A minimum separation distance is required from the rails to the cables by each railroad; CP 

requires a minimum separation of ten (10) feet from the centerline of the outermost track to the 

cable trench, and CSX requires a minimum separation of twenty-five (25) feet from the 

centerline of the outermost track.  The typical and preferred layout is to have the bipole (two 

cables) installed on one (same) side of the railroad tracks.  With this layout, the limits of 

anticipated construction activity extend forty (40) feet beyond the required minimum setback of 

the railroads.  This 40-foot area would include the area needed for excavation of the trench 

(approximately four (4) feet wide), installation of erosion and sediment control measures, and 

stockpiling of excavated material.
75

  There are areas that would require different configurations 

and pose additional engineering challenges, such as steep slopes, environmentally sensitive 

areas, and existing structures.  These areas would be identified and site-specific engineering 

solutions would be developed as part of the Environmental Management and Construction Plan 

(“EM&CP”).  The EM&CP, which represents the final design phase of the Project, will be filed 

with the NYS Public Service Commission for approval.  A minimum construction corridor of 25 

feet would be required along the edge of Routes 22 and 9W for installation of the two HVDC 

cables, although a wider width may be employed to allow for more efficient construction and 

quicker completion of the work in these areas.
76

   

Each of the two (2) overland cables would require a number of joints and a temporary flat pad 

would be installed underneath each joint for splicing activities.
77

  The number of joints would be 

                                                 
74

  Attachment H – Revised Attachment H:  Cross Section Diagrams, CHP Supplemental Application, 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20H%2020120229.pdf. 
75

  Id. at 13, 16. 
76

  Id. at 19. 
77

  Id. at 12. 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20H%2020120229.pdf


Section 2 Proposed Project 

 

 

2-15 

kept to a minimum and would be determined either by the maximum length of cable that can be 

transported in a single piece or by the maximum length of cable that can be pulled, whichever is 

less, as well as the number of HDD and J&B locations.  For land installation, the expected 

maximum segment lengths between splices would be approximately one-half mile.  The jointing 

for both cables would be performed in a single jointing pit, with typical pit dimensions being 30 

feet long, 12 feet wide, and four (4) feet deep.
78

  Subsequent to completion of cable jointing, the 

jointing pit would be backfilled primarily with native soils to the original contours/conditions.  

As further described in Section 5 and shown in the diagrams included in Attachment H of the 

Supplemental Application,
79

 thermal resistivity sand and a protective covering may be used 

around the immediate vicinity of the buried cables.   

The following sections identify the general construction sequence for routine cable installation 

along the overland portion of the cable route: 

 Initial clearing operations and storm water and erosion control installation; 

 Trench excavation; 

 Cable installation; 

 Backfilling; and 

 Restoration and revegetation. 

2.2.2.1 Initial Clearing Operations & Stormwater and Erosion Controls 

Initial clearing operations would include the removal of vegetation within the cable trench area 

and within any temporary additional construction workspace (e.g., HDD workspace, cable joint 

pits, access roads and staging areas) either by mechanical or hand cutting.  Vegetation would be 

cut at ground level, leaving existing root systems intact except for the immediate trench area, and 

the aboveground vegetation removed for chipping or disposal.  Tree stumps and rootstock would 

be left undisturbed in the temporary workspace wherever possible to encourage natural 

revegetation.  Brush and tree limbs would be chipped and spread in approved locations or hauled 
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  Id.  
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  Id. at 11. 
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off-site for disposal.  Timber would be removed from the ROW for salvage or to approved 

locations.   

The cleared width within the ROW and temporary construction workspace would be kept to the 

minimum that would allow for spoil storage, staging, assembly of materials, construction vehicle 

passage, and all other activities required to safely install the cables and associated equipment. 

Prior to or closely following initial disturbance of the soil, erosion controls would be properly 

installed as required.  Representational drawings of erosion control methods are included in 

Attachment H of the Supplemental Application (see “Silt Fence,” Figure 176764-UM-21
80

 and 

“Straw Bale Dike,” Figure 176764-UM-22).
81

  Design of the stormwater and erosion controls 

would be completed as part of the development of the EM&CP and would include measures such 

as silt fences, hay bales, temporary mulching, etc. 

2.2.2.2 Trench Excavation 

The typical cable trench along the overland portion of the route would be four (4) feet wide at the 

bottom and approximately four (4) to five (5) feet deep to allow for the proper depth required for 

the burial of the cables (see “Typical Trench Cross Section,” Figure 176764-UM-08).
82

  The 

cables would generally be installed side-by-side; although in some situations there may be up to 

three (3) feet of spacing between the cables within the four-foot-wide trench.   

In normal terrain where the soil conditions range from organic loam, sand, gravel or other 

unconsolidated material and sufficient clearances exist, traditional excavation equipment would 

be used.  The mixing of topsoil with subsoil would be minimized by using topsoil segregation 

construction methods in agricultural lands and wetlands (except when standing water or saturated 

soils are present).  Topsoil would be stripped from the trench and placed on one side of the 

trench.  The subsoil stockpile area (trench plus spoil side method) would be placed on the other 

side of the trench or otherwise segregated.  Representative drawings of stockpile placement and 

management are included in Attachment H of the Supplemental Application (see “ROW Top 

                                                 
80

  Attachment H – Revised Attachment H:  Cross Section Diagrams at 32, CHP Supplemental Application, 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20H%2020120229.pdf. 
81

  Id. at 33. 
82

  Id. at 11. 
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Soil Segregation Techniques”).
83

  Should it become necessary to remove water from the trench, 

it would be pumped to a stable, vegetated upland area (where practical) or filtered through a 

filter bag or siltation barrier. 

Based on review of soils and geologic maps of the routing area, shallow bedrock has the 

potential to be encountered along some portions of the overland segment of the Project route.  

The technique selected to remove bedrock encountered during cable installation activities is 

dependent on relative hardness, fracture susceptibility, and expected volume of the material.  

Techniques include the following: 

 Conventional excavation with a backhoe; 

 Hammering with a pointed backhoe attachment followed by backhoe excavation;  

 Rock saw/trencher; or 

 Blasting followed by backhoe excavation.  

All blasting activity would be performed by licensed professionals according to strict guidelines 

designed to control energy release.  Proper safeguards will be taken to protect personnel and 

property in the area.  Charges would be kept to the minimum required to break up the rock.  

Where appropriate, mats made of heavy steel mesh or other comparable material or trench spoil 

would be utilized to prevent the scattering of rock and debris.  These activities would strictly 

adhere to all industry standards that apply to controlled blasting and blast vibration limits with 

regard to structures and underground utilities.  Blasting in the vicinity of nearby utilities and 

railroads would be coordinated with the owner, as necessary.  Blasted rock would be hauled off-

site and disposed of in an appropriate manner.  Details of blasting controls and safety procedures 

would be specified in the EM&CP filing. 

2.2.2.3 Cable Installation 

For the overland sections of the Project route, the two (2) power cables would typically be laid 

side-by-side in a trench approximately four (4) feet wide and four (4) to five (5) feet deep.
84

  

Once a pre-selected length of trench is excavated to the necessary depth and the base prepared, 
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rollers would be placed in the bottom of the trench (or along the upper rim of the excavation) to 

facilitate pulling the cable into the trench.  A cable attached to a winch at the opposite end of the 

trench from the cable spool would be attached to the cable and reeled in, pulling the cable down 

the length of the trench on the rollers.  Depending upon the soil conditions on the bottom of the 

trench, the bottom of the trench may require padding fill (i.e., clean sand) before pulling the 

cable into the trench.  Once the cable segment is pulled down the length of the trench, it is 

moved off the rollers and the rollers are re-used at a different location. Given the need to 

schedule work with the railroads and the overall construction schedule, it is anticipated that cable 

installation activities would occur twenty four (24) hours per day/seven (7) days per week in 

most areas, with nighttime shutdowns occurring in select sensitive receptor areas.
85

   

During cable installation along railroad corridors, it is anticipated that the railroads would be 

used to transport heavy equipment such as cable drums to centralized stockpiling areas.  Final 

transport of the cable spools, construction equipment, and supplies would be transported on 

roadways and so it would be necessary for vehicles to arrive and depart from work areas via 

local roadways.  Workers may arrive at contractor yards or the right-of-way in pickup trucks, 

supplies may be delivered directly to the site, and equipment such as dewatering pumps, 

generators, or excavators may also need to access the site via local roads.  Along the NYS 

Routes 22 and 9W corridors, all equipment and supplies would be delivered via the roadways.  

Within New York City, equipment and supplies would be delivered by roadway, rail, or water 

transport.  Procedures for traffic management would be included in the EM&CP and may include 

items such as detours, police details, and signage. 

2.2.2.4 Backfilling 

Subsequent to laying the cables, the trench would be backfilled with a layer of soil exhibiting the 

required low thermal resistivity properties needed to surround the cables, which may include 

non-native material if the native materials do not exhibit the required low thermal resistivity 

properties.  Because the operation of the cables results in the generation of heat, and heat reduces 

                                                 
85

  Environmental Impacts Associated with Routing Proposed in Joint Proposal at 5, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current 

Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={4CC6BFC1-1945-401B-8EF9-

D67CB3C263FB}. 
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the electrical conductivity of the cables, it is important to backfill with soil having a low thermal 

resistivity.  The soil’s ability to conduct heat to the atmosphere would limit the temperature 

build-up in the soil around the cable and prevent heat from one cable affecting the nearby cable.  

There would be a protective concrete or high density polyethylene (“HDPE”) cover plate directly 

above the low thermal resistive backfill material, which is anticipated to be one to two feet above 

the bottom of the trench.  A safety marker tape would be placed approximately two (2) feet 

below the ground surface and directly above the cables.  The top of the trench may be slightly 

crowned to compensate for settling.  Excess clean spoil material from trench excavation would 

be disposed of by spoiling on site where approved, or properly disposed of off site at an 

approved location.  Contaminated spoils would be disposed of as required by federal and/or state 

regulation. 

2.2.2.5 Restoration and Re-vegetation 

Cleanup crews would complete the restoration and revegetation of the ROW and temporary 

construction workspace.  In conjunction with backfilling operations, any remnant woody 

material and construction debris would be removed from the rights-of-way or as allowed by state 

and federal regulators.  The construction area would be seeded with an approved seed mix for the 

temporary work area and allowed to further revegetate naturally.  Paved areas would be restored 

to match existing conditions in accordance with NYSDOT requirements. 

2.2.2.6 Wetland Crossings 

As part of the Joint Proposal, the Applicants agreed to a condition which required that they 

“minimize disruption to regulated wetlands during the construction, operation, and maintenance 

activities of the Facility.”
86

  This condition further requires that any activities that may affect 

regulated wetlands shall be designed and controlled to minimize adverse impacts, giving due 

consideration to the environmental values and functions of the regulated wetlands and the 

adjacent area.  The Applicants are also required “to the maximum extent practicable, avoid direct 
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  Order Granting Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need at 256, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current 

Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 18, 2013), 
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impacts to regulated wetlands and construct access roads outside regulated wetlands and adjacent 

areas.”
87

  Pursuant to another condition, the Applicants will establish and implement a program 

to monitor the success of wetland and stream restoration upon completion of construction and 

restoration activities.
88

 

Routing construction equipment working along the overland portions of the route will operate 

primarily from the railroad bed, railroad access roads, embankments, along the road shoulder, or 

other upland areas.  If any construction equipment needs to operate within wetlands that are 

likely to be impacted by soil compaction or rutting, based on conditions at the time of 

construction, the Applicants will use equipment mats or low-ground-pressure tracked vehicles to 

avoid and/or minimize impacts to wetland soils.
89

  Clearing of existing vegetation within 

wetlands and/or in or near waterbodies will be limited to the area necessary to allow for 

completion of construction activities and to allow for reasonable access for long term 

maintenance.
90

 

To avoid increases in erosion and sedimentation into waterbodies and wetlands from land 

disturbance in nearby construction areas, the Applicants will install temporary and permanent 

erosion control measures along the construction corridor and adjacent to soil stockpiles, as 

needed, and will manage construction stormwater in accordance with a Storm Water Pollution 

Prevention Plan (“SWPPP”) for the Project.
91

  If dewatering is required within the excavated 

trench, water will be discharged to a well-vegetated upland area, a properly constructed 

dewatering structure, or thorough a filter bag.
92

 

In addition to the requirements of the Certificate Conditions, the Applicants have also agreed to 

implement Best Management Practices (“BMPs”), which establish basic procedures to be 

followed during construction, operation and maintenance of the Project
93

.  Topics covered in the 

BMPS include stormwater pollution prevention, protection of streams and wetlands, and the 
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cleanup and restoration of disturbed lands.  The complete document was provided to the USACE 

in Appendix O of the Supplemental Application.
94

    

2.2.2.7 Overland Infrastructure/Waterway Crossings 

The Project route would result in multiple river, stream, road, and other crossings by the cables 

and construction equipment.  Cable installation options for the infrastructure and/or waterway 

crossings include trenching, HDD (see Section 2.2.2 below), or attachment to existing structures 

such as bridges or railroad trestles.  The specific design for each crossing would address the 

conditions at the particular location, owner/operator design requirements and the preferences of 

the Engineering, Procurement and Construction (“EPC”) contractor, or the Conditions of the 

Article VII Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need (“Certificate”) and 

would be detailed in EM&CP. 

2.2.3 Horizontal Directional Drilling Installation Methods 

HDD is a common technique used to install transmission cable projects to avoid or minimize 

environmental impacts as well as to address engineering or infrastructure constraints associated 

with traditional trench installation (e.g., major highway crossings).  HDD is a trenchless method 

for installing pipelines and conduit beneath other facilities or resources of concern, including 

habitats, archeological sites, waterbodies, or existing infrastructure.  HDD is a multi-stage 

process
95

 composed of the five steps listed below: 

 Pre-site planning; 

 Drilling a pilot hole; 

 Expanding the pilot hole by reaming if necessary; 

 Pull back of drill string with simultaneous installation of conduit; and 

 Cable pull through the conduit. 
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  Attachment O: Best Management Practices, Champlain Hudson Power Express Inc., Supplement to U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers Application, No. 2009-1089-EHA (Feb. 10, 2012) (“CHP Supplemental Application”), 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20O%2020120229.pdf. 
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  Attachment H – Revised Attachment H:  Cross Section Diagrams at 26, CHP Supplemental Application, 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20H%2020120229.pdf. 
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For each proposed HDD location, two separate drills would be required, one for each cable.  

Each cable would be installed within a 10-inch-diameter, or larger, HDPE casing.  To maintain 

appropriate separation between the two cables, a minimum of six (6) feet would be required 

between each drill path.  HDD would be employed in a number of situations during construction, 

including both overland sections of the Project route and at shoreline land/water transition 

locations.  HDD locations along the Project route would have both the entry and exit holes 

staged on land.  The HDD locations are shown on the Terrestrial Route Plan View Map provided 

in Attachment E of the Supplemental Application.
96

  All HDD locations would be engineered on 

a site-specific basis during development of the final design phase for inclusion in the EM&CP. 

At the seven (7) locations along the Project route where the cables transition from water to land 

(and vice versa), installation would be accomplished through the use of HDD methodology in 

order to avoid or minimize disturbance to the banks and near-shore areas.  The HDD would be 

staged at the onshore landfall area and would involve the drilling of the boreholes from land 

toward the offshore entry/exit point.  Two (2) conduits (one for each cable) would then be 

installed through the length of the boreholes and the transmission cable would be pulled through 

the conduit from the submarine end toward the land.  A transition manhole or transmission cable-

splicing vault would be installed using conventional excavation equipment (backhoe) at the 

onshore transition point where the underwater and overland transmission cables would be 

connected (see “Typical Terrestrial Transition” Figure 176764-UM-41
97

 and “Typical Splice 

Vault” Figure 176674-UM-35
98

 in Attachment H of the Supplemental Application).   

A drill rig would be set up onshore behind a bentonite pit, where a drill pipe with a pilot-hole 

drill bit would be set in place to begin the horizontal drilling.  Drilling fluid would then be 

pumped into the hole as the cutting head is advanced into the soil.  The HDD construction 

process would involve the use of drilling fluid in order to transport drill cuttings to the surface 

for recycling, aid in stabilization of the in situ soil/sediment to keep the hole open, and to provide 

lubrication for the HDD drill string and down-hole assemblies.  This drilling fluid is composed 

of a carrier fluid and solids.  The selected carrier fluid for this drilled crossing would consist of 
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  Attachment E – Revised Attachment D:  Plan View Maps – Overland Route, CHP Supplemental Application, 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20E%2020120229.pdf. 
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  Attachment H – Revised Attachment H:  Cross Section Diagrams at 10. 
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water (approximately 95 percent) and inorganic bentonite clay (approximately 5 percent).  The 

bentonite clay is a naturally occurring hydrated aluminosilicate composed of sodium, calcium, 

magnesium, and iron that is environmentally benign. 

After each section of drilling, an additional length of drill pipe is added until the final drill length 

is achieved.  To avoid or minimize the release of the bentonite drilling fluid into the water, 

freshwater may be used as a drilling fluid to the extent practicable for the final section of drilling, 

just prior to the drill bit emerging in the pre-excavated pit.  This would be accomplished by 

pumping the drilling fluid out of the drill stem and replacing it with freshwater as the drill bit 

nears the pre-excavated pit.  When the drill bit emerges in the pre-excavated pit, the bit is 

replaced with a hole-opening tool called a reamer to widen the borehole.  It is anticipated that a 

single reaming pass would be necessary to allow installation of the conduit.  Once the desired 

hole diameter is achieved, a pulling head is attached to the end of the drill pipe and the drill pipe 

is used to pull back the HDPE conduit pipe into the bored hole.  As with the pilot hole drilling 

process, freshwater would be utilized, if practicable, as the reaming tool nears the pre-excavated 

pit.  Once the HDPE conduits are in place, the underwater cables would be pulled through the 

conduit, which would be permanently sealed at each end to complete the installation process.  

A temporary cofferdam would be constructed at the offshore entry/exit hole location for HDD 

cable installation at major land-water transitions.  The cofferdam would be rectangular in shape 

and approximately sixteen (16) feet by thirty (30) feet.  The cofferdam would generally be 

constructed using steel sheet piles driven from a barge-mounted crane.  The cofferdam is 

intended to help reduce turbidity associated with the dredging and HDD operations as well as to 

help maintain the exit pit (see “Typical Terrestrial Transition, Figure 176764-UM-41,
99

 in 

Attachment H of the Supplemental Application).  The area inside the cofferdam would be 

dredged to create an entry/exit pit typically six (6) feet deep.  The dredged material would be 

temporarily placed on a barge for storage and ultimate disposal at an upland permitted facility.  

Upon completion, the exit pit would be backfilled with clean sand to restore the bottom to 

preconstruction grade.  

After the HDD conduit is installed, the ends of the conduit would be sealed with plastic caps 

until the subsequent installation of the HVDC transmission cables.  After the cables have been 

                                                 
99

  Id. at 10. 



Section 2 Proposed Project 

 

 

2-24 

installed, it is anticipated that the excess annular space with the HDD installed conduit and the 

installed cable would be backfilled with a thermal grout to help dissipate excess heat generated 

by the cable.  The requirements for the backfill material would be determined in the final design, 

which would be included in the EM&CP. 

The drilling fluid system would recycle drilling fluids (made up of a combination of water, 

bentonite, and the material being excavated) and contain and process drilling returns for offsite 

disposal.  Although considered environmentally benign, the discharge or release of drilling fluids 

to the water would be minimized by implementing appropriate techniques and controls to be 

specified in a drilling fluid overburden breakout monitoring and response plan.  It is likely that 

some residual volume of drilling fluid would be released into the pre-excavated exit pit when the 

pilot hole and reaming cutting heads come to the surface.  The depth of the pit and the temporary 

cofferdam are expected to contain much of the drilling fluid.  The drilling fluid will be removed 

from the cofferdam prior to removal of the cofferdam.   

It is expected that the HDD conduit systems would be drilled through sediment overburden at the 

landfall location.  However, it is anticipated that drilling depths in the overburden would be 

sufficiently deep to avoid pressure-induced breakout of drilling fluid through the sediments along 

most of the length of the drill path.  Nevertheless, a visual and operational monitoring program 

will be implemented during the HDD operation to detect a fluid loss as part of the Best 

Management Practices program.
100

  This monitoring includes: 

 Visual monitoring of surface waters along the drill path and in the vicinity of the exit hole 

on a daily basis to observe potential drilling fluid breakout points. 

 Drilling fluid volume monitoring by technicians throughout the drilling and reaming 

operations for each HDD conduit system. 

 Implementation of a fluid loss response plan and protocol by the drill operator in the 

event that a fluid loss occurs.  The response plan could include injection of loss 

circulation additives such as Benseal that can be mixed in with drilling fluids at the mud 

tanks, and other mitigation measures as appropriate. 

                                                 
100

  Attachment O: Best Management Practices at 8-7, CHP Supplemental Application, 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20O%2020120229.pdf. 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20O%2020120229.pdf
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Section 3 

Alternatives Analysis Methodology 
 

3.1 USACE Requirements for LEDPA Analysis 

 
Projects subject to the individual permitting process by the USACE under the Clean Water Act 

(“CWA”) must comply with Section 404(b)(1) guidelines (40 CFR Part 230) for discharge of 

dredge and/or fill material into waters of the U.S.  The Guidelines generally require applicants to 

demonstrate there is no “practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which would have less 

adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem” and which “does not have other significant adverse 

environmental consequences” (40 C.F.R. § 230.10(a)).  The Guidelines consider an alternative 

practicable “if it is available and capable of being done after taking into consideration cost, 

existing technology, and logistics in light of overall project purposes” (40 C.F.R. § 230.10(a)(2)). 

The “404(b)(1) Alternatives Analysis” assesses alternatives from which the “least 

environmentally damaging practicable alternative” is determined.  The list of alternatives from 

which the LEDPA is selected is created after the overall purpose of the project is identified, as 

only those alternatives which meet the project’s overall purpose are considered.  The geographic 

scope of the alternatives considered are determined by the project purpose and would include 

locations typically considered in similar projects.  The level of review required under a LEDPA 

analysis depends on the nature and severity of the project's impact on the environment.
101

  Many 

of this Project’s impacts have been already eliminated or mitigated as a result of the New York 

State Article VII permitting process.
102

 

Once the alternatives have been identified, the practicability of each alternative is evaluated 

using specific criteria.  Any alternative which does not meet the screening criteria is eliminated 

from further consideration.  

                                                 
101

  See U.S. Envtl. Prot. Agency & U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Memorandum: Appropriate Level of Analysis 

Required for Evaluating Compliance with the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines Alternatives Requirements (Aug. 23, 

1993) (“Section 404(b)(1) Compliance Memorandum”), 

http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/flexible.cfm. 
102

   Order Granting Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need at 2, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current 

Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 18, 2013), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={A71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-

016C9F334FFC}. 

http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/flexible.cfm
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
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3.2 Alternatives Analysis Evaluation Criteria 
 

The purpose and need for the proposed Project as described in Section 1, as well as the 

practicability criteria laid out in 40 C.F.R. 230.10(a)(2), were formulated as criteria against 

which each alternative would be evaluated, as shown in Table 3-1.  Each individual criterion is 

described below. 

TABLE 3-1 

ALTERNATIVE ANALYSIS CRITERIA 

Evaluation Category  Basis for Criterion 

Purpose Must meet Project purpose An alternative must achieve Project 
purpose. 

Existing Technology Must use proven 
technology.   

An alternative’s technological methods 
for transmission must be tested and 
proven to minimize the risk of failing. 

Logistics Must not require 
extraordinary technical 
effort to overcome site 
conditions or pose 
difficult-to-overcome 
constructability issues. 

Must not require complex or significant 
additional means to overcome difficult 
access or site conditions or require 
engineering solutions that may not 
accommodate long-term performance.  

 Must be located outside 
areas having incompatible 
land use plans or existing 
incompatible land uses 
that could pose a risk to 
the transmission system. 

Displacing or adversely affecting 
existing or planned development is 
likely to encounter significant 
regulatory hurdles, as well as political 
and public opposition. 

 Must be located entirely 
within the State of New 
York 

The proposed Project is delivering 
power to the New York Control Area; 
as the benefits of this power will accrue 
to New York State, regulatory 
approvals sought in other regions (i.e. 
New England) would likely face 
significant regulatory hurdles, as well 
as public and political opposition.   

Cost Must not be unreasonably 
expensive to the 
Applicant, based on costs 
of similar merchant or 
participant-funded 
transmission projects.   

The cost of each alternative must be 
reasonable in the terms of not being 
substantially higher that the costs of 
similar merchant or participant-funded 
projects.  As a merchant transmission 
line, Applicants are without captive 
wholesale customers and guaranteed 
rate recovery.  
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3.2.1 Evaluation of Cost 

 
An alternative is not practicable when it is unreasonably expensive to the applicant.

103
  The 

evaluation of cost is not based on the financial standing of the applicant, but rather on what are 

reasonable costs for the proposed Project.  According to the USACE and EPA, “[t]he 

determination of what constitutes an unreasonable expense should generally consider whether 

the projected cost is substantially greater than the costs normally associated with the particular 

type of project”.
104

   

Unlike traditional utilities – which recover their cost-of-service from captive wholesale 

customers – the Applicants’ Project is a merchant transmission line that assumes the full risk of 

market development; the Project must therefore be competitively-priced in order to attract 

transmission customers and provide a rate of return sufficient to retain and attract equity 

investors and secure debt financing.  
105

.  As is true for similarly-situated merchant developers, if 

the cost of the transmission line becomes unreasonably expensive then the proposed transmission 

line is not likely to be attractive to power generators because the transmission service is cost-

prohibitive.  CHPE has already absorbed significant cost increases associated with incorporating 

various alternatives routes, even relatively small incremental additional costs may have a 

disproportionate impact on the Project.  Therefore, in the context of this merchant Project, which 

has already incorporated a significant number of alternatives to date as a result of the state siting 

process, the cost of the alternative as compared to the overall Project cost must account for the 

significantly increased costs that have already been imposed on the Applicants to revise the 

Project route, and the impact that additional costs will have on the Applicants’ ability to effect 

the Project purpose.   As the USACE Regulatory Guidance acknowledges:  “It is important to 

emphasize, however, that it is not a particular Applicants’ financial standing that is the primary 

                                                 
103

  Preamble to Guidelines for Specification of Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Material, 45 Fed. Reg. 85,336, 

85,343 (Dec. 24, 1980) as referenced in U.S. Envtl. Prot. Agency & U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 

Memorandum: Appropriate Level of Analysis Required for Evaluating Compliance with the Section 404(b)(1) 

Guidelines Alternatives Requirements § 3.b. (Aug. 23, 1993) (“Section 404(b)(1) Compliance Memorandum”), 

http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/flexible.cfm. 
104

  See U.S. Envtl. Prot. Agency & U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Memorandum: Appropriate Level of Analysis 

Required for Evaluating Compliance with the Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines Alternatives Requirements  § 3.b. 

(Aug. 23, 1993) http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/flexible.cfm.  
105

 See Allocation of Capacity on New Merchant Transmission Projects and New Cost-Based, Participant-Funded 

Transmission Projects; Property Rights to New Participant Funded Transmission, 142 FERC ¶ 61,038 at P 1 

(2013) at http://www.ferc.gov/whats-new/comm-meet/2013/011713/E-2.pdf 

http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/flexible.cfm
http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/guidance/wetlands/flexible.cfm
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consideration for determining practicability, but rather the characteristics of the project and what 

constitutes a reasonable expense for these projects that are most relevant to practicability 

determinations.” 

In order to determine the costs normally associated with a transmission project of this type, four 

recent representative projects were selected.  They are described as follows: 

Juan de Fuca Project:  The Juan de Fuca Project will be an approximately 31-mile-long, 550-

megawatt (MW) submarine HVDC cable that extends beneath the Strait of Juan de Fuca to 

connect View Royal, British Columbia, with Port Angeles in the State of Washington.  The 

expected construction cost of this project is $750 million.
106

 

Trans Bay Cable Project: The Trans Bay Cable Project is a 57-mile-long, 400-MW
107

 submarine 

HVDC transmission line located in San Francisco Bay and the Carquinez Straits, extending from 

a terminus in the City of Pittsburg in Contra Costa County to a terminus in the City of San 

Francisco in the vicinity of Potrero Point.  Its construction costs are estimated to be $505 

million.
108

 

Neptune Regional Transmission System: The Neptune Regional Transmission System is a 65- 

mile-long submarine HVDC electric transmission line that connects Sayreville, New Jersey, to 

Long Island, New York.  Construction costs for this project were approximately $600 million.
109

 

Northern Pass:  The Northern Pass Transmission Project proposes to bring 1,200 MW of energy 

from Canada to the Northeast region through a primarily overhead transmission system 

                                                 
106

  Stephan Burckhardt, US-Canadian HVDC Transmission, CleanTechies Blog (Feb. 7, 2012), 

http://blog.cleantechies.com/2012/02/07/us-canadian-hvdc-transmission/. 
107

  TD World.  Trans Bay Cable to Build Undersea Link to San Francisco.  October 15, 2007.  Accessed on-line on 

April 28, 2013 at:  http://tdworld.com/underground-tampd/trans-bay-cable-build-undersea-link-san-francisco 
108

  Chuck Bunton, Cable Laying Ops Begin on Trans Bay Cable Project, Maritime Professional Blog (Oct. 8, 2009 

11:16 AM EST), http://www.maritimeprofessional.com/Blogs/Subsea/October-2009/Cable-Laying-Ops-Begin-

on-Trans-Bay-Cable-Project.aspx. 
109

  Neptune Underwater HVDC Project Saves LIPA $20 Million, Transmission & Distribution World (Oct. 25, 

2007), http://tdworld.com/projects_in_progress/announcements/neptune-hvdc-lipa/. 

http://blog.cleantechies.com/2012/02/07/us-canadian-hvdc-transmission/
http://tdworld.com/underground-tampd/trans-bay-cable-build-undersea-link-san-francisco
http://www.maritimeprofessional.com/Blogs/Subsea/October-2009/Cable-Laying-Ops-Begin-on-Trans-Bay-Cable-Project.aspx
http://www.maritimeprofessional.com/Blogs/Subsea/October-2009/Cable-Laying-Ops-Begin-on-Trans-Bay-Cable-Project.aspx
http://tdworld.com/projects_in_progress/announcements/neptune-hvdc-lipa/
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comprised of approximately 140 miles of HVDC and 40 miles of AC cables.
110

  Construction 

costs in 2010 were estimated to be $1.1 billion.
111

  

Table 3-2 below shows the costs of the Project as proposed against the three primarily submarine 

cable installation projects and one primarily overland cable installation project.  The selected 

metric, cost per MW, is appropriate as it has a direct bearing on the costs which must be charged 

to transmission customers (and the attendant ability of those customers to deliver power at a 

competitive rate).   

TABLE 3-2 

CONSTRUCTION COSTS PER MW FOR PROJECT AND COMPARISONS 

 CHPE Project Neptune 
Port Angeles - 

Juan de Fuca 
Transbay Northern Pass 

Overall Cost  $  1,999,800,000   $  600,000,000   $  750,000,000   $  505,000,000   $ 1,100,000,000  

MW 

                            

1,000  

                          

660  

                      

550  

                               

400  

                                     

1,200  

Cost Per 

MW  $  1,999,800   $   909,091   $       1,363,636   $ 1,262,500   $  916,667  

As shown in Table 3-2, the Project’s cost per MW of power is already significantly higher (47%) 

than the next closest project, the Port Angeles – Juan de Fuca transmission system.  The source 

of this cost differential is the overland sections of the route which have been added to the Project 

since its inception through consultation and the Article VII process.   

3.2.2 Evaluation of Logistics 

 
For the purposes of this analysis, logistical factors may include the following: engineering 

constraints, utility and other public infrastructure, topography and geology, conformance to 

federal and state laws, social feasibility, regulatory hurdles, public and political opposition, and 

other consequences to the applicant and the public.  The ability to utilize roadways as potential 

alternatives is limited by Federal Highway Law,
112

 New York Highway Law,
113

 New York State 

                                                 
110

  Northern Pass FERC Transmission Service Agreement at 51.(Dec. 13, 

2010),.http://www.northernpass.us/assets/permits-and-

approvals/FERCTransmissionServiceAgreementFiling.pdf 
111

  Id. at 2.. 
112

  23 U.S. Code §§ 101 et seq.  http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-

idx?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title23/23tab_02.tpl 
113

  New York State Highway Law §§ 10 and 52.  See 

http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLHAY+&LIS

T=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=40947028+&TARGET=VIEW 

http://www.northernpass.us/assets/permits-and-approvals/FERCTransmissionServiceAgreementFiling.pdf
http://www.northernpass.us/assets/permits-and-approvals/FERCTransmissionServiceAgreementFiling.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title23/23tab_02.tpl
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?&c=ecfr&tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title23/23tab_02.tpl
http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLHAY+&LIST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=40947028+&TARGET=VIEW
http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLHAY+&LIST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=40947028+&TARGET=VIEW
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Transportation Regulations,
114

 and the Accommodation Plan for Longitudinal Use of Freeway 

ROW by Utilities issued by the NYSDOT.
115

  The NYSDOT, which signed the Joint Proposal 

for Settlement, has indicated that it would highly restrict the longitudinal use of limited access 

highway ROW by utilities (see Appendix A).
116

  In a letter sent during the NYRI Article VII 

proceeding,
117

 the NYSDOT stated that it has an agreement with, and an obligation to, the 

Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”) on how utility facilities are accommodated on 

controlled access highways in New York State.
118

 Under the “Accommodation Plan for 

Longitudinal Use of Freeway Right-of-Way by Utilities” only communication facilities were 

currently permitted to longitudinally occupy New York State freeway rights-of-way with the 

control of access.
119

  The NYSDOT further noted that any requests for non-highway use of 

controlled access highways must be submitted for approval by the FHWA and that “all 

alternatives must be exhausted before FHWA approval of an exception can be granted.”
120

  As of 

December of 2006, the NYSDOT stated only one exception had been granted by the FHWA.
121

 

                                                 
114

  New York State Department of Transportation Rules and Regulations, 17 NYCRR § 131 (2013).  See 

http://government.westlaw.com/linkedslice/default.asp?SP=nycrr-1000 
115

  NYSDOT, Accommodation Plan for Longitudinal Use of Freeway Right-of-Way by Utilities (1995), 

https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dqab/dqab-repository/accommod.pdf?nd=nysdot. 
116

  See, e.g., Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis at 8, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, 

Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the 

Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border 

to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-

EA7C43ECC0BB}.  
117

  See Application of New York Regional Interconnect, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and 

Public Need Pursuant to Article VII for a high voltage direct current electric transmission line running between 

National Grid’s Edic Substation in the Town of Marcy, and Central Hudson Gas & Electric’s Rock Tavern 

Substation located in the Town of New Windsor, Case No. 06-T-0650, 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=06-T-0650. 
118

  NYSDOT, Accommodation Plan for Longitudinal Use of Freeway Right-of-Way by Utilities (1995), 

https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dqab/dqab-repository/accommod.pdf?nd=nysdot.  
119

  NYSDOT Letter Clarifying Its Position at 1, Application of New York Regional Interconnect, Inc. for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII for a high voltage direct 

current electric transmission line running between National Grid’s Edic Substation in the Town of Marcy, and 

Central Hudson Gas & Electric’s Rock Tavern Substation located in the Town of New Windsor.  Case No. 06-

T-0650 (N.Y. P.S.C. Dec. 18, 2006),  

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={7EEEDE23-E552-4741-A528-

707F1FD866E7}.   
120

  Id. at 2 
121

  Id. at 2  

http://government.westlaw.com/linkedslice/default.asp?SP=nycrr-1000
https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dqab/dqab-repository/accommod.pdf?nd=nysdot
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-EA7C43ECC0BB%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-EA7C43ECC0BB%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/MatterManagement/CaseMaster.aspx?MatterCaseNo=06-T-0650
https://www.dot.ny.gov/divisions/engineering/design/dqab/dqab-repository/accommod.pdf?nd=nysdot
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b7EEEDE23-E552-4741-A528-707F1FD866E7%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b7EEEDE23-E552-4741-A528-707F1FD866E7%7d
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The evaluation of logistics also considers whether an alternative is “available” to the applicant.
122

  

Legal restrictions that prohibit site development are also considered in determining whether an 

alternative site is available. 

3.2.3 Evaluation of Existing Technology 

 
Any technology found to be technically infeasible to construct and operate should be removed 

from consideration.
123

  In terms of ensuring that the cable technology is tested and proven, only 

HVDC cable technology is considered in this analysis.  HVDC has the ability to transmit large 

amounts of power over long distances with lower capital costs and with lower energy losses than 

HVAC.
124

  HVDC can carry more power per conductor because, for a given power rating, the 

constant voltage in a HVDC line is lower than the peak voltage in an HVAC line.
125

 HVAC 

transmission is limited by the amount of reactive power required to deliver active power through 

transmission lines, so that long distances are technically unreachable with HVAC lines due to 

limitations on how far reactive power will travel.
126

 

In terms of environmental impacts, HVDC cables do not emit fluctuating electric and magnetic 

fields so they do not raise the health concerns as HVAC power lines.
127

  The only field present is 

a low static magnetic field in close proximity to the cables which is similar to the background 

                                                 
122

  40 C.F.R. § 230.10(a)(2) (2012), See http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/33/1344. 
123

  U.S. Envtl. Protection Agency & U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, EPA842-B-92-008, Evaluating Environmental 

Effects of Dredged Material Management Alternatives: A Technical Framework at 21 (revised Mar. 2004), 

http://water.epa.gov/type/oceb/oceandumping/dredgedmaterial/evaluation.cfm. 
124

  Ex. 122: Report to Parties – XLPE at 9, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate 

of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, 

Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York 

City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={42265426-A2D8-4BB4-9B0F-

669847596CEB}. 
125

  Id. at 9.  
126

  Importance of Reactive Power for System, Electrical Notes & Articles (Mar. 21, 2011), 

http://electricalnotes.wordpress.com/2011/03/21/importance-of-reactive-power-for-system/. 
127

  Environmental Impacts Associated with Routing Proposed in Joint Proposal at 306, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current 

Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={4CC6BFC1-1945-401B-8EF9-

D67CB3C263FB}. 

http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/33/1344
http://water.epa.gov/type/oceb/oceandumping/dredgedmaterial/evaluation.cfm
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b42265426-A2D8-4BB4-9B0F-669847596CEB%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b42265426-A2D8-4BB4-9B0F-669847596CEB%7d
http://electricalnotes.wordpress.com/2011/03/21/importance-of-reactive-power-for-system/
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b4CC6BFC1-1945-401B-8EF9-D67CB3C263FB%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b4CC6BFC1-1945-401B-8EF9-D67CB3C263FB%7d
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magnetic field of the Earth.
128

  HVDC cables use a strong polymeric insulating material so they 

do not contain oils for cooling.
129

   

Given there are no demonstrated environmental advantages to the use of HVAC cables and the 

costs are generally greater over longer distances, only HVDC cables will be considered in terms 

of the cable technology. 

                                                 
128

  Joint Proposal at 42, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. and CHPE Properties, Inc. for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the Public Service Law 

for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High-Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian 

Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={C5F63E41-5ED5-46A2-99A5-

F1C5FC522D36}. 
129

  Id. at 44. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bC5F63E41-5ED5-46A2-99A5-F1C5FC522D36%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bC5F63E41-5ED5-46A2-99A5-F1C5FC522D36%7d
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Section 4 

New York State Department of Public Service 

Alternatives 
 

As part of the review of the Project conducted pursuant to Article VII of the New York State Public 

Service Law, the New York State Public Service Commission Administrative Law Judges invited 

parties to the proceeding to submit alternative routes for the Project.
130

  The NYSDPS submitted 

three alternative route segments which it considered to be “reasonable.”
131

 No other party to the 

proceeding provided an alternative for consideration. 

The three NYSDPS alternatives – Hudson River Western Rail Line Route, Harlem River Rail 

Route, and the Hell Gate Bypass Route – and the outcome of their consideration, are discussed 

below. 

4.1 Existing Technology 

 
For each of the alternatives described in this section, the cable system would be buried.  Buried 

overland installation of the cables is described in Section 2.2.2 above.  The typical cable trench 

along the overland portion of the route would be four (4) feet wide at the bottom and approximately 

four (4) to five (5) feet deep to allow for the proper depth required for the burial of the cables.  A 

minimum separation distance is required from railroad rails to the cables by each railroad; CP 

requires a minimum separation of ten (10) feet from the centerline of the outermost track to the 

cable trench, and CSX requires a minimum separation of twenty-five (25) feet from the centerline 

of the outermost track.  The permanent ROW is anticipated to be thirteen (13) feet in the railroad 

                                                 
130

  Ruling on Schedule and Other Procedural Matters, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the 

Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border to 

New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Oct. 4, 2010), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={F91C8DC4-973C-403F-B32C-

F763D67B62F5}. 
131

  NYSDPS Staff Submits Proposed Alternative Routes, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the 

Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border to 

New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Oct. 27, 2010), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={421FD837-98B0-4E31-9B46-

CCDA62591D73}.   

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bF91C8DC4-973C-403F-B32C-F763D67B62F5%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bF91C8DC4-973C-403F-B32C-F763D67B62F5%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b421FD837-98B0-4E31-9B46-CCDA62591D73%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b421FD837-98B0-4E31-9B46-CCDA62591D73%7d
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ROW and seventeen (17) feet in other areas
132

.  Based on typical construction configurations, the 

temporary construction zone is assumed to be thirty-one (31) to thirty-three (33) feet wide
133

.  

4.2 Hudson River Western Rail Line Route 

 
NYSDPS staff described the Hudson River Western Rail Line Route alternative as beginning in the 

Town of Bethlehem, Albany County and following with the CSX ROW to the west of the Hudson 

River.  The proposed route would enter the Hudson River in the Town of Clarkstown, Rockland 

County.  The route is shown on Figure 4-1. 

                                                 
132

  Order Granting Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need at 101, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article 

VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the 

Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 18, 2013), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={A71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-

016C9F334FFC}. 
133

 Attachment H – Revised Attachment H:  Cross Section Diagrams, CHP Supplemental Application, 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20H%2020120229.pdf. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20H%2020120229.pdf
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FIGURE 4-1 

HUDSON RIVER WESTERN RAIL LINE 
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Practicable Alternatives 

At the request of Settlement Parties and the NYSDOS, the Applicants conducted a detailed analysis 

of the routing constraints and available alternatives along the entirety of this route.
134

  This analysis 

included a review of potential roadway ROWs which could be utilized in locations where the use of 

the railroad ROW was considered impractical.  The following segments were determined to be 

practicable based on cost, available technology, and logistics. 

Route Mile 202 to 223 (Coeymans to Catskill) 

The Project route as originally proposed would have entered the Hudson River in Coeymans, New 

York, reaching that point by following the CSX ROW.  The Applicants reviewed the CSX ROW 

from Selkirk south to north of Catskill and identified no significant engineering constraints.  

Therefore, this portion of the Hudson River Western Rail Line was accepted by the Settlement 

Parties as practicable.   

Route Mile 296 to 303 (Haverstraw Bay – Stony Point to Clarkstown) 

The Project route as originally proposed would traverse Haverstraw Bay by utilizing portions of the 

existing navigation channel.  Haverstraw Bay, however, represents one of the most significant 

coastal habitats within the Hudson River; consequently, the Applicants worked collaboratively with 

Settlement Parties to develop a practicable bypass route of Haverstraw Bay, which roughly follows 

the southern portion of the Hudson River Western Rail Line Route. 

Non-Practicable Alternatives 

The Applicants’ review of the portion of the Hudson River Western Rail Line Route between 

Catskill and Stony Point indicated that the route was not practicable based on logistics and costs.  

This analysis is provided below. 

                                                 
134

  Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate 

of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, 

Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, 

Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012) (“Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis”), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-

EA7C43ECC0BB}.  

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-EA7C43ECC0BB%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-EA7C43ECC0BB%7d


Section 4 New York State Department of Public Service Alternatives 

 

 

4-6 

Logistics 

The constraints based on access, topography and geology are presented below.  For ease of review, 

the Hudson River Western Rail Line Route was divided into segments with reference to the route 

miles.  The anticipated construction duration for the segments described below would exceed thirty-

two months utilizing multiple crews, compared to the three months estimated by a contractor for in-

water burial. 

Route Mile 223 to 233 (Catskill to Malden-on-Hudson) 

From Catskill to Malden-on-Hudson (north of Saugerties),  Applicants identified CSX’s Catskill 

Trestle, which crosses Catskill Creek and Route 9, as an engineering issue, as  there is not a 

practicable alternative to bring the cables to the Hudson River.  While the cables could be laid 

within the Route 34 right-of-way to connect to Riverside Road, the only parcel adjacent to the 

Hudson River with sufficient acreage for a HDD into the Hudson River was determined by the 

NYSDPS to be classified as a municipal park and therefore the rights to the land could not be 

transferred to a private party without state legislation.
135

  Based on the logistics involved in 

obtaining access to this site, it was determined to be impractical. 

Route Mile 233 to 245 (Malden-on-Hudson to Kingston) 

Siting in this segment is logistically complicated due to the dense development within the Ulster / 

Kingston area.  As the CSX railroad travels beneath Route 209 in Ulster, the railroad corridor is 

constrained by existing overhead transmission lines on both sides of the railroad ROW.  It would 

not be possible to maintain a significant separation from these other facilities within the railroad 

ROW, so the cables would need to be located adjacent to John M. Clark Drive, which runs parallel 

to the tracks until they both intersect with Route 157, at which point the transmission lines no 

longer run on both sides of the railroad ROW.  As a consequence, certain municipal approvals 

would be needed.  After passing through the Kingston railyard and over Route 32/Flatbush Avenue, 

the railroad corridor traverses the middle of St. Mary’s Cemetery with an overhead transmission 

line on the western side of the railroad corridor.  There is insufficient room between the cemetery 

                                                 
135

  See, e.g., Friends of Van Cortlandt Park v. City of New York, 95 N.Y.2d 623, 631-32 (2001) (“[O]ur law is well 

settled: dedicated park areas in New York are impressed with a public trust for the benefit of the people of the 

State.  Their use for other than park purposes, either for a period of years or permanently, requires the direct and 

specific approval of the State Legislature, plainly conferred.”) (internal quotations omitted). 
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(actual gravestones) and the railroad tracks along the eastern side of the railroad corridor to install 

the Project’s cables with traditional trenching methods; moreover, the extent of development would 

prevent the use of HDD.  A roadway bypass would require utilizing the Route 32 ROW to access 

Farrelly Street to the east or Foxhall Avenue to the west.  Utilizing either of these roadways would 

require traveling through residential neighborhoods where the houses are very close to each other 

and close to the roads, making installation extremely difficult; moreover, utilizing these roadways 

would likely generate significant local opposition from homeowners.  

View (Looking East) of the Railroad Corridor 

Extending through St. Mary’s Cemetery in Kingston 

 

Immediately south of the cemetery, the railroad corridor extends through a heavily developed urban 

area where large buildings are located immediately adjacent to the railroad corridor (within ~10 

feet), resulting in insufficient horizontal clearance to install the Project cables within this section of 

ROW.  This level of development is intermittent until the railroad crosses a small bridge over the 

Broadway roadway.  As with the roads proximal to the cemetery, the roadways that might be 

utilized as an alternative to this segment (e.g. Foxhall Avenue, Cornell Street, Ten Broeck Avenue, 

and Grand Street) also have buildings immediately adjacent to the roadway as well as residential 

houses where construction would be disruptive.  As with the above segment, there is likely to be 

public opposition to construction in close proximity to homes and businesses. 
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View of Large Buildings Immediately Adjacent to Railroad Corridor in Kingston 

 

Roadway alternatives that would bypass the City of Kingston were also reviewed.  Route 9W could 

be accessed by following Route 157 east at the terminus of John M. Clark Drive.  While Route 9W 

has a low density of development north of Route 32, it becomes a limited access highway 

(controlled-access road) once it crosses Route 32.  As discussed in Section 3.2.2, the NYSDOT has 

indicated that it would highly restrict the longitudinal use of limited access highway ROW by 

utilities (see Appendix A).
136

  

Route 32 becomes Flatbush Road and Flatbush Avenue as it passes within the city center and 

experiences the same high level of development as other roadways within the city.  Based on this 

analysis, the Applicants were unable to identify any practicable alternative that traversed the 

municipalities of Ulster and Kingston and therefore the cables would need to enter the water prior to 

this point.   

In terms of roadway alternatives, the only road that travels in relatively close proximity to the 

Hudson River is Route 32 with a separation distance of approximately one-half mile.  However, this 

roadway, as well as Route 9W, traverses the Esopus Creek Bridge to cross the Esopus Creek in 

                                                 
136

  See, e.g., Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis at 8 and Appendix A of this document. 
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Saugerties.  The NYSDOT has indicated that it would not permit hanging cables on structures 

owned and operated by the agency.
137

  An HDD would be complicated by the depth of the gorge 

(approximately 75 feet), the gravity dam downstream of the bridge, and existing buildings at both 

ends of the bridge.  There are no existing launch /exit sites that meet the necessary spacing criteria 

for a safe drill under these constraints.  Therefore, routes 9W and 32 south of Esopus Creek are 

considered inaccessible to the northern portion of the cable route and therefore not a practical 

alternative. 

Route Mile 245 to 254 (Kingston to West Park) 

At the southern edge of Kingston, the railroad corridor enters a tunnel which leads onto a raised 

trestle bridge crossing the Rondout River.  Cable burial within a tunnel is considered infeasible 

because adequate separation from the track is not possible; additionally, the cables would be 

susceptible to damage from the trains, which would pose a risk to the reliability of the cable system.   

To access this portion of the alternative from the Hudson River, the cables would need to be 

installed within Rondout Creek.  Rondout Creek been designated by the NYSDOS as a Significant 

Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitat (“SCFWH”), as it is one of the largest freshwater tributaries of 

the Hudson River Estuary and the concentrations of anadromous and resident freshwater fish have 

been described by the NYSDOS as unusual in Ulster County.
138

  Thus, it would have more 

significant environmental impacts than the proposed route.  In addition, there is a former 

gasification plant at the mouth of the creek and soil remediation in the waterway is currently being 

conducted, which would severely limit the construction window.
139

   

Route Mile 254 to 261 (West Park to Highland) 

South of the intersection with Route 9W, the railroad ROW runs adjacent to the Hudson River and 

there are multiple instances where there is only a narrow strip of land between the edge of the 

Hudson River to the east and large rock outcroppings or very steep terrain to the west.  Installation 

in these areas would require either blasting of the bedrock to create a sufficient degree of separation 

from the railroad or an expensive HDD installation (assuming that there is available space for this 

                                                 
137

  Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis at 5. 
138

  Id. at 6. 
139

  Id. 
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technique).
140

  Using on-line aerial photography, sixteen distinct outcrops with an estimated average 

length of 490 feet and a range of 230 to 1,020 feet were identified.  This estimate of bedrock 

material should be considered conservative as the desktop analysis only accounts for exposed 

outcroppings.  In Highland, Oakes Road runs immediately adjacent to the railroad ROW for 

approximately 3,200 feet, so there is insufficient room to install the cables for the majority of this 

stretch.
141

 

 

 

View of Railroad Route on a Steep Embankment (opposite Hyde Park) 

 

 

                                                 
140

  Id.   Blasting within a railroad ROW is a normally not permitted by railroads. If such work was approved, the cost 

would vary depending on rock hardness, location, quantity, size requirements, hauling rates, etc.  A unit rate of $ 

100 /cubic yard would not be unusual under typical railroad ROW conditions.    Horizontal directional drills would 

also be costly, with unit costs in rock of near $1,000/ linear foot. 
141

  Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis at 6. 
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View of Railroad on a Steep Embankment (continued south of photo above) 

 

The use of Route 9W was also considered, as this roadway initially travels through largely 

undeveloped countryside.  Transmission poles border only one side of the road for less than two (2) 

miles until it intersects with Upper North Road in Highland.  However, a short distance after the 

intersection with Upper North Road, Route 9W expands to four lanes.  Over the next approximately 

four (4) miles, the transmission system switches sides eight times.  In order to maintain the required 

separation, the cables would need to cross underneath the roadway.  As Routes 44 and 55 overlap 

with Route 9W in Highland, the transmission system poles occupy both sides of the roadway.  In 

addition, the density of businesses with access points on the roadway increases.  Route 9W also 

crosses two bridges before it connects with Route 44/55 for which there are no readily identifiable 

bypasses.  Overall this route would present severe logistical challenges in terms of identifying a 

constructible route.  The intensity of development along Route 9W, particularly as it enters 

Highland, would result in insufficient room to install the cables for the majority of this stretch.  

Further, high traffic volume, as well as the presence of bridges, would further make utilization of 

Route 9W impracticable.   
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View of 9W at Intersection with Routes 55 and 44 in Highland 

 

Route Mile 261 to 277 (Highland to Newburgh) 

Immediately south of where the railroad ROW goes under the Route 44 bridge, a maintenance road 

or other limited roadway is located to the west of the tracks.  The distance between this road and the 

ROW is insufficient to meet CSX’s minimum separation distance from the tracks.  Between the 

Route 44 bridge and U.S. Highway 84 bridge in Newburgh, eighteen rock outcrops were identified 

using aerial photography that would significantly complicate installation if the railroad companies 

allowed for the necessary construction activities.  The average length of each outcrop is 

approximately 770 feet with a range of 160 feet to 2,950 feet.  This segment also has seven 

instances where the railroad has water on both sides of the tracks for an average distance of 1,250 

feet.  As was noted earlier, the desktop analysis only accounts for visible bedrock and so the actual 

length of ROW where upland construction is essentially infeasible may be far longer.  A short 

distance south of the U.S. Highway 84 bridge, the railroad occupies a raised berm.  The cables 

would either need to be laid at the foot of the berm with HDDs for the road crossings or, in 

congested sections, the ROW of an alternate roadway such as Water Street would need to be 

accessed.  Based on these geological and engineering logistical issues, installation in this section of 

railroad ROW is considered to be impractical. 
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View of Railroad and Culvert Located along Hudson River Southeast of Milton 

 

In terms of roadway alternatives, Oakes Road passes under the Route 44 bridge but reaches a dead 

end within a mile.  Other roadway route alternatives would need to be accessed through Highland 

and, as previously discussed, the intensity of development in the vicinity of the intersection of 

Routes 9W and 44 would result in insufficient room to install the cables for the majority of this 

stretch.   

Following the Hudson River south from Highland, the first roadway to come in close proximity to 

the river is Old Indian Trail Road in Milton at approximately Route Mile 266.  At its closest point, 

the road is adjacent to the railroad ROW and is less than a mile away from connecting to Route 9W.  

As Route 9W travels south, it traverses lightly to moderately developed areas.  However, as was 

observed in a northern segment, the transmission poles cross the roadway multiple times which 

would require HDD drillings or open cut trenching at each location.  The transmission line 

crossings are often necessary in order to avoid natural and anthropogenic obstacles,
142

 thereby 

                                                 
142

  These natural and anthropogenic obstacles include street lights, isolated utility poles and rock outcrops,  



Section 4 New York State Department of Public Service Alternatives 

 

 

4-14 

making installation of the Project’s cables more impractical since cables would not only need to 

avoid the transmission lines but also these features.   

As the road approaches Marlboro, development becomes more pronounced with the hamlet 

buildings directly adjacent to the roadway.  South of the hamlet’s center, the road has transmission 

poles on one side and a cemetery on the other for approximately five hundred (500) feet.  Bypassing 

this section would require utilizing residential roads for approximately one-half mile.  Continuing 

south, Route 9W continues to travel through low to moderate density developments, with 

transmission poles that cross the highway at infrequent intervals.  Based on the existing utility and 

development constraints, as well as the likely public opposition to construction in close proximity to 

homes and businesses, installation in this roadway alternative is considered to be impractical. 

Route Mile 277 to 280 (Newburgh to Cornwall on Hudson) 

South of Newburgh, where the railroad reaches Cornwall on Hudson where Shore Road is proximal 

to the railroad tracks, it would not be possible to meet minimum setbacks along much of this 

section. 

Within a one-half mile distance of the Route 84 bridge, Route 9W experiences significant industrial 

development.  In the center of Newburgh, the road is bordered by closely spaced packed residential 

houses as well as occasional park and recreational facilities.  South of Newburgh proper, Route 9W 

becomes a divided four-lane highway for approximately two miles with transmission poles on the 

eastern side of the road.  Once the divided highway ends, there is a bridge crossing of Moodna 

Creek which, based on NYSDOT’s previously stated position about installation of transmission 

cables on agency bridges, would require that the Project utilize an HDD drill to cross under the 

creek.
143

  As Route 9W crosses Route 107 in Cornwall, it transitions to a limited access highway 

and the collocation of transmission cables in the ROW of limited access highways is highly 

restricted and discouraged by NYSDOT.
144

  Due to constraints in the Hamlet of Newburg and 

engineering constraints at Cornwall on Hudson, installation of the cables in this alternative section 

is impractical. 

 

                                                 
143

  Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis at 8. 
144

  Id. 
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Route Mile 280 to 284 (Cornwall on Hudson to West Point) 

As the railroad reaches Cornwall on Hudson, Shore Road runs parallel to the tracks for 

approximately one mile and for more than half that distance the Hudson River lies along the eastern 

side.  Five (5) rock outcroppings with an average length of 960 feet (range of 380 to 1,920 feet) 

were identified as well as a berm through a water way extending approximately 300 feet.  In West 

Point, River Road and the Upton Road run parallel to the railroad tracks with the Hudson River to 

the east for approximately 4,060 feet before entering the tunnel beneath West Point Military 

Academy (“West Point”).   

As previously discussed, Route 9W becomes a limited access highway in Cornwall and NYSDOT 

has indicated that it would highly restrict the collocation in the ROW of limited access highways.
145

  

As an alternate route, Route 218 -- which intersects the highway prior to the transition to a limited 

access roadway -- was considered.  However, this roadway travels through the center of Cornwall 

on Hudson through closely spaced residential houses and commercial districts.  Trees line both 

sides of road through the town, so that any installation would either require their removal or risk 

damage as well as overcome any opposition from local residents and businesses.  Outside the town 

proper, Route 218 enters Storm King State Park and climbs up Storm King Mountain along a steep 

and windy roadway.  As the road crosses the front of the mountain, there is an approximately half-

mile stretch where the road has been carved out of the cliff face.  Based on the access and 

engineering constraints, this roadway is not considered to be a practical alternative. 

Route Mile 284 to 285 (West Point) 

The railroad tunnel beneath West Point extends for approximately 3,500 feet.  As discussed earlier, 

the railroad company has specified safety setbacks which could not be met within this tunnel 

through burial installation.  Rock cuts into the sides of the wall were considered, but railroad 

representatives indicated that they would not allow this approach as it would require work within 

the tunnel for months, significantly impacting railway use.
146

  Installation of the cables within the 

tunnel ceiling would also require significant construction time and would present a serious liability 

should any type of failure occur.   As the railroad tracks leave the tunnel, there is a short stretch 

                                                 
145

  Id. 
146

  Id. 
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(approximately 500 feet) where an Academy parking lot lies to the east and Williams Road to the 

west.  The parking lot would need to be excavated in order to install the cables or an HDD 

constructed.  Installation in this section of railroad ROW is considered to be impractical. 

There are no state roads in close proximity to either entrance to the tunnel.  Both River Road and 

Upton Road are in close proximity to the water and connect into existing local roads.  However, 

these roads are built perpendicular to the slope of the foothills of Storm King Mountain and the 

rights-of-way are narrow.   

  

View of Railroad and Roads along Storm King State Park & Hudson Highlands State Park 

 

Route Mile 285 to 290 (West Point to Fort Montgomery) 

As with earlier segments, the railroad runs parallel to the Hudson River.  Ten rock outcroppings 

with an average length of 720 feet (range of 265 to 1,606) were identified in addition to four water 

crossings with an average length of approximately 490 feet (range of 402 to 644).  In addition, the 

ROW travels through the Bear Mountain tunnel, which extends for approximately 800 feet.  

Installation in this section of railroad ROW is considered to be impractical. 
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View of Railroad and Bridge Located South of West Point 

 

 

View of Tunnel and Waterbody Crossing in Bear Mountain State Park 
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View of Railroad along Bear Mountain State Park 

 

There are no state roads or local roads in close proximity to the water for this segment.  Mine Dock 

Road in Fort Montgomery could be accessed if the cables came out of the water into the railroad 

ROW and were laid a short distance before entering the road.  However, Mine Dock Road runs 

underneath Route 9W and private homes are located on either side of the bridge abutments, posing 

significant logistical concerns. 

Route Mile 290 to 296 (Fort Montgomery to Stony Point) 

Six rock outcroppings were identified with an average length of 490 feet (range of 190 to 860) and 

seven water crossings with an average length of 1,080 feet (range 391 to 2,373).  In addition, north 

of Stony Point Lighthouse is an approximately 2,020-foot stretch of railroad where water is to the 

east and utility grade transmission lines are to the west.  As the railroad curves around Dunderberg 

Mountain past Jones Point, River Road runs parallel to the tracks for approximately 1,400 feet.  

Further along the tracks, West Shore Drive in Tomkins Cove runs in close proximity to the railway 

for approximately 1,600 feet.  Installation in this section of railroad ROW is considered to be 

impractical due to the constrained ROW. 
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A steep rock embankment lies beneath the bridge that connects Routes 6/202 into a round-about 

with 9W/202 and the Palisades Interstate Parkway, which is a limited access highway that 

terminates at this traffic circle.  As there is a toll-collection area associated with the bridge to the 

east, consultation would need to occur with the NYSDOT as they have indicated that the use of the 

ROW of limited access highways would be highly restricted.
147

  Moreover, the roadway travels 

south through Bear Mountain State Park and trees line both sides of the road, which is kept in a 

natural setting.  The roadway passes a boat launch near Iona Island, whose bay is a SCFWH.  Six 

rock outcroppings of  an average length of 850 feet (range of 141 to 2,556 feet) were identified.  

Installation in this section of road is considered to be impractical due to the extent of clearing, 

blasting and/or other activities that would be required within a state park for a relatively short 

overland segment. 

Cost 

The Hudson River Western Rail Route entails an upland section from Catskill to Stony Point.   

These 96 miles include a number of challenging and costly installation measures including;  

 Requirements for long horizontal directional drills;  

 Accommodating extremely narrow work areas;  

 Incorporating interim bypasses on roadways;  

 Avoiding conflicts with existing utilities;  

 Crossing of 11 waterways and 2 areas of Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitat; 

 Construction through 61 areas with predominately rock conditions; and  

 Passing through or around 4 tunnel sections.  

Only for the purpose of preparing a cost estimate is it assumed that engineering solutions can be 

developed for all of the listed challenges; however, given the complexity of some of the challenges, 

engineering solutions or agency approvals may not, in fact, be attainable.  The installation problems 

are more pronounced in the urban and industrial areas of Ulster, Kingston and Newburgh due to the 

existing developed landscape conditions.  Engineering solutions will also require extensive 

                                                 
147

  Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis at 8. 
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discussions with local municipalities, NYSDOT and with CSX to secure variances from 

conventional protocols for construction and installation in their busy freight rail corridor.   

The estimated costs per mile for the additional 96 miles upland section ranges from$ 4.8M/mile to 

$9.0M/mile, as compared to the $3.5M/mile for the Article VII proposed marine route.  Extending 

these estimated costs results in a net increase to the Project costs for installation of the cables from 

Catskill to Stony Point of approximately $620M or a 42% increase from the cost of the Article VII 

baseline cable installation estimate.  The Hudson River Western Rail Route also represents a net 

additional twenty-four (24) miles of installation when compared to the baseline route. 

Additional information on the comparative costs is shown in Table 4-1. 

Analysis 

NYSDPS staff described the Hudson River Western Rail Line Route alternative as beginning in the 

Town of Bethlehem, Albany County and following with the CSX ROW to the west of the Hudson 

River.  During settlement negotiations, the Applicants agreed to the segment from Coeymans to 

Catskill (21 miles) and the bypass around Haverstraw Bay (7 miles).   

However, the section from Catskill to Stony Point posed significant engineering issues, including 

insufficient room to install the cables around existing development and utility features, tunnel 

features, and the requirements for the long HDD installations that would be required in places.  

Access is also an issue for the alternative in areas where the land is restricted because of existing 

regulations and laws (e.g. limited access highways, municipal parks, federal land).  The installation 

of the transmission cables in close proximity to homes and business will likely generate public 

opposition based on the experience of the NYRI project (particularly as the construction duration 

will be more than a ten-fold increase over in-water installation). 

In addition to the logistical issues which would pose difficult issues as well as likely political and 

public opposition, the complete Hudson River Western Rail Route also has significant cost 

implications.  Project costs would increase by approximately 43% from the current Project; at that 

cost, there would be no transmission customers that would take service on the transmission line.  

For these reasons, the Hudson River Western Rail Line Route is not a practical alternative. 
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TABLE 4-1 

PROPOSED PROJECT AND HUDSON RIVER WESTERN RAIL ROUTE 

Section 

 

Upland or 

Marine 

 

Distance 

(Miles) 

 

Cost per mile 

($million) 

 

Project Cost 

($million) 

Hudson River Western 

Rail Cost 

($million) 

International Border to Dresden Marine 101.5 2.9 $ 290.7 $ 290.7 

Dresden to Catskill Upland 126.8 5.3 $ 666.1  

Upland 118.3 5.3  $ 621.5 

Catskill to Stony Point Marine 67.4 3.5 $ 237.4  

Upland 100 9.0  $ 900.0 

Stony Point to Clarkstown Upland 7.9 12.7 $ 100.4 $ 100.4 

Clarkstown to Bronx Marine 27.6 4.4 $ 122.6 $ 122.6 

Bronx to Astoria Converter site Upland 2.3 15.0 $ 34.5 $ 34.5 

 

 Project Hudson River Western Rail 

Marine Distance (miles) 196.5 129.1 

Upland  Distance (miles) 135.5 227.1 

Total Distance (miles) 332.1 356.2 

Total Cost ($millions) $ 1,451.72 $ 2,069.6 

Cost Variance from Project ($millions)  $ 617.92 

Cost Variance from Project (%)  42.6% 

 

Notes: 
1. Baseline pricing based on estimate provided by reliable contractor in August 2012. 

2. Distances based on segment lengths. 

3. Marine costs/mile vary due to sub-bottom conditions, turbidity, installation methods, navigation and other considerations. 

4. Estimate assumes that engineering solutions and CSX concurrence can be secured for challenging conditions. 

5. Engineering solutions to some challenges may not be obtainable. 

 

4.3 Harlem River Rail Route 

 
This proposed alternative would begin in the Hudson River and make landfall at Spuyten Duyvill in 

the Bronx.  The route would then proceed along the Metropolitan Transit Authority and New York 

State Department of Transportation railroad corridor along the northern and eastern banks of the 

Harlem River for approximately six miles to the rail yards west of Willis Avenue, where it would 

join the alignment of the Hell Gate Bypass Route described below.  The route is shown in 

Figure 4-2. 

Logistics 

The Harlem River Rail Route alternative entails a six mile upland section through the Bronx along 

rail corridors.  The Harlem Rail Line along the river’s edge on the Bronx side of the Harlem River 

provides a near direct upland course within a rail corridor, built in 1851, on trestles set in “rip-rap” 

foundations.  In the northern portion, the route extends through the neighborhoods of the southwest 
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Bronx in challenging geotechnical conditions (e.g., Fordham gneiss and Inwood marble).  The 

corridor is narrow and construction of a buried HVDC line will entail extended lengths of direct 

attachments of the cables to the supporting trestles which entail an increased risk of damage to the 

cables because the cables will be exposed in a high traffic area.  Also, approval from the 

Metropolitan Transit Authority (“MTA”) and NYSDOT would be required and it is not clear that 

such authorizations would be granted.
148

  In the southern portion, the route follows a 1.9 mile 

section of the Oak Point Link which connects the Metro-North Railroad's Hudson Line (“MNCR”) 

with the Harlem River Intermodal Yard and the CSX Transportation Oak Point Yard.  Along the 

route, the cables would pass through three passenger stations and a rail maintenance facility.  The 

Harlem River Rail Route passes under nine bridges and includes a six hundred (600) foot length 

segment between West Tremont Avenue and the Harlem River Park Bridge where it passes under a 

building.  

                                                 
148

 For a discussion of NYSDOT’s goals with regards to increasing the utilization of rail freight service in the New York 

City metropolitan area, see Comparison of Alternative Converter Station Sites Application of Champlain Hudson 

Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of 

the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the 

Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={F78693D0-6E5B-4E71-BA6E-

53D4A3445A15}. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bF78693D0-6E5B-4E71-BA6E-53D4A3445A15%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bF78693D0-6E5B-4E71-BA6E-53D4A3445A15%7d
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FIGURE 4-2 

HARLEM RIVER RAIL ROUTE 
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View of Railroad between Large Rock Outcropping along Harlem River 

 

 

View of Building over Railroad along the Harlem River 
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View of Building Immediately adjacent to Railroad along Harlem River 

 

Given the challenges of obtaining approvals to secure to the railroad trestle, an additional alternative 

was assessed; this alternative entails a landing on the west side of Manhattan and an upland route 

across the City and along a greenway on the western shore of the Harlem River. This route also 

would require the need for approvals from an assortment of City and State agencies. Working 

within the City of New York is replete with challenges (e.g. utility relocations, City-imposed work 

moratoriums) and production rates will likely range from 0 feet/day to 30 feet/day at the high end. 

Consequently, the overland through the City could disrupt City traffic for more than two years. 

Cost 

Only for the purpose of preparing this cost estimate is it assumed that engineering solutions can be 

developed for all of the listed challenges.  Scheduling restraints will be most pronounced along the 

passenger lines.  Engineering solutions also will require extensive discussions with the NYSDOT, 

MTA and with CSX to secure variances from conventional protocols for construction and 

installation in their busy passenger and freight rail corridor.  Given the complexity of some of the 

challenges, engineering solutions and/or agency approvals may not be attainable. 
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The estimated cost per mile for the approximately 6 mile upland section ranges is $18M/mile, as 

compared to the $4.4M/mile for the Article VII proposed marine route, a four-fold increase.  The 

Harlem River Route therefore represents a cost increase of approximately $81 million (305%) 

compared to in-water installation over the same segment.  This results in an overall net increase to 

the Project costs of approximately 6% above the cost of the Article VII baseline cable installation 

estimate.   

For the overland alternative across the City of New York,  the estimated cost per mile for the 

approximately 6 miles upland section is $32.5 M/mile, as compared to the $4.4M/mile for the 

Article VII proposed marine route, almost an eight‐fold increase. This results in a net increase to 

Project of approximately $189 M or a 15% increase from the cost of the Article VII baseline cable 

installation estimate.  

Additional information on the comparative costs is shown in Table 4-2.
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TABLE 4-2 

PROPOSED PROJECT AND HARLEM RIVER RAIL ROUTE 

Section 

Upland 

or 

Marine 

Distance 

(Miles) 

Cost per 

mile 

($million) 

Project 

Cost 

($million) 

Harlem River 

Rail Cost 

($million) 

 

Harlem River 

(Manhattan) 

International Border to Dresden Marine 101.5 2.9 $ 290.7 $ 290.7 $ 290.7 

Dresden to Catskill Upland 126.8 5.3 $ 666.1 $ 666.1 $ 666.1 

Catskill to Stony Point Marine 67.4 3.5 $ 237.4 $ 237.4 $ 237.4 

Stony Point to Clarkstown Upland 7.9 12.7 $ 100.4 $ 100.4 $ 100.4 

Clarkstown to Bronx Marine 27.6 4.4 $ 122.6   

Marine 21.6 4.4  $ 95.0  

Clarkstown to Manhattan Marine 28.5 4.4   $126.60 

Bronx (Inwood) to Bronx (HRY) Upland 6 18  $ 108.0  

Manhattan (Landing to Launch) Upland 6.5 32.5   $211.25 

Bronx to Astoria Converter site Upland 2.3 15.0 $ 34.5 $ 34.5 $34.5 

 

 Project Harlem River Rail 

Harlem River 

(Manhattan) 

Marine Distance (miles) 196.5 190.5 197.4 

Upland  Distance (miles) 135.5 141.6 142.1 

Total Distance (miles) 332.1 332.3 339.5 

Total Cost ($millions) $ 1,451.72 $ 1,532.2 $1,666.97 

Cost Variance from Project on Harlem River ($millions)  $ 81.35 $188.59 

Cost Variance from Project on Harlem River (%)  305.2% 707.6% 

Cost Variance from Overall Project ($millions)  $ 80.44 $215.25 

Cost Variance from Overall Project (%)  5.5% 14.8% 

 

Notes: 
1. Baseline pricing based on estimate provided by reliable contractor in August 2012. 

2. Distances based on segment lengths. 

3. Marine costs/mile vary due to sub-bottom conditions, turbidity, installation methods, navigation and other 

considerations. 

4. Estimate assumes that engineering solutions and CSX concurrence can be secured for challenging conditions. 

5. Engineering solutions to some challenges may not be obtainable. 

 

Analysis 

The six-mile Harlem River Rail Route presents enormous logistical and engineering challenges 

on a busy passenger and freight rail corridor in the most densely populated city in the US.  

Engineering issues include: attaching the cables to the railway in such a manner that will both 

ensure the security of the transmission system and maintain existing railway use; installing the 

cables under buildings; and poor geotechnical conditions.  Access to this corridor also would 

require substantial negotiations with the Metropolitan Transit Authority and NYSDOT; as has 

been discussed, the NYSDOT does not allow cables on their bridge structures.  The construction 

costs for this segment of the route, even if achievable, are approximately 305% higher than the 

in-water installation.  An alternative route buried in Manhattan would have a net increase to the 

Project costs of approximately $189 M or a 15% increase from the cost of the Article VII 
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baseline cable installation estimate.  Based on the higher construction costs as well as the 

extreme uncertainty as to whether it is feasible from an engineering perspective, this alternative 

is impractical. 

4.4 Hell Gate Bypass Route 

 
The Hell Gate Bypass Route alternative begins north of the Willis Avenue Bridge, and proceeds 

easterly to landfall at the NYSDOT railroad corridor and rail yards, following the rail corridor 

along the northerly side of the Bronx Kill to the East River.  This route proceeds southeasterly 

across the East River to landfall at the power plant complex at Lawrence Point in Astoria, 

Queens.  See Figure 4-3. 

NYSDPS Staff noted that this alternative avoided installing the transmission cables in a 

longitudinal occupancy of the Hell Gate reach of the East River, where engineering constraints 

and environmental conditions may limit constructability.
149

  Furthermore, this alternative 

minimized conflicts with proposed development of renewable hydrokinetic energy 

demonstration projects in the East River.
150

  

Based on an analysis of this alternative as part of the Article VII proceeding, it was determined 

to be practical in terms of cost, available technology, and logistics and, therefore, was 

incorporated into the proposed Project. 

                                                 
149

  NYSDPS Staff Submits Proposed Alternative Routes at 3, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, 

Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the 

Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border 

to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Oct. 27, 2010), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={421FD837-98B0-4E31-9B46-

CCDA62591D73}.   
150

   New York East River Tidal Project, FERC Docket P-12665, and Roosevelt Island Tidal Project, FERC Docket 

P-12611.  See http://web2.uconn.edu/seagrantnybight/documents/Energy%20Docs/6_Hydrokinetic.pdf 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b421FD837-98B0-4E31-9B46-CCDA62591D73%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b421FD837-98B0-4E31-9B46-CCDA62591D73%7d
http://web2.uconn.edu/seagrantnybight/documents/Energy%20Docs/6_Hydrokinetic.pdf
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FIGURE 4-3 

HELLGATE BYPASS ROUTE 
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Section 5 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Alternatives 
 

The USACE requested that the following alternatives be considered:
151

 

a) A new overland power line route through a combination of road right-of-way 

(ROW), railroad ROW, and new power line ROW.   

b)  A new overland power line route through a new power line ROW.   

Each of these alternatives is evaluated below. 

5.1 Existing Technology 

 
For each of the alternatives described in this section, the cable system would be buried.  Buried 

overland installation of the cables is described in Section 2.2.2 above.  The typical cable trench 

along the overland portion of the route would be four (4) feet wide at the bottom and approximately 

four (4) to five (5) feet deep to allow for the proper depth required for the burial of the cables.  A 

minimum separation distance is required from railroad rails to the cables by each railroad; CP 

requires a minimum separation of ten (10) feet from the centerline of the outermost track to the 

cable trench, and CSX requires a minimum separation of twenty-five (25) feet from the centerline 

of the outermost track.  The permanent ROW is anticipated to be thirteen (13) feet in the railroad 

ROW and seventeen (17) feet in other areas.
152

  Based on typical construction configurations, the 

temporary construction zone is assumed to be thirty-one (31) to thirty-three (33) feet wide.
153

  

5.2 Overland Using Existing Rights-of-Way 
 

The proposed alternative using existing ROWs is presented in segments:  1) west of Adirondack 

Park; and 2) east of the Hudson River. 

                                                 
151

  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 2013  USACE File Number 2009-01089-WRY, Transmission Developers Inc., 

Champlain Hudson Power Express Transmission Line Project, OE Docket N.O. PP-362.  USACE Comments on 

Preliminary Draft Environmental Impact Statement dated December 2012.  Letter to Brian Mills, U.S. Department 

of Energy and Donald Jessome, TDI dated February 19, 2013. 
152

 Order Granting Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need at 101, Application of Champlain 

Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article 

VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the 

Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Apr. 18, 2013), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={A71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-

016C9F334FFC}. 
153

 Attachment H – Revised Attachment H:  Cross Section Diagrams, CHP Supplemental Application, 

http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20H%2020120229.pdf. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bA71423C8-B489-4996-9C5A-016C9F334FFC%7d
http://www.chpexpress.com/docs/regulatory/permit-application/Attachment%20H%2020120229.pdf
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5.2.1 West of Adirondack Park 

 

Based on the US National Transportation Atlas developed by the U.S. Department of 

Transportation’s Research and Innovative Technology Administration, (see Figure 5-1), there are no 

major railroad routes which travel around the perimeter to the west of Adirondack Park.
154

  CSX 

operates a railroad line that crosses the international border at Massena, New York, travels 

southwest to Syracuse, New York, then continues to the east to connect with the proposed Project 

route in Rotterdam, New York, for a total of 280 miles.  As this routing would be approximately 

100 miles more than the proposed routing for this section (of which approximately 40% is 

overland), a combination of railroad and roadway routing was selected for this alternative. 

The alternative under consideration (see Figure 5-2) would follow the CSX railroad ROW from the 

U.S. – Canada border near Massena, New York and travel to the southwest for approximately 100.1 

miles to the town of Evans Mills, New York.  The route would enter the Route 46 ROW which, 

after a short distance, becomes Route 26.  Route 26 would be utilized for approximately 27.1 miles 

past the municipalities of, among others, Great Bend, West Carthage, Sterlingville, Carthage, and 

Castorland before entering Lowville.   

                                                 
154

  U.S. Dep’t of Transp. Research & Innovative Tech. Admin., National Transportation Atlas Database (2012), 

http://www.rita.dot.gov/bts/sites/rita.dot.gov.bts/files/publications/national_transportation_atlas_database/2012/ind

ex.html.  

http://www.rita.dot.gov/bts/sites/rita.dot.gov.bts/files/publications/national_transportation_atlas_database/2012/index.html
http://www.rita.dot.gov/bts/sites/rita.dot.gov.bts/files/publications/national_transportation_atlas_database/2012/index.html
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FIGURE 5-1 

EXISTING RAILROAD LINES 
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FIGURE 5-2 

WEST OF ADIRONDACK PARK EXISTING RIGHTS-OF-WAY ALTERNATIVE 
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Leaving Lowville, the route would connect into the Route 12 ROW and proceed south for 30.8 

miles along this roadway, crossing through, among others, Lewis, Port Levden, Glendale and 

Boonville.  The alternative continues on Route 12 before intersecting with Route 28 in Alder Creek.  

These two roadways overlap for approximately 11.7 miles until diverging in Trenton.  

The alternative would be installed in the Route 28 ROW to the east / southeast for approximately 

15.6 miles before intersecting with Route 29 in Middleville.   

The Route 29 ROW would be utilized for approximately 27.1 miles before entering Ephratah just 

after the intersection with Route 10, where Old State Road /Watershed Road and Red School House 

Road would provide a bypass of the section of Route 29 that enters the Adirondack Park (4.5 miles).  

Continuing along Route 29, the alternative would transfer from Route 29 to Route 67 in Johnstown 

after 4.0 miles.  The alternative will follow Route 67 for 8.3 miles, overlapping with Route 5 from 

Fort Johnson to Amsterdam.  After 18.6 miles, Route 5 connects to the proposed Project route in 

Schenectady.  The total route length is approximately 247.8 miles. 

Logistics 

The route would enter the United States near Fort Covington, New York and travel along the 

railroad corridor primarily through rural areas.  Along this route, there are eleven notable water 

crossings and a wetlands area near DeKalb.  The line also passes through a G&W railroad yard.   

Passing through the towns of Norwood and Potsdam, there are houses in close proximity to the 

railroad ROW.  The crossing of the Racquette River would be complicated by the limited available 

area on the southern side in which to establish an HDD operation and the presence of the Route 11 

bridge abutments. In Canton, the railroad corridor narrows with existing development in close 

proximity, so that HDDs may be required.  The crossing of the Grass River via HDD would be 

complicated by transmission lines on the northern side of the existing trestles.  In Gouverner, 

towards the center of town, the tracks divide with Route 11 to the west/northwest and existing 

development to the east/southeast.  There are on-going track improvement projects currently 

underway.  The freight rail traffic on this alignment is anticipated to be moderate. 

In Evans Mills, the alternative would shift from utilizing a railroad ROW to a series of roadway 

ROWs.  Construction for the first approximately half-mile, as the route leaves the CSX railroad 

ROW to the Route 46 ROW, will cross through commercial and residential buildings on both sides 
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of the road, resulting in disruption as the cables are installed in the roadway.  Route 26 traverses 

primarily rural countryside with limited development.  There are two notable water crossings at 

Champion and Denmark, which will require special measures.  The crossing at Champion may not 

lend itself to a HDD and the NYSDOT has stated that it will not allow cables to be attached to their 

bridges.  In Lowville, buildings are immediately adjacent to the Route 26 roadway and include 

residential houses where construction would be disruptive; as a consequence,  there will likely be 

local opposition to this alternative route.   

View of Route 26 in Lowville 

 

As with Route 26, Route 12 primarily traverses rural areas with limited development (e.g. Lewis, 

Port Levden, Glendale).  In Boonville, there is a half-mile section where the roadway is bordered on 

one site by buildings and water bodies on the other.  The landscape remains roughly the same after 

the roadway intersects with Route 28 in Alder Creek and continues southbound, although the 

roadway widens to four lanes.  As the roadway enters Trenton, existing development is located on 

both sides of the roadways, which is two-lane highway in this area, so that there is not a clear 

location in which to locate the transmission cables.   

 Route 28 primarily travels through rural areas.  In centers of Poland, Newport, and Middleville, the 

roadway is bordered on each side by residential and limited commercial buildings, so that 

construction associated with installation would be disruptive and may encounter opposition.  The 

construction corridor is particularly constrained in Newport due to the density of buildings adjacent 

to the roadway. 
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View of Route 28 in Newport 

 

As with Route 28, residential properties are located on each side of the Route 29 ROW as it moves 

through the Middletown center.  There are smaller communities along this length of this route (e.g. 

Fairfield, Salisbury Center) where construction will be disruptive to residential homes.  More 

significantly, in Dolgeville, there are closely packed buildings immediately adjacent to the roadway 

as well as residential houses where construction would be disruptive.  Crossing under the East 

Canada Creek will be severely complicated by the density of buildings on the west side of the 

waterway. 

In Johnstown, the alternative will transfer from Route 29 to Route 67.  There is an approximately 

one-mile segment where residential and commercial buildings are located close together on both 

sides of the roadway ROWs.  There will likely be public opposition to construction in close 

proximity to homes and businesses, and construction would be further complicated by existing 

utilities.  
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View of Routes 29 / 67 in Johnstown 

 

Outside of Johnstown, Route 67 continues the pattern of installation within rural land uses.  After 

intersecting with Route 5, the alternative enters Amsterdam.  Construction in this municipality 

would be severely complicated by the Amtrak railroad line along one side and commercial and 

residential buildings on the other.  This situation is particularly pronounced where Routes 67 and 5 

diverge as the existing road networks and buildings occupy all of the likely construction corridors. 

Views of Sections of Routes 67 / 5 within Amsterdam 
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Outside of Amsterdam, installation within the Route 5 roadway would primarily need to be located 

along the northern side of the roadway due to the railroad to the south.  A review of the route using 

available aerial photography indicates that rock outcrops will occur at sporadic locations along the 

roadway.  In Glenville there are streetlights and transmission poles on both sides of the roadway for 

approximately a mile so that the cables would need to be installed beneath the state route.  A similar 

situation occurs within Scotia and Schenectady, as utility poles and buildings on both sides of the 

road would require that installation of the cables occur within the road itself. The construction of the 

proposed upland alternative to the west of Adirondack Park would likely require, utilizing multiple 

crews, more than 70 months or 5 years, a more than three‐fold increase. 

Cost 

Only for the purpose of preparing this cost estimate is it assumed that engineering solutions can be 

developed for all of the listed challenges.  Engineering solutions, however, would require 

discussions with the NYSDOT, G&W, CSX and possibly other short-line owners to secure 

variances from conventional protocols for construction and installation in their freight rail right-of-

way.  The most notable engineering challenge appears to be a water crossing at Champion. 

The estimated costs per mile for the approximately 240 miles upland section ranges from $3M/mile 

to $6M/mile, as compared to the Project route’s 101 miles of marine burial at $2.9M/mile and 71 

miles of upland burial at $5.3M/mile.  The added cost of this alternate is approximately $512M or 

77% higher than the comparable costs for the corresponding Project segment.  These estimated 

costs would result in a net increase to the Project costs of approximately $512M or a 35% increase 

from the cost of the Article VII baseline cable installation estimate.   

Additional information on the comparative costs is shown in Table 5-1. 

Analysis 

The proposed routing west of the Adirondack Park entails a 247.8 miles upland section from the 

Canadian border to Schenectady that passes west of the Adirondack Park along the existing DOT 

and rail rights-of-way in lieu of the Article VII proposed routing that is principally marine through 

Lake Champlain and the Champlain Channel.  Elimination of the installation of approximately 101 
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miles of marine cable results in an additional 109 miles of upland cable installation when compared 

to the Article VII route.   

Although the alternative utilizes existing ROWs, there are a number of engineering challenges that 

would need to be addressed.  Specifically, there are a number of water crossings where long HDD 

installations would be required and, in some locations, there is limited available space to establish 

an HDD landing area (e.g. Racquette River, Grass River, and East Canada Creek).  As the route 

moves south, it will cross through municipalities (e.g. Johnstown, Amsterdam) where construction 

would need to occur within close proximity to homes and businesses, which is likely to generate 

public concern.  In certain communities such as Glenville, Scotia and Schenectady, the density of 

utility infrastructure such as transmission poles and streetlights present on both sides of the 

roadways will require complicated engineering solutions as well as extensive discussions with local 

municipalities and NYSDOT.   

Moreover, the costs for this alternative represent a significant increase compared to the estimated 

Project costs.  As with the Hudson River Western Rail Route,  overland routing presents a number 

of challenging and costly installation measures including long HDD installations, accommodating 

narrow work areas, avoiding conflicts with existing utilities, and working in roadways.  A buried 

overland route would represent an approximately 35% increase in the total costs of the Project, 

making it commercially infeasible.  Therefore, this routing is not a practical alternative.  As it 

represents one of the shortest potential routes around the Adirondack Park, all similarly situated 

routes would also be impractical. 
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TABLE 5-1 

PROPOSED PROJECT AND WEST OF ADIRONDACK PARK OVERLAND ROUTE 

Section 

 

Upland or 

Marine 

 

Distance 

(Miles) 

 

Cost per mile 

($million) 

 

Project Cost 

($million) 

West of Adirondack 

Park Cost 

($million) 

International Border to Dresden Marine 101.5 2.9 $ 290.7  

Dresden to Rotterdam Upland 75.5 5.3 $ 396.62  

International Border to 

Rotterdam 

Upland 280 5.0  $1,200.0 

Rotterdam to Catskill Upland 51.2 5.3 $ 268.95 $268.95 

Catskill to Stony Point Marine 67.4 3.5 $ 237.4 $ 237.4 

Stony Point to Clarkstown Upland 7.9 12.7 $ 100.4 $ 100.4 

Clarkstown to Bronx Marine 27.6 4.4 $ 122.6 $ 122.6 

Bronx to Astoria Converter site Upland 2.3 15.0 $ 34.5 $ 34.5 

 

 Project West of Adirondack Park 

Marine Distance (miles) 196.5 95 

Upland  Distance (miles) 135.5 300 

Total Distance (miles) 332.1 395.2 

Total Cost ($millions) $ 1,451.72 $ 1,963.84 

Cost Variance from Project for Border to Rotterdam ($millions)  $ 512.66 

Cost Variance from Project for Border to Rotterdam (%)  77.2% 

Cost Variance from Project ($millions)  $ 512.66 

Cost Variance from Project (%)  35.3% 

 

Notes: 
1. Baseline pricing based on estimate provided by reliable contractor in August 2012. 

2. Distances based on segment lengths. 

3. Marine costs/mile vary due to sub-bottom conditions, turbidity, installation methods, navigation and other considerations. 

4. Estimate assumes that engineering solutions and CSX concurrence can be secured for challenging conditions. 

5. Engineering solutions to some challenges may not be obtainable. 

 

5.2.2 East of Hudson River 

The East of Hudson River proposed alternative would follow the Project route along the CP railroad 

until it connects to the CSX railroad in Rotterdam and travels 24.7 miles southeast past Selkirk, 

where it crosses under the Hudson River.  The alternative would enter the Route 9J ROW and travel 

south for 13.3 miles before intersecting with Route 9 in Stockport.  Following Route 9 south for 6.1 

miles to Greenport, the alternative would shift to Prospect Avenue (0.4 miles) and then back onto 

Route 9 south for 2.7 miles until reaching the intersection with Route 23.  The alternative would be 

in the Route 31 South ROW for 7.5 miles before connecting again to Route 9 south in Blue Store.  

The route would be located in the Route 9 south for 60.1 miles, travelling through Nevis, Red Hook, 

Rhinebeck, Staatsburg, Hyde Park, Poughkeepsie, Wappingers Fall, North Highland and Graymoor.  

In Annsville, the alternative would follow the Old Albany Post Road into Peekskill as Route 9 

becomes a parkway at the intersection with Routes 202 and 6.    
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In Peekskill, the alternative route would travel south along Highland Avenue, Route 63 / North 

Division Street, and South Street.  South Street transitions to Lower South Street, which connects 

into Route 9A / Albany Post Road.  The alternative would continue for 9.3 miles along Route 9A 

until Croton, where it would enter the Amtrak ROW for 2.7 miles utilizing Municipal Place and 

Half Moon Bay Drive before Route 9A shifts onto the Route 9 parkway.  In Ossining, the route 

would connect to Route 9 via Snowden Avenue (0.6 miles). 

Following Route 9 south for 21.3 miles the alternative would cross through Sleepy Hollow, 

Tarrytown, Irvington, Dobbs Ferry, and Yonkers. In Marble Hill to the north of the Harlem River, 

the alternative would travel south along Route 9 before crossing into Exterior Street, then it would 

travel east/southeast along West Kingsbridge Road for 1.2 miles to the Grand Concourse.  

Travelling south along the Grand Concourse, the alternative would be installed for 4.2 miles before 

intersecting with E 138th Street.  Following E 138th to the east, the alternative would connect with 

Lincoln Avenue and, travelling south, connect to the current Project route (0.8 miles).  

Figure 5-3 shows the proposed routing. 
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FIGURE 5-3 

EAST OF HUDSON RIVER EXISTING RIGHTS-OF-WAY ALTERNATIVE 
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Logistics 

The proposed east of the Hudson River route entails a routing similar to the Project route through  

Selkirk, where the line includes a challenging cross-Hudson River horizontal directional drill 

(HDD) of almost a mile in length.  This HDD under these conditions may be a first of its kind and 

will have a notable price premium due to its inherent technical difficulty. 

Route 9J is primarily located in a rural area with little development other than residential houses 

and the railroad line to the west.  However, there are locations with municipalities such as Schodack 

and Stuyvesant where buildings are located immediately adjacent or in close proximity to the 

roadway where there is likely to be public opposition to construction in close proximity to homes 

and businesses.  Route 9 is similarly predominantly set in an area with a low density of 

development.  In Stottville center, transmission lines are located on the western side of the road and 

residential houses are located in close proximity to the roadway ROW.  Within Greenport proper, 

there are significant stretches of ROW with utility poles on both sides of the roadway and 

development abutting the roadway, so that construction would need to occur in the roadway itself.  

Prospect Avenue also has utilities poles and buildings along both sides of its ROW before 

reconnecting with Route 9.   

South of Greenport, the primary land use is rural and residential, but there is a continuous line of 

utility poles located on one side of the road with sporadic features (e.g. transmission poles, trees, 

buildings) along the other.  A similar network of utility poles is found along Route 31, although the 

poles are on occasion located some distance from the road. 

In Blue Store, the route transfers back to Route 9.  As with earlier segments, there is a low density 

of development.  Utility poles are located along the majority of the route with other features (e.g. 

houses, buildings, additional utility poles) periodically being located on the other side, thereby 

presenting routing concerns.  In the center of municipalities such as Red Hook, Rhinebeck, and 

Hyde Park, houses are located more closely together in near proximity to the roadway so there may 

be public opposition to construction in close proximity to homes and businesses.   



Section 5 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Alternatives 

 

 

5-15 

Views of Section of Route 9 within Red Hook 

 

In Poughkeepsie, installation would be logistically demanding.   The route passes through an urban 

area with a number of grade separations and water crossing (i.e., Sprout Brook) which will entail six 

to ten HDDs, as well as the other challenges of underground work in heavily trafficked roadways.  

The road becomes a two-way highway with development located adjacent to the ROW.  The 

intersection of Routes 44 and 55 and Route 113 with Route 9 would pose significant challenges as 

construction will need to be sited so as to not affect the structural integrity of the extensive road and 

bridge network in this location.   Further south, there is a one mile segment of road occupied by area 

businesses within and serving the South Hills Mall and Poughkeepsie Galleria.  The high volume of 

traffic in this area would present safety concerns.  This segment ends with a cloverleaf intersection 

of Routes 9 and 113, which poses the same concerns as the earlier intersection with Routes 44 and 

55 in terms of siting so as to avoid impacts to the transportation structures. 
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Views of Section of Route 9 within Poughkeepsie 

 

South of Poughkeepsie, the route traverses another forty-two (42) miles through suburban areas to 

Peekskill, through Tarrytown and Sleepy Hollow before its final section to New York City.  Route 9 

has a mix of open areas and commercial development, with utility poles largely eliminating half of 

the potential construction corridor.  As the route enters into Peekskill, residential homes and some 

commercial buildings are densely packed and close to the road.  This trend is found along Highland 

Avenue, North Division Street, and the upper portion of South Street.  Development is still present 

but not as dense along Lower South Street and Route 9A. 

In Croton, Route 9A is bordered by residential homes on the north/northeast and Route 9 to the 

south/southwest.  Installation in this area would be complicated due to the presence of buildings and 

the roadway structures.  Installation within the Municipal Place ROW would require consideration 

of the supporting structures for Route 9, which crosses over the roadway.  The Amtrak facilities are 

located to the south of the intersection of the railroad ROW with Half Moon Bay Drive, thereby 

limiting installation to beneath a busy parking lot.   

The cables would cross the Croton River, which will require another notably long HDD with 

limited work areas.  After crossing the Croton River, the railroad ROW is closely bounded to the 

west by the Hudson River.  Installation in this segment would be significantly slower as work would 

need to stop each time a train passed on one of the two sets of track.  Snowden Avenue has a 

moderate level of residential development while Route 9 has a high density of homes and 

businesses as it extends through Ossining, as well as utility poles and other features on both sides of 

the roadway.  With regard to construction in close proximity to homes and businesses, the NYRI 
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experience suggests there may significant opposition to a disruption that is perceived to primarily 

benefit the City of New York. 

South of Ossining, Route 9 primarily traverses residential and light commercial zones.  Utility poles 

tend to be located along only one side although they can shift to service individual buildings or side 

roads.  In a portion of Mount Pleasant, Rockefeller State Park borders the roadway to the east while 

a wall and transmission poles are located immediately to the west.   

As the route transitions into first Sleepy Hollow and then Tarrytown, there is increased development 

on both sides of Route 9.  There are also locations listed as public parks, where the Applicants 

would be unable to obtain access rights for a private venture.
155

  Route 9 crosses the New York 

State Thruway (287/87) via a bridge.  As the NYSDOT would not allow collocation on their 

bridges,
156

 the Applicants would need to obtain authorization to cross under the federal interstate so 

as to not affect the integrity of the road system.  Immediately south of the New York State Thruway 

intersection is a segment with parklands to the west and utility poles to the east of Route 9. 

South of Tarrytown, Route 9 experiences a pattern of crossing through residential areas with utility 

poles occupying one side of the road with the occasional obstruction on the other, then a higher 

level of development density as it crosses through municipalities such as Dobbs Ferry and Hastings-

On-Hudson.  In these more urban areas installation would be complicated by close development and 

multiple situations where utility or traffic features are on both sides of the roadway.  Public 

opposition to the Project would also be more likely to develop.  Development within Yonkers is 

located particularly close to the road, so that it would be necessary to install beneath the pavement 

for most of this segment. 

As the line approaches New York City, there are increasing engineering challenges.  Due to existing 

structures, utilities, and heavy traffic a number of HDDs would be required.  As Route 9 enters the 

Bronx, Van Cortlandt Park is located to the east and development borders the western side of the 

road, as well as the Henry Hudson Parkway crossing.  At the intersection of Manhattan College 

                                                 
155

  See, e.g., Friends of Van Cortlandt Park v. City of New York, 95 N.Y.2d 623, 631-32 (2001) (“[O]ur law is well 

settled: dedicated park areas in New York are impressed with a public trust for the benefit of the people of the 

State.  Their use for other than park purposes, either for a period of years or permanently, requires the direct and 

specific approval of the State Legislature, plainly conferred.”) (internal quotations omitted). See 

http://www.law.cornell.edu/nyctap/I01_0003.htm.  
156

  Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis at 5. 

http://www.law.cornell.edu/nyctap/I01_0003.htm
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Parkway and Route 9, a series of buildings occupy the area to the west of the road followed by the 

MTA rail tracks.  As the road travels south, the MTA continues to occupy the area to the west. 

View at intersection of Manhattan College Parkway and Route 9 

 

As the alternative traverses Exterior Street, West Kingsbridge Road, and Grand Concourse, 

development continues to be densely packed.  Further complicating installation is the City of New 

York’s extensive utility network.  To put this issue in perspective, for the three (3) mile connection 

between the Astoria Substation to the Rainey Substation, the City of New York identified only one 

routing alternative which would, in the City’s opinion, accommodate its requirements in terms of 

the safety and reliability of their existing infrastructure.
157

  It is unlikely that a similar pathway 

could be identified along or in close proximity to this proposed alternative. The alternative as 

presented would then follow E 138th Street to Lincoln Avenue before connecting into the current 

Project route.  However, as with the earlier segment, the City of New York’s utility network as well 

as the railroad and road infrastructure, may require that the final routing would need to follow a less 

direct pathway with a commensurate increase in the construction duration. 

                                                 
157

  Alternatives Analysis for AR Cable, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a Certificate of 

Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the Construction, Operation 

and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border to New York City, Case No. 

10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={4E927BAD-DD51-4E89-AA31-

9B856BC95FA8}.  

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b4E927BAD-DD51-4E89-AA31-9B856BC95FA8%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b4E927BAD-DD51-4E89-AA31-9B856BC95FA8%7d
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This alternative entails an additional estimated 25 miles to the overall route and an increase of the 

direct burial portion of approximately 120 miles; both increases contribute to a longer construction 

schedule than what had been anticipated for route described in the Article VII submission.   The 

construction of the proposed upland alternative to the east of the Hudson River would likely require, 

utilizing multiple crews, more than 50 months or 4 years. 

Cost 

Notwithstanding the identified logistical issue that make this alternative impractical, the estimated 

costs per mile for the approximately one hundred fifty-five (155) miles upland section from Selkirk 

to the Bronx ranges from $4.9 to $19.2M/mile, as compared to Project route’s ninety-five (95) miles 

of marine burial at $3.5 to 4.4M/mile and thirty-five (35) miles of upland burial at $5.3M/mile.  For 

comparable sections from Selkirk to the Bronx, the East of the Hudson upland route represents an 

approximately 83% increase in costs compared to the baseline route.  These estimated costs result in 

a net increase to the Project costs of approximately $508M or a 35% increase from the cost of the 

Project’s installation estimate.   

Additional information on the comparative costs is shown in Table 5-2. 
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TABLE 5-2 

PROPOSED PROJECT AND EAST OF HUDSON RIVER ROUTE 

Section 

Upland or 

Marine 

Distance 

(Miles) 

Cost per mile 

($million) 

Project Cost 

($million) 

East of Hudson 

River  Cost 

($million) 

International Border to Dresden Marine 101.5 2.9 $ 290.7 $ 290.7 

Dresden to Catskill Upland 126.8 5.3 $ 666.12  

Dresden to Selkirk Upland 98.5 5.3  $ 517.45 

Selkirk to Castleton-on-the-

Hudson (HDD) 

HDD 0.95 12.0  $11.36 

Castleton-on-the-Hudson to 

Poughkeepsie 

Upland 72.2 4.9  $ 353.78 

Catskill to Stony Point Marine 67.4 3.5 $ 237.4  

Poughkeepsie to Peekskill Upland 42.1 5.6  $ 235.76 

Stony Point to Clarkstown Upland 7.9 12.7 $ 100.4  

Clarkstown to Bronx Marine 27.6 4.4 $ 122.6  

Peekskill to Yonkers Upland 26 9.5  $247.0 

Yonkers to Bronx Upland 14 19.2  $ 268.8 

Bronx to Astoria Converter site Upland 2.3 15.0 $ 34.5 $ 34.5 

 

 Project East of Hudson River 

Marine Distance (miles) 196.5 101.5 

Upland  Distance (miles) 135.5 255.65 

Total Distance (miles) 332.1 357.15 

Total Cost ($millions) $ 1,451.72 $ 1,959.36 

Cost Variance from Project for Selkirk to Bronx ($millions)  $ 507.64 

Cost Variance from Project for Selkirk to Bronx (%)  83.0% 

Cost Variance from Project ($millions)  $ 507.64 

Cost Variance from Project (%)  35.0% 

 

Notes: 
1. Baseline pricing based on estimate provided by reliable contractor in August 2012. 

2. Distances based on segment lengths. 

3. Marine costs/mile vary due to sub-bottom conditions, turbidity, installation methods, navigation and other considerations. 

4. Estimate assumes that engineering solutions and CSX concurrence can be secured for challenging conditions. 

5. Engineering solutions to some challenges may not be obtainable. 

 

Analysis 

The logistical challenges posed by this approximately one hundred fifty-five (155) mile upland 

alternative would be similar to those of the previous alternatives but even more intensive in scope. 

Beginning with the HDD installation under the Hudson River, the routing would traverse several 

small communities where the construction would need to occupy their downtown areas.  South of 

Greenport along Route 9, utility poles occupy one side of the roadway while the periodic presence 

of other features (e.g. houses, buildings, additional utility poles) on the opposite would limit 

installation options.  The route crosses a number of municipalities such as Red Hook, Rhinebeck, 

Hyde Park, Poughkeepsie, Tarrytown, Sleepy Hollow and Croton where the density of development 
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along the road will require construction in near proximity residences and businesses.  The 

engineering challenges and likelihood of public opposition increase as the route approaches and 

enters the Bronx, as the complexity of land uses and existing utility networks will result in a 

protracted construction period.  Resolving all of the engineering issues associated with this 

alternative would require discussions with an extensive number of state, local and private agencies.  

Moreover, the complex engineering solutions necessitated by these concerns would significantly 

affect costs.  The proposed route east of the Hudson River would increase overall Project costs by 

approximately 35% as the alternative would add an estimated $507.64 million to construction costs.  

Therefore, this routing is not a practical alternative as the costs would be unreasonably high, 

particularly for a merchant transmission line.  Moreover, as it represents an almost directly southern 

route to the east of the Hudson River, it demonstrates that other routes of this type would be 

similarly impracticable. 

5.3 Overland Using New Power Line Route 
 

A new power line route was developed with extended 1) west of Adirondack Park; and 2) east of 

the Hudson River. 

Logistics 

 

In the State of New York, the development of new power line rights-of-way must be considered in 

the context of the recent NYRI project.  Section 1.1.2 describes the opposition that arose from local 

groups, politicians, businesses and others.  One of the key elements of this opposition was NYRI’s 

proposal to utilize eminent domain to obtain required lands, as evidenced by legislation signed by 

Governor George Pataki limiting the use of eminent domain to acquire rights-of-way .
158

  

Cost 

To demonstrate the potential costs of an overland route utilizing a new power right-of-way, Figure 

5-4 shows an alternative route which approximately represents the shortest reasonable overland 

route that connects into New York City.  The routing was based on the following assumptions: 

1. The route would be within the state of New York, so it would need to be installed to the 

west of Adirondack Park. 

                                                 
158

  Fritz Mayer, Citizen Groups Still Fighting NYRI, The River Reporter (Nov. 9, 2006), 

http://www.riverreporter.com/issues/06-11-09/head2-nyri.html.  

http://www.riverreporter.com/issues/06-11-09/head2-nyri.html
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2. The overhead lines would not be acceptable within the close proximity to the Catskill 

Mountain region and could not cross into the Catskill Park.   

3. The cable system would avoid developed areas such as village or town centers, due to the 

higher construction costs associated with burying the cables. 

Costs for the buried routing include higher unit rates due the nature of the work, likelihood of 

HDDs for multiple water and street crossings, as well as the likelihood of rock excavation and 

difficult terrain.  The estimated costs per mile for the approximately 385 miles of buried cable from 

the Canadian Border to the Bronx ranges from $5 to $15M/mile or an average of $6.4M/mile, as 

compared to the comparable aggregate cost of $4.4M/mile for the Project route.  Extending these 

estimated costs results in a net increase to the Project costs by approximately $1.14B or a 79% 

increase from the cost of the Project’s cable installation estimate. 

This alternative entails an additional approximately 50 miles to the overall route and an increase of 

the direct burial portion which contributes to a longer construction schedule than what had been 

anticipated for route described in the Article VII submission.  The construction of the proposed 

upland alternative to the west of Adirondack Park and east of the Hudson River would likely 

require, utilizing multiple crews, at least 67 months or more than 5 years. 

Additional cost information for a new power line that is installed to west of the Adirondack Park 

and east of the Hudson River is shown in a Table 5-3.  
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FIGURE 5-4 

ILLUSTRATIVE OVERLAND NEW POWER LINE ALTERNATIVE 
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TABLE 5-3 

PROPOSED PROJECT AND NEW POWER LINE TRANSMISSION ROUTE 

Section 

Upland 

or 

Marine 

Distance 

(Miles) 

Cost per 

mile 

($million) 

Project Cost 

($million) 

New Power Route Cost 

Buried 

($million) 

International Border to Dresden Marine 101.5 2.9 $ 290.7  

International Border to Greenbush Upland 256 5.0  $ 1,280 

Greenbush to Poughkeepsie Upland 64 5.2  $ 332.8 

Dresden to Catskill Upland 126.8 5.3 $ 666.12  

Catskill to Stony Point Marine 67.4 3.5 $ 237.4  

Stony Point to Clarkstown Upland 7.9 12.7 $ 100.4  

Clarkstown to Bronx Marine 27.6 4.4 $ 122.6  

Poughkeepsie to Bronx Upland 64 14.8  $ 947.2 

Bronx to Astoria Converter site Upland 2.3 15.0 $ 34.5 $ 34.5 

 

 Project 

New Power Route Cost 

Buried 

Marine Distance (miles) 196.5 0 

Upland  Distance - Buried (miles) 135.5 385.8 

Total Distance (miles) 332.1 385.8 

Total Cost ($millions) $ 1,451.72 $ 2,594.5 

Cost Variance from Project ($millions)  $ 1,142.8 

Cost Variance from Project (%)  78.7% 

 

Notes: 
1. Baseline pricing based on estimate provided by reliable contractor in August 2012. 

2. Distances based on segment lengths. 

3. Marine costs/mile vary due to sub-bottom conditions, turbidity, installation methods, navigation and other considerations. 

4. Estimate assumes that engineering solutions and CSX concurrence can be secured for challenging conditions. 

5. Engineering solutions to some challenges may not be obtainable. 

Analysis 

As this alternative was developed as a demonstration of the likely costs associated with a new 

power line, no assessment was completed as to the engineering challenges that would be 

encountered along the routing.  However, this alternative likely would need to employ at least some 

long and difficult HDD installations similar to the routes west of Adirondack Park and east of the 

Hudson River.  More importantly, this type of routing would require agreements with hundreds of 

landowners and/or condemnation through eminent domain along its entire length to develop the 

necessary easement corridor.  The previously discussed NYRI project encountered significant 

public and political opposition to the use of eminent domain (even though the majority of the 

proposed route was in an existing ROW), which led to legislation curtailing NYRI’s use of that 

power.  If a similar level of opposition developed for this Project, even a small group of determined 

landowners could block the Project or require costly re-routings.    
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In addition, the proposed route west of Adirondack Park and east of the Hudson River would 

increase overall Project costs by approximately 79% as the alternative would add an estimated 

$1.14 billion to construction costs.  This increase represents only construction costs and not the 

multiple landowner agreements that would need to be established.  Therefore, this routing is not a 

practical alternative.  Moreover, as it represents an almost directly southern route to the west of the 

Adirondack and the east of the Hudson River, it demonstrates that other routes of this type would be 

similarly impracticable. 
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Section 6 

Other Alternatives Considered 
 

The following alternatives were not requested by the USACE, but were considered as part of the 

extensive alternatives analysis undertaken as part of the New York State siting and permitting 

process and so, consistent with the Guidelines,
159

 are presented as part of this assessment.    

6.1 Overhead Alternative 

 
6.1.1 Overhead Installation 

 

The overhead transmission system alternatives considered in this analysis would all utilize a 

bipolar configuration, consisting of two conductors per pole (one positive and one negative) and 

a ground wire.  In general, conductors would have a spacing of approximately 18 inches apart, 

and each conductor would have an overall diameter of approximately 1.75 inches.  A metallic 

return conductor with a fiber optic core would be installed in the shield wire position above the 

electrical pole conductors to provide protection against lightning strikes.  The return conductor 

would also provide a communication path between converter stations.  A separate shield wire 

may be necessary on towers with a horizontal arrangement.   

Several different transmission tower configurations may be utilized for overhead alternatives.  In 

general, the potential transmission tower types can be defined as “lattice” or “monopole” 

designs.  Lattice towers are constructed of galvanized steel and are assembled on site.  These 

freestanding towers are widely used as transmission line support structures across the United 

States.  Lattice towers have a relatively wide base, and their design requires greater clearance 

along rights-of-way.  Their larger size and framework design make lattice towers suitable for 

areas where the visual/aesthetic impacts of tower installation are not a significant concern and for 

locations where adequate right-of-way easements can be acquired.  The modular design of lattice 

towers makes them an economical choice for large-scale transmission lines linking distant 

endpoints.  

                                                 
159

  230.10(a)(5).  (Stating, in part, “[t]o the extent that practicable alternatives have been identified and evaluated 

under a Coastal Zone Management program, a § 208 program, or other planning process, such evaluation shall 

be considered by the permitting authority as part of the consideration of alternatives under the Guidelines.”) See 

http://www.wetlands.com/epa/epa230pb.htm. 

http://www.wetlands.com/epa/epa230pb.htm
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In contrast to the lattice design, monopole towers have a single-shaft, tubular structure.  Because 

of their smaller footprint, monopole towers are well-suited to right-of-way locations where space 

is limited.  Overall, monopole towers are less obtrusive and offer aesthetic benefits over 

conventional lattice tower designs.  Notwithstanding these benefits, monopole towers tend to be 

more expensive;
160

 one transmission study estimated that the total costs for monopole towers 

were 25% higher than for lattice towers.
161

  

The specific height and design of each monopole or lattice tower would be determined by the 

angle of the conductor bundles, the span between towers, and the topography.  In general, the 

lattice or monopole steel support structures for +/-320-kV would be expected to vary from 

approximately 65 to 135 feet in height, although some configurations require greater than 150 

feet in height.  Spans would range from 600 to 700 feet between monopole towers and 800 to 

1,000 feet between lattice towers.  

The width of the transmission line’s permanent right-of-way is generally determined by the 

voltage of the system, to provide for adequate setbacks, maintenance and other concerns.  A 

review of existing projects indicates that typical widths of existing 115-kV rights-of-way are 

approximately 90 to 130 feet wide.  In comparison, +/- 320-kV rights-of-way (which would be 

the voltage of the Project) are typically about 150 feet wide.  The transmission line clearing for 

construction purposes is dependent on the type of tower, topography, span, location, existing 

utility rights-of-way, and other factors.  The precise rights-of-way would vary along sections of 

the lines.  Vegetation-clearing activities along the rights-of-way may include cutting, grubbing, 

or other mechanized/hand-clearing techniques of shrubs and trees, as well as the removal of 

“danger trees” that could potentially damage the conductors.  Vegetation management practices 

would continue after construction to ensure that the rights-of-way are maintained and that trees 

posing a threat of danger to the line are eliminated. 

Access roads, lay-down areas, wire-pulling sites, and turnaround areas would also be required 

along the transmission line to facilitate construction equipment and vehicles.  These areas would 

                                                 
160

  Fabrimet, Advantages of Lattice Towers, http://www.fabrimet.com/advantages-lattice-towers.html (last visited 

Apr. 22, 2013). 
161

  Joseph J. Seneca, Michael L. Lahr, James W. Hughes & Will Irving, Economic Impacts on New Jersey of 

Upgrading PSE&G’s Susquehanna-Roseland Transmission System (May 2009),  

http://www.pseg.com/family/pseandg/powerline/pdf/rutgersjobreport.pdf.  

http://www.fabrimet.com/advantages-lattice-towers.html
http://www.pseg.com/family/pseandg/powerline/pdf/rutgersjobreport.pdf
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need to be cleared of vegetation (i.e. shrubs and trees), and additional material may be deposited 

to ensure that access roads remain passable throughout construction.  Trenching may also be 

necessary along the margins of access roads to avoid rutting. 

Each transmission tower location would require a concrete foundation to ensure structural 

stability of the towers.  The specific foundation requirements would be dependent on the 

geotechnical conditions at each tower location.  Foundation size and depth would be decided 

based on the type of tower structure, load bearing capacity of soils, and other factors.  For 

installation in areas of rock outcroppings, anchor bolts may be installed and a concrete pad 

poured over and around these anchors.  At other locations, steel caissons may be necessary to 

create a dry work area that would allow concrete to be poured.  Combinations of these 

techniques may be utilized to install foundations in areas where rock is encountered below grade.   

6.1.2   Overland Using Existing Power Line Routes Alternatives 

 
An alternative using existing power line ROWs was considered.  Based on the U.S. Census 

Bureau’s TIGER (Topologically Integrated Geographic Encoding and Referencing) data files 

(see Figure 6-1), there is an existing utility ROW network which circumvents the Adirondack 

Park to the west.  From Montreal, an existing 765-kV transmission line travels southwest toward 

a substation in Massena, New York.  The New York Power Authority (NYPA) owns a 765-kV 

transmission line corridor that extends from Massena to a substation in Marcy, New York.  A 

345-kV transmission corridor owned by National Grid continues toward the Pleasant Valley 

substation in Dutchess County, New York.  South past the Pleasant Valley substation, a 345-kV 

transmission line owned by Con Edison connects into the greater Manhattan area.  The total 

length of these connecting ROWs is approximately 430 miles from the Hertel substation near 

Montreal, Canada to Manhattan, New York and it is shown on Figure 6-2.   
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FIGURE 6-1 

EXISTING TRANSMISSION LINES AS SHOWN ON TIGER FILES 
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FIGURE 6-2 

ALTERNATIVE USING EXISTING TRANSMISSION LINES 
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Logistics 

As part of an alternatives analysis requested by the NYSDOS,162 the Applicants spoke with the 

three utilities who own the ROWs under discussion.  NYPA stated that it did not believe it would 

have the ability to grant the necessary long term land interests.  Under the New York State Public 

Accountability Act of 2005 (“PAAA”), any public authority seeking to dispose of real property 

(i.e. transfer title or any other beneficial interest including a long-term lease) must conduct a 

public auction unless certain limited exceptions apply.
163

  As part of the auction process, an 

explanatory statement detailing why the property is unneeded or unwanted must be transmitted 

to the State Comptroller, the Director of the Budget, the Commissioner of General Services, and 

the State Legislature not less than 90 days in advance of such disposal.
164

  PAAA permits a 

private disposition if “the purpose of the transfer is within the purpose, mission, or governing 

statute” of the authority, if the Governor and the two houses of the legislature all sign off on the 

transfer, and if the private disposition is “otherwise authorized by law.”.
165

  Seeking approval of 

the Governor and the two houses of the legislature is impractical, and no party has attempted to 

utilize this exception since the PAAA was enacted.   

In addition, in the NYRI proceeding a NYPA representative provided testimony that, “the Power 

Authority would not grant any permit or permission to conduct activities on its permanent 

easement that the Power Authority determined would or potentially could adversely impact the 

Power Authority’s present facilities and operations or future development options on the Marcy 

South Line right-of-way.”
166

 

                                                 
162

  See Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis. 
163

  New York State Public Authorities Law Section 2897(3).  See 

http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLPBA+&LIST

=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=50318073+&TARGET=VIEW. 
164

  New York Power Authority, Guidelines and Procedures for the Disposal of Real Property at § 5.4, 5.5 (Mar. 21, 

2013), http://www.nypa.gov/doingbusiness/RealProperty2013/2013%20Disposal%20Guidelines%20-Clean.pdf.  
165

  New York State Public Authorities Law Sections 2897(7) (ii) and (iii) and 2896(6)(c)(vi).  See 

http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLPBA+&LIST

=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=50318073+&TARGET=VIEW. 
166

  Direct Testimony of Witnesses for the Power Authority of the State of New York at 3, Application of New York 

Regional Interconnect, Inc. for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to 

Article VII for a high voltage direct current electric transmission line running between National Grid’s Edic 

Substation in the Town of Marcy, and Central Hudson Gas & Electric’s Rock Tavern Substation located in the 

Town of New Windsor, Case No. 06-T-0650 (N.Y. P.S.C. Jan. 9, 2009).  Accessed on-line on April 18, 2013 at: 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={EF6A91DC-A71A-44F5-A1DC-

B2855A9DDFE4}. 

http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLPBA+&LIST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=50318073+&TARGET=VIEW
http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLPBA+&LIST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=50318073+&TARGET=VIEW
http://www.nypa.gov/doingbusiness/RealProperty2013/2013%20Disposal%20Guidelines%20-Clean.pdf
http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLPBA+&LIST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=50318073+&TARGET=VIEW
http://public.leginfo.state.ny.us/LAWSSEAF.cgi?QUERYTYPE=LAWS+&QUERYDATA=@LLPBA+&LIST=LAW+&BROWSER=EXPLORER+&TOKEN=50318073+&TARGET=VIEW
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bEF6A91DC-A71A-44F5-A1DC-B2855A9DDFE4%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7bEF6A91DC-A71A-44F5-A1DC-B2855A9DDFE4%7d
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NYRI further testified that because the Power Authority’s permanent easements for its Marcy 

South Line were taken by appropriation by the People of the State of New York, the Power 

Authority may be precluded from transferring or conveying any rights to its Marcy South right-

of-way to a private party.
167

  Presuming that the Power Authority had such a legal right, the 

representative stated, the Power Authority Trustees could not convey a real property interest that 

would adversely impact the Power Authority’s ability to maximize the benefits of its 

transmission assets.
168

 

National Grid also expressed concern regarding the impact the proposed Project would have on 

their system reliability and potential expansion of their own facilities within the ROW.
169

  A 

representative of Con Edison stated that for safety and reliability reasons they would not want 

the cables installed in near proximity to their tower foundations.
170

  In addition, Con Edison’s 

transmission lines within Westchester County are buried and its representative did not believe 

Con Edison could grant the right to use their ROW to a separate private entity.
171

  

Cost 

While this assessment was not completed under the Article VII process, the Applicants did 

develop costing information for the purposes of understanding the cost differential between the 

Project route and an overhead transmission system. The New Power Line alternative discussed in 

Section 5.3 was modified to assume overhead installation, with concept‐level estimated costs 

assuming routing where 80% of the line is overhead and 20% is buried within heavily developed 

areas.  Lattice structural steel towers were assumed, as the costs for monopoles are typically 20-

25% higher.  The comparative costs are shown in Table 6-1. 

                                                 
167

  Id. at 4. 
168

  Id. 
169

  Article VII Updated Alternatives Analysis at 3, Application of Champlain Hudson Power Express, Inc. for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII of the PSL for the 

Construction, Operation and Maintenance of a High Voltage Direct Current Circuit from the Canadian Border 

to New York City, Case No. 10-T-0139 (N.Y. P.S.C. Feb. 24, 2012), 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId={1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-

EA7C43ECC0BB}. 
170

  Id. 
171

  Id. 

http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-EA7C43ECC0BB%7d
http://documents.dps.ny.gov/public/Common/ViewDoc.aspx?DocRefId=%7b1376106E-8A60-4BC8-B601-EA7C43ECC0BB%7d
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TABLE 6-1 

PROPOSED PROJECT AND NEW POWER LINE TRANSMISSION ROUTE 

Section 

 

Upland or 

Marine 

 

Distance 

(Miles) 

 

Cost per 

mile 

($million) 

Project Cost 

($million) 

New Power Route Cost 

80% Overhead/ 

20% Buried 

($million) 

International Border to Dresden Marine 101.5 2.9 $ 290.7  

International Border to Greenbush Upland 256 3.2  $ 819.2 

Greenbush to Poughkeepsie Upland 64 4.2  $ 268.8 

Dresden to Catskill Upland 126.8 5.3 $ 666.12  

Catskill to Stony Point Marine 67.4 3.5 $ 237.4  

Stony Point to Clarkstown Upland 7.9 12.7 $ 100.4  

Clarkstown to Bronx Marine 27.6 4.4 $ 122.6  

Poughkeepsie to Bronx Upland 64 10.0  $ 640.0 

Bronx to Astoria Converter site Upland 2.3 15.0 $ 34.5 $ 35.5 

 

 Project 

New Power 

 Route Cost Buried 

Marine Distance (miles) 196.5 0 

Upland  Distance - Buried (miles) 135.5 385.8 

Total Distance (miles) 332.1 385.8 

Total Cost ($millions) $ 1,451.72 $ 1,762.5 

Cost Variance from Project ($millions)  $ 310.77 

Cost Variance from Project (%)  21.4% 

 

Notes: 
1. Baseline pricing based on estimate provided by reliable contractor in August 2012. 

2. Distances based on segment lengths. 

3. Marine costs/mile vary due to sub-bottom conditions, turbidity, installation methods, navigation and other 

considerations. 

4. Estimate assumes that engineering solutions and CSX concurrence can be secured for challenging conditions. 

5. Engineering solutions to some challenges may not be obtainable. 

 

Analysis 

For the purpose of exploring an overhead option, the Applicants applied a route which was 

“efficient” in terms of the total distance and avoiding developed areas.  The estimated costs of 

this conceptual alternative would raise the overall construction costs by an estimated 21%.  

However, as with the discussion of the buried construction line, the full increase in cost would 

also include establishing individual landowner agreements with the multiple property owners 

along the line.  In addition, as discussed in the New Power Line alternative (Section 5.3) it is 

reasonable to assume that the engineering challenges will be similar to those associated with the 

alternatives west of Adirondack Park and east of the Hudson River.  The NYRI experience 

suggests that the logistical issues would be considerable, particularly as this alternative 

represents an overhead installation that would require use of eminent domain and would likely 

generate significant opposition.. Therefore, this routing is not a practical alternative.  Moreover, 
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as it represents an almost directly southern route to the west of the Adirondack and the east of the 

Hudson River, it demonstrates that other routes of this type would be similarly impracticable. 

6.2 Demand Side Management 

 
With increased concern over greenhouse gas emissions, energy prices, and energy security, 

energy conservation has received increased attention.  The federal government has enacted 

several pieces of legislation to promote more efficient use of energy, including the Energy Policy 

Act of 2005, the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, and the American Recovery 

and Reinvestment Act of 2009.
172

  The New York State Energy Plan’s goal of “Increasing 

Reliance on Renewables” includes “expanding the State’s purchases of hydropower.”
173

  New 

York City’s PlaNYC 2030 targeted a 30% reduction of greenhouse gases by 2030.
174

 

However, demand side management is not a practical alternative inasmuch as it is difficult to 

predict how its implementation would affect overall energy use.  In its discussion of the 

aforementioned 15 percent goal of energy efficiency, the New York State Energy Plan notes that, 

even with the considerable achievements made to date in the state’s end-user efficiency 

programs, meeting the 15 percent objective would require nearly a five-fold increase in annual 

energy savings by 2015.
175

  An evaluation of energy efficiency potential conducted by Con 

Edison for its downstate markets of New York City and Westchester County concluded that the 

realistic achievable potential (“RAP”) improvements in energy efficiency for electricity ranged 

from 8 to 10%.
176

  The RAP savings for gas, steam, and fuel oil ranged from 3 to 7%.
177

  

Furthermore, in a report advising Governor Cuomo on how to bring New York’s aging 

infrastructure into the future, none of the recommendations provided by the New York State 

                                                 
172

  U.S. Department of Energy, Alternatives Fuels Data Center:  Key Federal Legislation (May 2013), 

http://www.afdc.energy.gov/laws/key_legislation. 
173

   State Energy Plan at 93.  
174

  City of New York, PlaNYC: A Greener, Greater New York at 150 (Apr. 2011), 

http://nytelecom.vo.llnwd.net/o15/agencies/planyc2030/pdf/planyc_2011_planyc_full_report.pdf. 
175

  State Energy Plan at 23. 
176

  Global Energy Partners, LLC, Energy Efficiency Potential Study for Consolidated Edison Company of New 

York, Inc. (June 2010), http://www.coned.com/documents/Volume_1_Executive_Summary.pdf.  
177

  Id. at 13. 

http://www.afdc.energy.gov/laws/key_legislation
http://nytelecom.vo.llnwd.net/o15/agencies/planyc2030/pdf/planyc_2011_planyc_full_report.pdf
http://www.coned.com/documents/Volume_1_Executive_Summary.pdf
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Energy Highway Task Force addressed additional demand side management or energy efficiency 

as part of the plan to modernize New York’s infrastructure.
178

 

Demand side management would not meet the Project’s overall goal of providing clean energy to 

New York, or state goals which call for an increase in clean energy in addition to energy 

efficiency.
179

  In the Joint Proposal for Settlement, the Signatory Parties concluded that 

“conservation and distributed generation cannot be considered to be effective alternatives to the 

Facility”
180

 and that the Project “should be viewed as a complement to the Commission’s public 

policy objectives to promote renewable generation facilities, reduce environmental impacts, such 

as air pollution, and increase fuel diversity.”
181

  Therefore, this alternative was eliminated from 

further consideration.  

6.3 Other New Generation Sources 

 
From 2000 to 2013 in New York City and Long Island, approximately 4,800 MW of new 

capacity has been added, of which over 90% are natural gas-fired generating facilities.
182

  During 

this same timeframe, nearly 1,900 MW of generation has been retired, therefore the incremental 

increase in capacity is about 2,900 MW.
183

 Currently, all of the generation in New York City is 

fossil fuel fired (natural gas or oil).
184

  In the NYISO interconnection queue, there is 2,300 MW 

of summer capacity to be added to New York City; other than the 660 MW Hudson 

Transmission Partners DC-based transmission line, all additions are also fired by fossil fuel
185

  

(and the HTP project is bringing energy into New York City from Eastern PJM, which has  

predominately fossil fuel fired generation).
186

  

                                                 
178

  New York Energy Highway Task Force, New York Energy Highway Blueprint, 

http://www.nyenergyhighway.com/PDFs/BluePrint/EHBPPT/ (last visited Apr. 22, 2013).  
179

  See Governor Andrew M. Cuomo, Building a New NY...With You, 2012 State of the State Address (2012), 

http://www.nyenergyhighway.com/Content/pdf/Building-a-New-New-York-Book.pdf.  
180

  Joint Proposal at 53. 
181

  Id. 
182

  Ventyx Velocity Suite. Generating Unit Capacity Dataset.  Data Version 2013-03. 
183

  Id. 
184

  See 2012 Gold Book.  
185

  NYISO, NYISO Interconnection Queue, 

http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Documents_and_Resources/Interc

onnection_Studies/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue.xls.  
186

  PJM, Regional Transmission Expansion Plan – Book 2 (2012), 

http://www.pjm.com/sitecore%20modules/web/~/media/documents/reports/2012-rtep/2012-rtep-book-2.ashx.  

http://www.nyenergyhighway.com/PDFs/BluePrint/EHBPPT/
http://www.nyenergyhighway.com/Content/pdf/Building-a-New-New-York-Book.pdf
http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Documents_and_Resources/Interconnection_Studies/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue.xls
http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Documents_and_Resources/Interconnection_Studies/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue.xls
http://www.pjm.com/sitecore%20modules/web/~/media/documents/reports/2012-rtep/2012-rtep-book-2.ashx
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In 2012, the NYISO identified resource adequacy gaps and reliability concerns as part of 

Reliability Needs Assessment (“RNA”) for the NYC area. The “market solution” proposed in the 

NYISO’s Comprehensive Reliability Plan is one that involves repowering of existing generation 

with gas fired generators.
187

  Although the market solution would be more efficient than the 

steam turbines they would displace, they would still be CO2, NOx, and SO2 emitting resources.  

In the NYISO interconnection queue, currently there are 42 proposed renewable energy projects, 

representing nearly 2,600 MW of potential generation from wind, solar, hydro, pumped storage, 

wood, solid waste, methane, and energy storage (NYISO 2013).
188

 However, many of the 

projects in the queues will likely be withdrawn, will not be constructed by the proposed timeline, 

or will change the proposed generating capacity, as evidenced by the 64 renewable energy 

projects, equaling over 13,000 MW, withdrawn from the NYISO queue since 2007 (NYISO 

2013).
189

   

There are currently no proposed renewable energy projects in the interconnection queue in the 

vicinity of southern New York City – in fact, over 3,500 MW has been withdrawn from the 

queue since 2007 (NYISO 2013).
190

 Therefore, other new generation sources in the New York 

City region are not anticipated to provide the clean and renewable energy capacity, increased 

grid reliability, or transmission congestion solutions comparable to the Project.  Accordingly, 

this set of alternatives is eliminated from further consideration. 

6.4 No Build 

 
Under the No Build Alternative, the Project would not be constructed.  Therefore, to meet 

projected electricity needs in New York City, a) existing generation facilities would need to 

increase their power output, b) transmission facilities  would need to be constructed or upgraded  

and/ or c) new generating facilities would need to be brought on line.  This alternative would be 

inconsistent with the Project’s purpose and need (see Section 1.2 and 1.3). 

                                                 
187

  NYISO, 2012 Comprehensive Reliability Plan – Final Report (Mar. 19, 2013),  

http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Planning_Studies/Reliability_Plan

ning_Studies/Reliability_Assessment_Documents/2012_Comprehensive_Reliability_Plan_Final_Report.pdf.  
188

  NYISO, NYISO Interconnection Queue, 

http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Documents_and_Resources/Interc

onnection_Studies/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue.xls. 
189

  Id. 
190

  Id. 

http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Planning_Studies/Reliability_Planning_Studies/Reliability_Assessment_Documents/2012_Comprehensive_Reliability_Plan_Final_Report.pdf
http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Planning_Studies/Reliability_Planning_Studies/Reliability_Assessment_Documents/2012_Comprehensive_Reliability_Plan_Final_Report.pdf
http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Documents_and_Resources/Interconnection_Studies/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue.xls
http://www.nyiso.com/public/webdocs/markets_operations/services/planning/Documents_and_Resources/Interconnection_Studies/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue/NYISO_Interconnection_Queue.xls
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Moreover, in terms of existing generation, summer operating capacity in New York State totals 

38,902 MW, with 9,466 MW of the generating capacity located in New York City.  The majority 

of New York’s existing generation portfolio is composed of gas- and/or oil-fueled facilities, 

which accounts for approximately 61% of the total installed capacity in the state.
191

  The vast 

majority of these gas and oil facilities tend to be older; about 65% of them were built before 

1980, and therefore are relatively inefficient
192

 (NYISO 2012 Load and Capacity Data, 2012). 

The No Build Alternative, which relies on increased generation from existing sources, would 

result in higher energy costs and higher GHG emissions and was therefore considered 

inconsistent with the Project’s purpose and eliminated from further consideration. 

 

                                                 
191

  See 2012 Gold Book. 
192

  Id. 
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Section 7 

Conclusion 
 

 

Prior to undertaking this LEDPA analysis, practical alternatives for the Project were 

comprehensively investigated and analyzed during the New York State Public Service Law Article 

VII proceeding.  As part of that proceeding, Settlement Parties undertook an intensive review of 

Project routing, with a specific focus on locating the cables out of the water to the extent practical 

and feasible.  Based on consultation prior to the state proceeding, the state alternatives analysis, and 

the ensuing settlement discussions and resultant Joint Proposal settlement, the Project incorporated 

a number of design and route changes.  While these changes resulted in significant cost increases to 

the Project, the changes also ensured that the Project route was the least environmentally damaging 

practicable alternative consistent with the Project purpose (i.e., to deliver clean sources of 

generation from Canada into New York City in an economically efficient manner).   

As part of its LEDPA analysis, the Applicants reviewed three routes provided by the New York 

State Department of Public Service as part of the Article VII proceedings and three additional routes 

requested by the USACE.  One of these alternatives, the Hell Gate Bypass, was accepted by the 

Applicants during the Article VII proceedings while segments of the Hudson River Western Rail 

Line Route were also incorporated into the Project.  Each of the remaining alternatives were 

assessed for their overall practicability based on existing technology, logistics and costs.  As 

summarized in the table below, when evaluated in terms of logistics and costs, the alternatives 

presented various logistical hurdles including engineering complexity, site access, and adverse 

affects to existing development, as well the potential for political and public opposition.  All of the 

alternatives had projected costs, when coupled with the additional costs associated with the route 

designs accepted during the Article VII process, which would result in substantially greater costs 

than are normally associated with the particular type of project. 
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Evaluation of Practicality of Alternatives to Project 

 Logistics Cost 

Hudson River 

Western Rail 

Line Route 

 Long HDD installations 

 Narrow work spaces 

 Installation in close proximity to residences/ 

businesses 

 Access restrictions 

 Increased construction duration 

 Four tunnel segments 

 Potential for public and political opposition 
 

Increase in Project 

costs of ~$620 million 

or 42% over Article 

VII baseline route. 

Harlem River 

Rail Route 
 Busy passenger and rail usage 

 Geotechnical challenges 

 Access restrictions on rail trestle by NYSDOT and 

MTA 

 Increased risk of cable damage 

 Increased construction duration 

 High uncertainty as to engineering feasibility 
 

Increase in costs from 

~$81 million (305% 

of segment cost, 6% 

of Project cost) to 

$189 million (15%) 

over Article VII 

baseline route. 

Existing ROW 

– West of 

Adirondack 

Park 

 Difficult HDD installations 

 Narrow work spaces 

 Installation in close proximity to residences/ 

businesses 

 Density of aboveground utilities and other features 

 Underground utility avoidance 

 Increased construction duration 

 Potential for public and political opposition 
 

Increase in project 

costs of ~$512 million 

or 35% over Article 

VII baseline route. 

Existing ROW 

– East of 

Hudson River 

 Long HDD installations 

 Narrow work spaces 

 Installation in close proximity to residences/ 

businesses 

 Density of aboveground utilities and other features 

 Underground utility avoidance 

 Increased construction duration 

 Potential for public and political opposition 
 

Increase in project 

costs of ~$508 million 

or 35% over Article 

VII baseline route. 

Overland 

Using New 

Power Line 

Route 

 Potential long and difficult HDD installations 

 Increased construction duration 

 Potential for public and political opposition 
 

Increase in project 

costs of ~$1.14 billion 

or 79% over Article 

VII baseline route. 

The further analysis undertaken here, pursuant to the Guidelines, confirms that the Project is the 

least environmentally damaging practicable alternative when other alternatives are considered based 

on factors of logistics, technology, and cost. 
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Pond, George M.

From: Hintz, Donna (DOT) [Donna.Hintz@dot.ny.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 20, 2013 12:29 PM
To: Pond, George M.
Subject: RE: NYSDOT_NYRI_December 2006

George,

I have confirmed that the accommodation policy provided in 2006 is still in effect and therefore would apply as noted
below.

Thank you,
Donna K. Hintz
Associate Attorney
Division of Legal Affairs
New York State Department of Transportation
50 Wolf Road
Albany, NY 12232
(518) 457-2411
Donna.Hintz@dot.ny.gov PLEASE NOTE NEW EMAIL ADDRESS

From: Pond, George M. [mailto:GPond@hblaw.com]
Sent: Wednesday, June 19, 2013 3:40 PM
To: Hintz, Donna (DOT)
Subject: NYSDOT_NYRI_December 2006

Donna:

Attached is a copy of a letter you sent to Len Singer in the NYRI Article VII proceeding advising him
with respect to the NYSDOT “accommodation policy” as it relates to linear occupation of the rights of
way of limited access highways.

The Army Corps of Engineers has asked us to confirm with you that the accommodation policy stated in
that letter remains in effect and applies to require the developers of the Champlain Hudson Power
Express line to exhaust all alternatives before linear occupation of such rights of way can be approved
by NYSDOT.

I know we discussed this extensively in the settlement negotiations in the Champlain Hudson case, but
those discussions are confidential and have not been reduced to writing. Accordingly, we would
appreciate your views on this important issue.

Thanks,
George Pond

George M. Pond
Partner
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80 State Street • Albany, NY 12207
D: (518) 429-4232 • F: (518) 427-3486 • E: GPond@hblaw.com

www.hblaw.com • vCard • Profile

Federal Tax Disclosure and Confidentiality Notice:
In accordance with IRS requirements, we inform you that any Federal tax advice contained in this communication is not intended or written to be used,
and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another
party any transaction or matter addressed herein.

This electronic mail transmission is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential information
belonging to the sender which is protected by the attorney-client privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
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December 18, 2006 

Leonard H. Singer, Esq. 
Couch White, LLP 
540 Broadway 
P.O. Box 22222 
Albany. New York 12201 

Re:    Case 06-T-0650 - Application of New York Regional Interconnect Inc. for a Certificate of 
Environmental Compatibility and Public Need Pursuant to Article VII for a high voltage 
direct current electric transmission line approximately 190 miles in length running 
between a converter station with an AC interconnection to National Grid's Edic Substation 
in the Town of Marcy and converter station with an AC interconnection to Central Hudson 
Gas & Electric's Rock Tavern Substation in the Town of New Windsor. 

Dear Mr. Singer: 

The New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) submits this letter in 
response to the above referenced case to clarify its position on the project, 

NYSDOT has an agreement with, and an obligation to, the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) on how utility facilities are accommodated on controlled access 
highways throughout New York State; this agreement is the "'Accommodation Plan For 
Longitudinal Use of Freeway Right-of-Way By Utilities." NYSDOT's Accommodation Plan is 
based upon Title 23 Part 645 of the Code of Federal Regulations. This policy applies to any 
designated freeway. Currently, the only utilities which are permitted to longitudinally occupy 
New York State freeway rights-of-way (within the control of access) are communication utility 
facilities. 

Any requests for a non-highway use of controlled access highways are considered 
exceptions to the NYSDOT's Accommodation Plan and, therefore, require FHWA approval. 
NYSDOT has an established procedure for exception requests under which NYSDOT reviews 
any requests prior to submission to FHWA for consideration and approval or rejection. FHWA 



\.wftvi and NYSDOT require I^LQRA and FHWA regulations based NEPAw^w for each and every 
feasible alternative. All alternatives must be exhausted before FHWA approval of an exception 
can be granted. To date, only one project has been granted an exception by FHWA. Enclosed 
please find the requirements and the procedure for requesting an exception that New York 
Regional Interconnect Inc. would have to comply with in order to utilize any controlled access 
highways for their project regardless of the highway's owner. The toll portions of Interstates 87 
and 90 under the jurisdiction of the New York State Thruway Authority (NYSTA) are included 
in this Plan. 

As stewards of Federal Highway funds, NYSDOT and the NYSTA must ensure 
compliance with federal laws, regulations and requirements. Failure to comply will result in a 
sanction issued by FHWA and could result in the affected highway facilities becoming ineligible 
for any federal-aid funding. 

Please contact me at 518-457-2411 if you have any questions on the material provided. 

Sincerely, 

DONNA K.HINTZ 
Associate Attorney 
Office of Legal Services 

cc:      Hon. Jaclyn A. Brilling plus 5 copies 
Secretary 
New York State Public Service Commission 
Three Empire State Plaza 
Albany. NY 12223-1350 

Thomas Herritt 
Federal Highway Administration 
Leo W. O'Brien Building 
Albany, NY 12207 

Michael Fleischer 
Executive Director 
NYS Thruway Authority 
200 Southern Blvd. 
PO Box 189 
Albany, NY 12201-0189 

Active party list via email based upon 12/11/06 list 



bcc:     D. Kenneally, oPratiiig Division 
M. Marioiti, MO DQAB 
J. Piccola, Region 2 
J.Wetzel, Region 8 
C. Chanitz, Region 9 

• • (jplrating Division ^^ 
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Accommodation of Non-Communication Utilities on New 
York State Freeway or Controlled Access Rights-of-Way 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) has an agreement with 
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) on how utility facilities are accommodated 
on freeways in New York State.   This agreement is the "Accommodation Plan For 
Longitudinal Use of Freeway Right-of-Way By Utilities" which is available at 
www.dot.state.nv.us/cmb/consult/hdmfiles/hdm13/hdm1 Sapp b.pdf 

Currently, the only utilities which are allowed to longitudinally occupy New York State 
freeway rights-of-way or controlled access rights-of-way are communication utility 
facilities. A highway with full control of access is a highway on which entrances and 
exits are controlled or limited at designated interchanges; all other intersections or 
connections are prohibited. NYSDOT's Accommodation Plan Is based upon Title 23 
Part 645 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) which permits states to establish 
their own policies, subject to FHWA approval, with regard to longitudinal 
accommodation of utilities on controlled access rights-of-ways. This policy applies to 
any designated freeway, regardless of ownership, i.e. freeways owned by NYS Office of 
Parks, Recreation and Historic Presentation are also included in this policy. 

Any interest in a longitudinal occupancy of a controlled access right-of-way by a non- 
communications utility must be submitted as a request for an exception to the current 
approved Accommodation Plan. Pursuant to 23 CFR 1.23, when a State Highway 
Agency acquires property for a highway project, it must dedicate use of said property 
exclusively to highway purposes. Any request to use said property for non-highway 
purposes is considered a request for an exception. Both NYSDOT and FHWA must 
approve these requests. Since FHWA is involved and therefore, federal action is 
required, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) applies and requires an 
extensive and detailed evaluation of all possible alternatives pursuant to 23 CFR 771. 
NYSDOT procedures to fulfill NEPA requirements are available at 
www.dot.state.nv.us/cmb/consult/dpml/pdm 01 30 04.html. All exception requests 
must show that alternate locations are not feasible or cannot be implemented from a 
standpoint of providing efficient utility services in a manner conducive to safety, 
durability and economy of maintenance and operations. Additionally, the request must 
demonstrate that the accommodation will not adversely impact the design, construction, 
operation, maintenance, or stability of the highway and that it will not interfere with or 
impair future expansion of the highway. Any installation shall comply with 23 CFR 
645.209 as noted below. If the utility request is a private utility as defined by Title 23 of 
the United States Code, Chapter 1, Section 111 will apply. 

Specifically, under 23 CFR 645.209 (c)(2), any accommodation plan shall assure that 
installations satisfy the following criteria: 
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(i) The effects utility installations will have on highway and traffic safety will be 
ascertained, since in no case shall any use be permitted which would adversely affect 
safety. 

(ii) The direct and indirect environmental and economic effects of any loss of productive 
agricultural land or any productivity of any agricultural land which would result from the 
disapproval of the use of such right-of-way for accommodation of such utility facility will 
be evaluated. 

(ill) These environmental and economic effects together with any interference with or 
impairment of the use of the highway in such right-of-way which would result from the 
use of such right-of-way for the accommodation of such utility facility will be considered. 

(v) A utility strip will be established along the outer edge of the right-of-way by locating 
a utility access control line between the proposed utility installation and the through 
roadway and ramps. Existing fences should be retained and, except along sections of 
controlled access rights-of-way having frontage roads, planned fences should be 
located at the controlled access right-of-way line. The State or political subdivision is to 
retain control of the utility strip right-of-way including its use by utility facilities. Service 
connections to adjacent properties shall not be permitted from within the utility strip. 

In addition to the federal law and regulations, any accommodation would have to satisfy 
NYS Finance Law and Highway Law Requirements for use of State property. There will 
be a fee charged for use and occupancy of the controlled access right-of-way. Each 
accommodation will be reviewed on a case by case basis. 

It is imperative that NYSDOT be contacted and included early in the planning process 
due to the complicated legal and operational issues that need to be considered when 
seeking longitudinal accommodation on a controlled access right-of-way. 

Freeways or controlled access rights-of-ways are the State's most important and 
highest volume roadways. The NYSDOT plans and maintains right-of-way along these 
roadways to accommodate future changes to the highway and service demands. The 
flexibility to improve our freeways is critical. A sound transportation system is crucial to 
the State's economic viability. 

Ii. 2006 LOBBYING LAW REQUIREMENTS AND COMPLIANCE 

Pursuant to NYS Finance Law §§139-j and 139-k, a request to use NYSDOT freeways, 
controlled access highways or rights-of-ways imposes certain restrictions on 
communications between NYSDOT and the requesting party during the procurement 
process. The requesting party is restricted from making contacts during the 
procurement process through final award and approval of the procurement by NYSDOT 
and, if applicable, Office of the State Comptroller ("restricted period") to other than 
designated staff unless it is a contact that is included among certain statutory 
exceptions set forth in NYS Finance Law §139-j(3)(a). The restricted period Is defined 



tf 

as the period of time commencing with the earliest written notice or solicitation of a 
request for proposal or other method of soliciting a response from offerers intending to 
result in a procurement contract with a governmental agency. The term "contact" is 
defined by statute and refers to those oral, written or electronic communications that a 
reasonable person would infer are attempts to influence the governmental procurement. 
Designated staff shall be identified for each project. NYSDOT employees are also 
required to obtain certain information when contacted during the restricted period and 
make a determination of the responsibility of the requesting party pursuant to these two 
statutes. NYS Finance Law §139-k(4) obligates every governmental entity, such as 
NYSDOT, during the restricted period of a procurement contract to make a written 
record of any Contacts made. Procurement contract is defined as any contract or 
agreement for an article of procurement involving an expenditure in excess of fifteen 
thousand dollars. In addition to obtaining the required identifying information, the 
governmental entity must inquire and record whether the person or organization that 
made the contact was the offerer or was retained, employed or designated on behalf of 
the offerer to appear before or contact the governmental entity. An offerer would be a 
utility company seeking to use NYSDOT freeways or controlled access highways for the 
siting of its facility. Certain findings of non-responsibility can result in rejection for 
contract award and in the event of two findings within a 4 year period, the requesting 
party is debarred from obtaining governmental procurement contracts. Further 
information about these requirements and the required forms may be found at 
www.nvsdot.qov/portal/page/portal/main/business-center/consultants. 

The requesting party must file an Affirmation of Understanding and Agreement pursuant 
to NYS Finance Law §139-j(3) and §139-j{6)(b), Disclosure of Prior Non-Responsibility 
Determinations and Certification of Compliance with NYS Finance Law §139-k(5). A 
termination clause requiring compliance will be added to any contract, use and 
occupancy agreement, or highway work permits. The forms and the termination clause 
may be found at 
www.oas.state.nv.us/aboutOas/reaulations/defaultAdvisorvCouncil.html. 

III. TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION RIGHTS 

A transportation corporation is a company organized under NYS Transportation 
Corporations Law. Transportation corporations are typically gas, electric, telephone, 
water and sewage companies. Such companies have certain legislated rights to occupy 
the State's highway rights-of-way (ROW) without payment of a use and occupancy fee, 
but this does not apply to controlled access rights-of-way. 

IV. APPLICATION OR PROPOSAL CONTENT 

Any request submitted to NYSDOT for longitudinal accommodation shall include, at a 
minimum, the following: 



(a) Organizational Overview 

Identify the overall project organization for the proposed project or action, include the 
firm(s) which will be involved and their respective relationships, roles and 
responsibilities and whether they are considered Transportation Corporations or 
Incorporated under other laws. Provide proof of Transportation Corporation status. 

Provide a description of the relevant corporate experience of all involved firms including 
examples of current/prior involvement in efforts of this type. 

Identify the management team, including key personnel and their respective 
relationships, roles and responsibilities and specifically the individual(s) who will be 
responsible for communicating with NYSDOT on project matters. 

(b) Project Development and Public Need 

Provide a description of the overall public need. Identify any research and/or analysis 
performed which supports the planned facility, including any projected trends in how the 
market(s) may develop over time. Describe any involved statewide planning process 
and Include any resulting plans or reports. Provide a copy of any certificates issued by 
New York State Public Service Commission (NYSPSC) or Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC), 

Provide an overall schedule for the proposed installation which indicates the best 
estimate of the time frame(s) associated with all major project activities. 

Identify potential problems to successfully implement the proposed facility and a 
discussion, as applicable, of your approach to resolving such potential problems. 

(c) Alternatives 

Provide detailed description and evaluation that is in full compliance with NEPA and 
SEQRA requirements for all alternatives, including impacts to the transportation system. 
The alternatives analysis should include environmental, social, physical impacts and a 
cost analysis. Provide specific engineering deficiencies for each altemate route. 

(d) Capacity and Availability 

Provide description of the proposed facility's general capacity. Demonstrate how 
projected demand will be served by the project. 

Provide description of the extent, if any, of the proposed facilities that will be made 
available for the use of others, including how such access will be provided. Outline the 
terms and conditions under which such facilities would be made available to others. 



There is a presumption that it is in the public interest for the competing utilities to 
provide service within the available corridors. In order to protect and encourage such 
competition and ensure minimum future intrusion into the controlled access right-of-way 
and to avoid disturbance to traffic by installation of multiple facilities, the applicant is 
required to provide a description of the facilities, which will be available to others and 
how others will be provided access to the facilities proposed to be installed, if any. An 
outline of the terms and conditions under which the applicant would make such facilities 
available to other services shall be provided. 

(e) Installation 

Provide design and initial installation plans of the facility. Include a traffic control plan in 
conformance with the NYSDOT Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). 
Indicate the extent to which the installation will affect traffic flow and safety, landscaping 
and protected resources, as well as the freeway's/corridor's appearance, its structural 
and controlled access integrity and its ability to be maintained, widened or otherwise 
modified.  These plans should clearly delineate the proposed construction limits. 

Include discussion of any planned or likely improvements and/or upgrades to the utility 
facilities and time frames. 

(f) Constructabilitv 

Provide a feasibility study of access routes required to mobilize and transport 
specialized equipment and materials. Identify potential for work to be scheduled during 
time of reduced traffic volumes. Describe impacts on existing utilities in the project 
area. 

(g) Access for Operations and Maintenance 

Provide plan for access to the utility facilities for operation and maintenance, including 
traffic control plans in conformance with NYSDOT MUTCD, a description and frequency 
of routine maintenance work and emergency call procedures. 

(h) Financial 

Provide a pro-forma revenue and expense statement for the proposed project which 
identifies all assumptions underlying the statement. 

Provide an explanation to assess the financial capacity of the entity, seeking this 
accommodation, to fulfill Its commitments and responsibilities. 

(i) Fair Consideration Proposal 

Provide a description of the consideration (monetary and/or sen/ice) being offered to the 
State, if any. Identify the total dollar amount(s) and terms of payment and a description 



of the type(s), level(s) and extent of any service(s) being offered. Include all 
assumptions. 

V. CRITERIA FOR EVALUATION OF PROPOSAL 

In addition to compliance with NEPA and SEQRA requirements, the proposal shall meet 
the following evaluation criteria: 

(1) Project supports a strategic need within the project area and is in accordance with 
local and state planning efforts. 

(2) Review the relative degree of disruption of the controlled access right-of-way during 
installation as shown in plans and schedules and the extent to Which such disruption will 
affect traffic flow and safety, landscaping, and protected resources, as well as the 
freeway's appearance, structural and controlled access integrity and ability to be 
maintained, widened or otherwise modified In the future. To minimize the disruption of 
the controlled access right-of-way during installation, all proposals must be in 
accordance with the following guidelines: 

(a) All elements of the facility are to be installed in a designated utility strip to be 
established by the NYSDOT. The utility strip shall be approximately 10 feet wide 
and be located along the edge of the right-of-way; the final location will be 
determined during the planning process pending FHWA approval. The NYSDOT 
and FHWA may authorize installation within the roadway in exceptional situations 
(e.g., to provide access to a bridge which is needed to carry the facilities over natural 
barriers). The location of the facilities shall be such as to minimize Impact on 
highway use, safety, maintenance, aesthetics, and future highway improvements. 

Being permitted to use controlled access rights-of-way does not automatically 
Include permission to use bridges or other structures. Any proposed use of bridges 
must be evaluated and approved by the NYSDOT and FHWA as per Section 131.20 
of Title 17 NYCRR (New York Codes, Rules and Regulations). Any request to Install 
facilities on bridges or other structures must be stated in the initial application for any 
permit including all installation details the NYSDOT and FHWA indicate are 
necessary to evaluate the proposal. 

(b) Except as provided elsewhere in this document, facilities shall generally be 
installed underground with no part of the facility visible from the roadway. 

(c) The initial installation shall include all appurtenances necessary or incidental to 
the operation of the facility, and shall include manholes or other access points at 
appropriate intervals to permit operation and maintenance without further 
excavation. Any electrical service necessary to operate stations or similar 
appurtenances shall be placed in underground ducts or conduits running from 
crossroads or frontage roads adjacent to the required point of access or from 
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easements the utility owns. The utility shall furnish and pay for all materials, 
equipment, and labor required for the proposed installation and maintenance. 

(d) Installations of any part of a facility within the controlled access right-of-way 
including an interchange ramp roadway shall be by a trenchless technology and 
shall be installed in a manner to preclude or minimize disturbing the roadways and 
their clear zones for installation, operation or maintenance. To the extent feasible 
and practicable, such crossings should be on a line generally perpendicular to the 
centerline of the roadway alignment. 

(e) At bridge crossings or where unusual terrain, environmental, or other conditions 
warrant, the NYSDOT and FHWA may authorize installation of a portion of the 
facility above ground, if it is found that there is no practical altemative inside or 
outside the right-of-way and that the installation will not impair controlled access 
right-of-way safety or the aesthetic quality of the land traversed. However, no above 
ground facility that constitutes a fixed object will be allowed within the clear zone. 

(f) Where a facility installation must cross a major valley or river, such installation 
may be carried on an existing controlled access right-of-way structure only where 
the NYSDOT and FHWA finds that such use of the structure will not Interfere with 
the use or maintenance of the controlled access right-of-way and that denial of such 
use would result In significant harm to the environment. Similarly, such installation 
shall not be allowed to occupy vehicular tunnels without such a finding by the 
NYSDOT and FHWA. 

(g) In designated scenic or park preservation areas, the NYSDOT may authorize 
installations only when they do not require extensive alterations of trees or terrain 
features visible to the highway user or impair the aesthetic quality of the land 
traversed. 

(h) All methods of installation, as well as methods of erosion control and other 
details of Installation of the facility, shall be subject to the review and approval of the 
NYSDOT. 

(i) Upon completion of installation, all disturbed areas shall be returned to their 
original topography and all steps necessary to prevent future erosion shall be taken. 
Backfill shall be tamped and vegetation replaced. The NYSDOT may specify the 
type and location of replacement vegetation. The NYSDOT may require the 
completion of an approved mitigation plan for replacement of tree loss created by 
the construction of the facility. The survival of all replacement trees and vegetation 
shall be guaranteed by the utility for a period of two (2) years following planting. 

(j) Longitudinal occupancy of controlled access rights-of-way shall be for 
transmission type facilities only. Service connections to adjacent properties shall not 
be permitted from the controlled access rights-of-way. 



(k) The proposal shall take into account planned or likely improvements or 
alterations in the nature or configuration of the highway and the impact of planned or 
likely improvements in the nature or configuration of the utilities. 

(I) Any occupancy or access that adversely affects safety will not be permitted as the 
safety of the traveling public and protection of the State rights-of-way for future use 
are of primary importance in allowing longitudinal occupancy by any utility or facility. 

(3) Review measures taken to provide access to facilities from outside the controlled 
access right-of-way. 

(a) Access to the facility for installation, operation or maintenance along or across a 
controlled access right-of-way should be limited to access via nearby frontage roads 
(where available), adjacent public roads and streets, or trails along or near but 
outside of the controlled access right-of-way line, connecting only to an intersecting 
road, from any one or all of which entry may be made to the outer portion of the 
controlled access right-of-way to the greatest extent possible. 

(b) A locked gate along the controlled access right of way line (control-of-access) 
fence may be utilized to meet periodic access needs. Where a gate is allowed, the 
use and occupancy agreement shall include adequate safeguards against 
unauthorized use. FHWA approves all breaks in access. A break in access means 
any activity which enters onto highway right-of-way which has been designated as 
controlled, includes but not limited to vehicular, pedestrian, or utility occupancies at, 
above or below ground. This also includes any airspace occupancy of controlled 
access highway rights-of-way. 

(c) The NYSDOT shall impose conditions for policing and other controls as are 
necessary to assure the safety of highway travelers and to avoid interference with 
controlled access use. During installation, operation and maintenance, barriers 
and/or signs and/or other warning devices conforming to the NYSDOT MUTCD shall 
be installed as required and approved by the NYSDOT to alert and protect highway 
travelers to utility activities within the controlled access right-of-way. Where signs 
conforming to the NYSDOT MUTCD are placed in the vicinity of the through 
roadway or clear recovery area, they shall be collapsible upon impact from a vehicle. 
Additional maintenance and protection provisions shall be as stated in the "general 
conditions" clauses of the required Highway Work Permit as discussed in Section 
VIM. The NYSDOT reserves the right to require more stringent measures when it 
deems it necessary, as provided by Sections 126,128, and 129, of NYCRR Title 17. 

(d) Lane closures on the mainline, service roads or ramps of the controlled access 
right-of-way will not generally be permitted during the installation, operation, or 
maintenance of facilities unless the utility will be within 12 feet of the edge of the 
shoulder or travel way. In accordance with NYSDOT Engineering Instruction (El) 
96-027 and any applicable Regional policies, NYSDOT may require the installation 
to be completed at night. All lane closures must be proposed to NYSDOT in writing 



at least one month before the beginning of the work and must be approved in writing 
by the Region before the work can begin. 

(e) Access to facilities for installation, operation and maintenance within a controlled 
access right-of-way will only be allowed in accordance with the provisions of a traffic 
control plan specified in the highway work permit and use and occupancy agreement 
as discussed in Sections VIII and X. 

(4) The initial installation of a facility shall be of a character and capacity to preclude the 
programmed need for any additional disruption. Absent compelling circumstances, the 
NYSDOT and FHWA will not permit additional installations after initial construction. If 
future expansion will be needed, this should be noted in the initial request. 

VI. TIME FRAME 

Actions classified as Class I projects under NEPA requiring an Environmental Impact 
Statement typically take 2-4 years to reach a record of decision for NYSDOT Projects. 
Actions classified as a Class II project under NEPA requiring an Environmental 
Assessment typically take 1-3 years to reach a record of decision for NYSDOT Projects. 
Actions classified as a Class III project under NEPA which may be a Categorical 
Exclusion (Programmatic, Automatic or with documentation) typically take 1-2 years to 
reach a record of decision for NYSDOT Projects. 

VII. NYSDOT ACTIONS AND SUBMISSION TO FHWA 

The NYSDOT reviews, comments and determines if the exception request is adequate 
and appropriate for submission to FHWA. If NYSDOT determines that the application 
meets the minimum criteria and does not conflict with NYSDOT operations, NYSDOT 
makes the formal request for an exception and forwards the project documentation to 
FHWA. Please be advised that compliance with all submittal requirements does 
not guarantee final approval from NYSDOT or FHWA. 

The FHWA reviews and issues their recommendation. If the request is approved, all 
related Use and Occupancy agreements and breaks in access must also be approved 
by FHWA. 

If FHWA denies the request, the utility must reevaluate its project on the basis of the 
response. 

VIII. ACTIONS TO PROGRESS A UTILITY PROJECT AFTER AN 
EXCEPTION HAS BEEN GRANTED BY FHWA 

Any utility permitted to occupy NYSDOT controlled access right-of-way (ROW) must 
comply with 17 NYCRR Part 131, which is available at 
www.dot.state.nv.us/cmb/consult/hdmfiles/hdm13/hdm13app a.pdf. 



Award of any agreements and use of NYSDOT property is subject to negotiations of 
acceptable terms and approval by NYSDOT Counsel, after consultation with the NYS 
Attorney General, and the Office of the NY State Comptroller. Permits or agreements 
may vary, but will generally include the following provisions: 

(1) The NYSDOT reserves the right to restrict the use of controlled access right-of-way. 
Such restrictions may include but not be limited to: number and types of facilities 
allowed; physical space occupied by the facilities or by equipment used for installation, 
operation and maintenance; time restrictions on installation, operation or maintenance; 
provisions of a traffic control plan for the maintenance and protection of traffic; system 
expansion, etc. The applicant may be required to make installations concurrent with 
others so as to limit such work to one installation operation. Applicants shall provide the 
NYSDOT with copies of all inspection reports. 

(2) Except where payment is required by Section 10, Subsection 24-b of the NYS 
Highway Law, any relocation of any facility allowed to be on the controlled access right- 
of-way, made necessary as a result of highway construction or maintenance operations, 
or changes in NYSDOT policy or design standards, shall be made promptly and at the 
sole expense of the utility applicant. 

(3) The use of the controlled access right-of-way shall be by a Use and Occupancy 
Agreement or other similar agreement obtained from the NYSDOT Including a fee for 
the use of the property. Generally, this agreement must be executed prior to the 
issuance of a Highway Work Permit and will require that a Highway Work Permit be 
obtained prior to installation or construction. In addition, an Annual Maintenance Permit 
must be secured prior to the undertaking of any maintenance activity on the controlled 
access right-of-way. A NYSDOT approved traffic control plan for installation, operation 
and for future access for maintenance activities is a prerequisite to issuance of both 
permits. Application and general conditions for Highway Work Permits and Annual 
Maintenance Permits are explained in Title 17 Parts 125-129 NYCRR. 

(4) Violation of the Use and Occupancy Agreement, Highway Work Permit, Annual 
Maintenance Permit, or of any other law or rule at any time by the permit holder or its 
agent(s) in the installation, operation or maintenance of facilities within controlled 
access rights-of-way shall be the basis for denial of use, imposition of fines, or physical 
removal of the offending party and/or the permit holder's facilities as designated in such 
permit, or as otherwise provided by law. 

(5) The permit holder shall be responsible for obtaining all necessary permits, 
approvals, etc. required by any Federal, State or local agencies and shall furnish copies 
to the NYSDOT of such permits and approvals. 

(6) The applicant shall be required under the Highway Work Permit to provide the 
NYSDOT with a log of each entrance onto the controlled access rights-of-way with 
personnel and/or equipment to include date, time, duration, location of entrance and exit 
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from the controlled access rights-of-way, and the reasons for such entrance and exit, 
the equipment and personnel involved, etc. 

(7) The applicant shall install along with any buried facilities a system of continuous 
plastic ribbon or marking tape. Such marker shall be installed at a level no less than 12 
inches below the surface of the ground. The marker shall include a metal thread or 
other system capable of reliably emitting a signal readable by equipment operating on 
the surface. The applicant also shall install adequate permanent buried cable markers 
showing the approximate horizontal and vertical location of its underground facility. 
Such post markers shall not interfere with highway operations or maintenance and shall 
be offset from the actual location of the facility where necessary to avoid such 
interference. The applicant shall also maintain records that describe the facility, its 
location, depth, size, and other relevant data, which shall be available upon request to 
the NYSDOT and to other interested agencies. Within 120 days following the 
completion of the work authorized under a location permit, the applicant shall file with 
the NYSDOT one complete set of "as built" plans showing the locations of all parts of 
the facility stamped by a Professional Engineer. The applicant also shall file with the 
NYSDOT at that time one complete set of plans on microfiche or other form of 
information storage system as determined by the NYSDOT. 

(8) Except where a use and occupancy permit calls for different procedures, the 
applicants shall comply with the construction standards, location standards, and special 
marking techniques established by the most recent publication of 23 CFR 645. 

(9) The NYSDOT shall have authority to place inspectors on site to monitor and observe 
the applicant's activities, and/or to request the presence of state or local police to assure 
the safety of controlled access right-of-way travelers, at such times and for such periods 
as the NYSDOT deems appropriate. All inspector costs thereof shall be borne by the 
applicant. 

(10) Upon issuance of a permit and from time to time during any installation, operation, 
or maintenance periods, the applicant shall pay to the NYSDOT those amounts 
representing all of the costs of processing the application and administering the permit, 
including without limitation any costs relating to the need to relocate the facility in 
connection with any other work performed by the NYSDOT including design review. 

(11) Acceptance of a permit by the applicant shall constitute an agreement by the 
applicant, notwithstanding any other provision of law, to assume all liability for any loss, 
cost, damage, or harm arising out of or relating to the installation, operation or 
maintenance, of its facility and to the presence of its facility in the controlled access 
right-of-way. Further, acceptance of a use and occupancy agreement shall constitute an 
agreement by the applicant to indemnify and hold harmless the State of New York, its 
officers, agents, and employees from all loss, cost, damage, and harm, including 
attorney's fees, arising out of or relating to the foregoing. This permit shall not be 
effective unless accepted and approved in writing by the State. 
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IX. APPLICABLE FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS, REQUIREMENTS 
AND POLICIES 

NYSDOT Engineering Instruction (El) 96-027 
www.clot.state.nv.us/cmb/consult/eib/files/ei96027.pdf 

This El is based on Chapter 361 of the Laws of 1995 amending the NYS Transportation 
Law by adding a new §20, "Nighttime work on major capital construction projects on 
highways, expressways and parkways". 

23 CFR 645 
23 CFR 771 
Title 23, USC Chapter 1, Section 111 
NYS Finance Law, Section 112 
NYS Highway Law, Sections 10(24) and 10(24-b) 
NYS Highway Law, Section 52 
NYS Transportation Corporations Law 
NYS Transportation Law, Sections 13 and 16 
NYS General Obligations Law, Section 11-102 
Title 17 Part 131 NYCRR 
Title 17 Part 15 NYCRR 
NYSDOT Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) 

X. NYSDOT RIGHTS-OF-WAY REQUIREMENTS 

Pursuant NYS Transportation Law, Sections 13 and 16, NYSDOT has established rules 
and criteria to approve the use of rights-of-way under their jurisdiction. The instrument 
typically used to allow the use of NYSDOT rlghts-of-way Is a Use and Occupancy 
Agreement. If the value of this property is in excess of $15,000, the use must be 
approved by NYSDOT Executive Management, the Office of the NYS Comptroller and 
the NYS Attorney General. 

The fee to be charged for use and occupancy of the controlled access right-of-way wilt 
be based on a market valuation and require two independent appraisals. The cost of 
the fee determination will be paid for by the utility requesting occupancy of NYSDOT 
property. The fee determination will be obtained by NYSDOT. 

XI. HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT REQUIREMENTS 

Any work, including installation, maintenance and upgrades of utility facilities, within a 
state highway right-of-way requires the Issuance of a highway work permit pursuant to 
Highway Law Section 52. The forms and requirements are described as follows. 

There are various options available to a municipality or public service corporation /public 
authority to provide Insurance through an Undertaking Agreement. 
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Undertakings are described in Title 17 part 127.2: 

"Any municipality may pay the insurance fee or may furnish one policy of protective 
liability Insurance annually, and one policy or endorsement of completed operations 
liability insurance annually as may be required; and public service corporations may 
comply in like manner or they may furnish the usual form of undertaking that provides 
full indemnification for the State without specifying amount of coverage." 

Self-insured entities may provide PERM 1, PERM 2 or PERM 6 in lieu of PERM 17. 

The following forms are typically required for the types of requests discussed in 
previous sections of this document. Pertinent information about each form is included. 

PERM 17 (11/05) - CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE FOR SPECIAL HAULING, 
DIVISIBLE LOAD OVERWEIGHT, AND HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT INSURANCE 
REQUIREMENTS 

• This is to be prepared by an insurance agency or insurance company. 
• This PERM needs to be filed and kept current with the Permittee's information 

and submitted to: 
NYS Department of Transportation 
Central Permit Office 
50 Wolf Road, 1st floor 
Albany, NY 12232 

PERM 32m (2/00) - HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT APPLICATION FOR UTILITY WORK 
AND ANNUAL MAINTENANCE PERMIT 

• This form is to be prepared by the permittee for work to be performed. 
Applications should be submitted to the Permit Engineer in the appropriate 
Region, 

• Authorized subcontractors, acting as agents of prime contractors, under the 
permit to the Prime Contractor, are bound by the agreements of the prime 
contractor. If, however, both parties are named as co-permittees, they have 
equal responsibility and NYSDOT requires a PERM 17 from BOTH parties. 

• After construction is complete, the PERM 32m should be completed under the 
Maintenance/Annual type of operation to perform any maintenance of existing 
towers/utility poles. New construction/installations can not be performed under 
the annual permit; they require an individual permit for original Installation. 

PERM 36 (2/06) - ATTACHMENT TO HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT FOR MAJOR 
PROJECTS 

• The NYSDOT requires the Permittee to provide a consultant to inspect the 
Permit work when the duration, of the work, is three or more days. The inspector 
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is intended to act as the NYSDOTs agent on the work site. When a consultant 
inspector is provided PERM 36 should be completed. 

• PERM 36 is to be completed and signed by the Permittee and the consultant 
providing the inspector/s. 

PERM 41.1cl (4/88) - METHOD OF PERFORMING WORK WITH THE STATE RIGHT 
OF WAY 

• Provides general conditions as well as design and construction method 
requirements for installation. 

PERM 44e (8/01) - SURETY BOND (PERFORMANCE) 

• The NYSDOT requires the Permittee to provide a bond or letter of credit to insure 
and guarantee the timely and workmanlike completion of work undertaken with a 
Highway Work Permit 

PERM 51 (11/90) - PAYMENT AGREEMENT FOR HIGHWAY WORK PERMITS 
DESIGN REVIEW 

• The permittee will be billed on a periodic basis for the costs incurred by the 
NYSDOT to process a highway work permit. 

PERM 50e (9/93) -INSPECTION AND/OR SUPERVISION PAYMENT AGREEMENT 
FOR HIGHWAY WORK PERMITS 

• The permittee will reimburse the NYSDOT for inspection and/or supervision of 
any permit work by NYSDOT employees which exceeds one hour of work on a 
highway work permit. 

PERM 52b (9/93) - INSPECTION AND/OR SUPERVISION PAYMENT AGREEMENT 
FOR HIGHWAY WORK PERMITS FOR PUBLIC UTILITY COMPANIES 

• The permittee Will reimburse the NYSDOT for inspection and/or supervision of 
any permit work by NYSDOT employees which exceeds one hour of work on a 
highway work permit. 

XII. SPECIAL HAULING PERMIT REQUIREMENTS 

Many utility projects require equipment or materials to be delivered to project locations 
which require special hauling permits. For additional information, see the following 
website: www.nvpermits.ora/. A Complete Plan Submission for a Special Hauling 
Permit must include in detail the following: 
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PERM 17 (11/05) - CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE FOR SPECIAL HAULING. 
DIVISIBLE LOAD OVERWEIGHT. AND HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT 
INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS 
Delivery Plan 
Cable Pulling Plan 
Pick Plan 
Maintenance and Protection of Traffic Plans (M&PT) 

o   detours schemes for night delivery 
o   shoulder closure and temporary concrete barrier schemes that will remain 

in place until reels are emptied and pulling and cradles are removed. 
Site details for temporary staging area for each pit location( i.e.: limits of 
vegetation removal, details for cut and fill areas for level working pads, 
placement of Recycled Concrete Aggregate (RCA) bedding, erosion controls, 
etc.) necessary to safely support dispensing operation equipments in soft 
shoulder. 

XIII. ATTACHMENTS 

2006 Lobbying Laws 
o   Offerer Disclosure of Prior Non-Responsibility Determinations 
o   Offerer's Affirmation of Understanding of and Agreement pursuant to NYS 

Finance Law §139-j (3) and §139-j (6) (b) 
Use and Occupancy Agreement  ROW 75n (10/06) 
Highway Work Permit Forms 

o   PERM 17 (11/05) 
o   PERM 32M (2/06) 
o   PERM 36 (2/06) 
o   PERM 41-Id (4/86) 
o   PERM 44e (8/01) 
o   PERM 50e (9/93) 
o   PERM 51 (11/90) 
o   PERM 52b (9/93) 

12/14/06 
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Offerer Disdosur^fcPrior Non-Responsibility Determin^Au 
Name of Individual or Ent^Bwking to Enter into the Procurement Contract: ^^ 

Address: 

Name and Title of Person Submitting this Form: 

Contract Procurement Number: 

Date:  

1. Has any Governmental Entity made a finding of non-responsibility regarding the Individual or entity 
seeking to enter into the Procurement Contract In the previous four years? (Please drde): No 

Yes 
If yes, please answer the next questions: 
2. Was the basis for the finding of non-responsibility due to a violation of State Finance Law §139-J 
(Please drde): No Yes 
3. Was the basis for the finding of non-responsibility due to the intentional provision of false or 
Incomplete Information to a Governmental Entity? (Please drde): No 

Yes 
4. If you answered yes to any of the above questions, please provide details regarding the finding of non- 
responsibility below. 
Governmental Entity:  
Date of Finding of Non-responsibility:   
Basis of Finding of Non-Responsibility:  • 

(Add additional pages as necessary) 
5. Has any Governmental Entity or other governmental agency terminated or withheld a Procurement 
Contract with the above-named individual or entity due to the Intentional provision of false or incomplete 
Information? (Please drde):     No       Yes 
6. If yes, please provide details below. 
Governmental Entity: 
Date of Termination or Withholding of Contract: 
Basis of Termination or Withholding:       

(Add additional pages as necessary) 
Offerer certifies that all information provided to the Governmental Entity with respect to State Finance Law §139-k 
is complete, true and accurate. 
Byi_ , . Date:  

Signature 
Name:   
Title:  •  



•              • 

Offerer's Affirmation of Understanding of and Agreement pursuant to State Finance Law 
§139-j(3)and§139-j(6)(b) 

Offerer affirms that it understands and agrees to comply with the procedures of the Government 
Entity relative to permissible Contacts as required by State Finance Law §139-j (3) and §139-j 
(6)(b). 

By:                                                                    Date: 
Signature 

Name: 

Title: 

Contractor Name; 

Contractor Address: 

• 



ROW 75n (10/06) 

P.I.N._ 

Property Location. 

Original Owner _ 
Original Tenant. 

Airspace Occupant. 
Subsequent Occupant. 

NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
REAL ESTATE DIVISION 

PERMIT FOR USE OF STATE-OWNED PROPERTY 

INVENTORY NO.. . Permit Account No. 

Project. 

Map No.(s)_ 

Town  

THIS PERMIT, made this. 

. Parcel No.(s)_ 

. day ot_ 

. County. 

 City/Village. 

. ,20 between 

hereinafter referred to as "Permittee", and the COMMISSIONER OF TRANSPORTATION FOR THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE 
OF NEW YORK, hereinafter referred to as "the State", 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS the State is the owner of the above identified property, hereinafter referred to as "property" or"premises"; and 

WHEREAS the Permittee wishes to use and occupy said property; 

NOW, THEREFORE, the State hereby grants this permit to the Permittee, subject to the following covenants and conditions: 

1. The property covered by this permit shall be used only for the purpose of: 

and for no other purpose whatsoever. 

2. The fee to be charged shall be:  .per. . beginning. 

3. Payment of fee is due on the first of the month unless otherwise stated. Fee must be paid by check, bank cashier's check or 
money order payable to "Department of Transportation" and mailed or delivered to: 

New York State Department of Transportation 
Revenue Unit, POD 5-2 

50 Wolf Road 
Albany, New York 12232 
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4. The Permittee understands and agrees that if the full amount of the fee as stated herein is not paid within thirty days from the 
date billed as indicated on the billing invoke, interest penalties and collection fees will be imposed under the provisions of 
Chapter 55 of the Laws of 1992. ^^ ^^ 

5. The Permittee understands and agrees that the fee charged by the State may periodically be updated to reflect fair market value 
and the Permittee will enter into a new permit for the new fee if the Permittee wishes to remain in occupancy. Failure to execute a 
new permit will require Permittee to immediately vacate the premises. 

6. The Permittee acknowledges the State's right to collect a security deposit. This sum will be retained as security to ensure faithful 
performance of the permit and compliance with all terms by the Permittee. The State hereby acknowledges receipt of 

_$_ 

received on by. 
(Dept Rep.'s Signature) 

7. This permit supersedes the permit number , . issued to 

 in the amount of  

per approved by the Director, Real Estate Division on. 

8. Permittee, at the Permittee's expense and for the term of the permit, shall furnish and show evidence of General Liability 
Insurance coverage issued by an insurance carrier licensed to do business in the State of New York for the protection of the State 
of New York, and Permittee against any claims, suits, demands or judgments by reason of bodily injury, including death, and for 
any claims resulting in property damage occurring on or in proximity to the permit area. 

Such General Liability Insurance shall be in the amount no less than $_ 
(combined property damage and/or bodily injury, including death) single limit per occurence, and shall name the People of the 
State of New York as an additional insured. 

The Permittee will furnish the State with a certificate of insurance, with a (30) thirty day(s) prior written notice of any cancellation 
or major change in the policy conditions. The permit shall be voided if insurance is cancelled, modified or lapses. 

Approval of this permit shall be contingent upon receipt, by the State, of a copy of a properly executed insurance certificate. 

9. Permittee is responsible for any repairs, improvements or maintenance work of any kind on the property at Permittee's expense. 
The State may, at any time, periodically inspect the premises to determine whether same is in good repair and maintenance, 
structurally sound, and that no unsafe, hazardous, unsanitary, or defective conditions exist. 

10. Permittee hereby agrees to admit State representatives and prospective purchasers or permittees to examine these premises 
during reasonable business hours. 

11. Permittee shall not place or store, or allow others to place or store, any flammable, explosive hazardous, toxic or corrosive 
materials, debris of any description, garbage or any materials commonly referred to as "junk" within the permit area, except fuel 
kept in the fuel tanks of legally parked vehicles allowed under the terms of this permit. Failure to comply with this provision may 
result in a ten (10) days written notice of cancellation of the permit in accordance with Provision 16 of the permit. The permittee 
is responsible for the removal of these materials and/or all expenses incurred in their removal. 
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12. All arrangements of services for utilities, removal of garbage, rubbish, litter, snow and ice will be made by the Permittee at the 
Permittee's expense, unless hereafter specified. The State shall have no responsibility to provide any services not specifically set 
forth in writing herein. Permittee shall^Mjpiy with all local and State building standards/code^^he installation or repair of any 
utilities including but not limited to elflRty and plumbing. Permittee is responsible for kee{flnd maintaining the premises in 
a safe and clean condition, for the reguHRnd prompt removal of garbage, rubbish, litter, sno\^Mrice. Permittee shall be 
responsible for preventing damages to the plumbing system and premises caused by lack of heat or water damage from leaks. 

13. Permittee is responsible to maintain the occupancy in compliance with any and all applicable local. State, and Federal laws, 
ordinances, codes, rules and regulations affecting the use of the property. Permittee shall not conduct or allow any use or activity 
on the premises inconsistent with law and shall not conduct or allow any use or activity on the premises which may require a 
permit or other approval by a government agency without having lawfully obtained such permit or approval. 

14. The parties acknowledge that this instrument is not a lease but is merely a permit to occupy and use, and therefore a 
landlord-tenant relationship is not hereby created; and further, that since this is not a lease. Section 5-321 of the General 
Obligations Law does not apply to this permit to the extent permitted by law. 

15. The State shall have no responsibility whatever for the loss or destruction of any improvements made by the Permittee or for 
personal property stored or being used on the premises. 

16. This permit shall be renewed automatically for successive terms of one month each unless canceled by either party. 
Cancellation by the State requires thirty (30) days written notice, except for cause, in which event cancellation can be effected on 
ten (10) days written notice. Permittee may cancel this permit by giving thirty (30) days written notice. 

17. Permittee shall not sublet the premises nor assign or transfer the permit to any other parties in part or in whole without the 
prior written consent of the State. Failure to comply with this provision may result in ten (10) days written notice of cancellation of 
the permit by the State, and the State may immediately take possession and terminate all rights of the Permittee as of such moment. 

18. It is understood and agreed by and between the parties that the Permittee will ( ) will not ( ) be entitled to any relocation 
benefits provided under State and Federal law. 

19. Permittee agrees and understands that the State is under no obligation to sell the property to the Permittee and that no 
commitment, express or implied, is made by the State to give the Permittee any preemptive right of purchase. 

20. In accordance with Article 15 of the Executive Law (also known as the Human Rights Law) and all other State and Federal 
statutory and constitutional non-discrimination provisions, the Permittee will not discriminate against any employee or applicant 
for employment because of age, race, creed, color, national origin, sexual orientation, military status, sex, disability, predisposing 
genetic characteristics, or marital status. Neither shall the Permittee discriminate in the use of the premises or any access thereto if 
such premises are used as a public accommodation or in connection with a public service. 

21. Permittee hereby agrees to indemnify and save harmless the State from any claim or loss including legal expenses by reason of 
the use or misuse of the premises under this permit and/or from any claim or loss by reason of any accident or damage to any 
person or property being on said premises, caused by Permittee, its employees, agents or invitees. 

22. If any of the provisions of this permit are held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect or impair other provisions herein which 
can be given effect without the invalid provisions, and to this end the provisions of this permit are severable. 

23. This permit shall not be effective unless accepted and approved in writing by the State. 

24. Additional provisions to permit: See Page 5 
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.ACCEPTANCE: 

In consideration of the granting of the permit, the undersigned accepts all of the above terms, conditions and provisions. 

Soc. Sec. No. 5B__    Signed  

Fed. I.D. No.    

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

COUNTY OF ) SS: 

On the day of . in the year before me, the 
undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared _^______ 
personally known to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual(s) whose name(s) is (are) subscribed to the 
within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that by 
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument, the individual(s), or the person upon behalf of which the individuals) acted, executed 
the instrument. 

(Notary Public) 

RECOMMENDED: Date. 
Regional Real Estate Officer 

ACCEPTED and APPROVED: Commissioner of Transportation for the People of The State of New York 

By  '  Date. 
Director, Real Estate Division 
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23. ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS TO PERMIT: 
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• OSL   I—t wkjSLAL NYSDDT 
PERM 17 (11/05) 

NYSDepartmentoftonsportation     "^ l4^LAlL NYSDDT ACCOUNT NUMBER 
Central Fennit Office 
SO Wolf Road, 1st Flooi 
Albany, NY 12232 
(518) 485-2999 or 1-888-783-1685 

CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE FOR SPECIAL HAULING, DIVISIBLE LOAD OVERWEIGHT, 
AND HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS 

TO BB PREPARED BY DSURANCS AGENCY OR DSURANCB COMPAKY 

THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE WILL SUPERSEDE ALL OTHER CERnFICATES OF INSURANCE NOW ON FILE WITH 
THE NYSDOT CENTRAL PERMIT OFFICE AND MUST BE IN EFFECT FOR THE FULL TERM OF THE PERMIT. EXPIRATION 

OF, OR LACK OF, LUBIUTY INSURANCE AUTOMATICALLY INVALIDATES THE PERMIT. 

CHECK BOX(ES) FOR EACH TYPE(S) OF PERMIT(S) OBTAINED FROM THE NYS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
(see reverse for permit definitions) 

• Special Hauling Permits Q Divisible Load Overweight Permits 
Q Highway Work Permits • Restricted Vehicle Permits 

1. NAME OFPERMTTAPPLICANT. 
(The Legal Name of the B^essEntityJ^., Corporation Partaenh^ Name on Insurance 
Certificate & Permit Application must be identical - one name only. The Applicant's motor vehicle registration operator's name must also match for 
Divisible Load Overweight Permits. NOTE: If DBA. also provide Name of Legal Entity and Copy of "Ceitifieate of Condncting Business under an 
Assumed Name" that was filed in County Clerk's Office.) 

2. PHYSICALADDRESS OF PERMIT APPLICANT 
(Provide street address of pdadBSl place of business; may attach additional PERM 17 ATEACHMENT sheet listing physical addresses of branch 
offices if application for permits will be for those locations.) 

Q PLEASE CHECK HERE IFTHIS IS A CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

2a. MAILING ADDRESS OF PERMTT APPLICANT. 
(If different than above) O PLEASE CHECK HERE IF TEBS IS A CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

3. TELEPHONE NUMBER OF PERMIT APPLICANT   

4. NAME OF PERMTT APPUCANT CONTACT PERSON. 

5a. MOTOR VEHICLE LIABIUTYPOUCYNUMBER. 
(See Policy requirements in B on reverse) Binders, and unossigned policy numbers an only valid for 30 days. 

5b. EFFECTIVE DATE       EXPIRAIION DATE 
The wording "Continuous Until Cancelied" in place of expiration date is NOT acceptable. Mazimnm duration one calendar year. 

6a. PROTECTIVE UABIIJIY POLICY NUMBER^ 
(See Policy requirements in A or C on reverse)    Binders, and unassigned policy numben are only valid for 30 days, 

fib. EFFECTIVE DATE ^EXPIRAriONDArB. 
The wording "Continnons Until Cancdled" in place of expiration date is NOT acceptable. Maximmn duration one calendar year. 

7.  MOTOR CARRIER ID. All permit applicants must provide a USDOT number to obtain permits, with the exception of Federal & State Agencies and 
municipalities, and private individuals transporting personal property. (Check as appropriate - Commercial carriers must have a USDOT Number. 

• USDOT Number       • Exempt - Federal & State Agency/Municipality        Q Private Individual 

USDOT numbers are issued by the Federal Motor Carrier Safisty Administration (Form MCS-150) for interstate carriws or NYSDOT Passenger & 
Freight Safety Division (Form MCS-150 NY) for intrastate carriers. To obtain a USDOT number you can: 

(1) use the internet at: http://safer.fincsa.dot.gov to apply online; (Interstate carriers) 
(2) call toll-fiee 1-800-832-5660 or 518-431-4145 and press "0" for mail or fax information; (Intrastate carriers) 

•     (3) call toll-free 1-866-881-2630 for mail or fax information (Intrastate camera) 

8. FEIN Number 
(Federal Employee Identification Number is also known as the IRS Tax Identification Number and is required for All For Hire Carriers, agencies and 
municipalities.) 

REVERSE SIDE MUST BE COMPLETED 



PERM 17(11/05) 
REVERSE 

la accordance with NYS Department of Transportation requirements (See NYCRR, Title 17, Part 154), the subscribing insurance company hereby 
certifies that a protective liability insurance policy (only option for Highway Work Permits) or, in the alternative, a motor vehicle insurance policy 
and endorsement has been issued to the Permit Applicant: 

A. if a protective liability insurance policy, for the protection of die people of the State of New York, all municipal subdivisions thereof, and 
the Commissioner and NYS Department of Transportation, the NYS Thiuway Authority, the State Bridge Authority and their officials, 
officeis, and employees as named insvoeds, (and no other co-insurtds), for covering bodily injury (including death) with mminmBi 
limits of $500,000 each occurrence and covering property damage with minimum limits of $100,000 each accident and minimum 
aggregate annual limits of $500,000, against actions resulting from use of a Highway Permit by the Permittee or by an person acting by, 
throng or fo the Pennittee, includmg omissions and supervisory aift of any of the named insureds; or 

B. if a motor vehicle insurance policy and endorsement, with the People of the State of New York, all municipal subdivisions thereof, and 
the Commissioner and NYS Department of Transportation, the NYS Thniway Authority, the State Bridge Authority and their officials, 
officers, and employees as additional msureds under die policy, covering bodily injmy (including death) with mimtnum limits of 
$750,000 each occurrence and covering property damage with mminiiini limits of $250,000 each occurrence or $1 million combined 
single limit each occurrence; or 

C. if extended coverage, a protective liability insurance policy, for the protection of the people of the State of New York, all municipal 
subdivisions thereof and the Commissioner and NYS Department of Itansportation, the NYS Thniway Authority, the State Bridge 
Authority and their officials, officers, and employees as named insureds, (and no other eo-insoreds), for Major Commercial Highway 
Work Permits - covering bodily injury (including death) with miniitnim limits of $1,000,000 each occurrence and covering property 
damage with minimum limits of $200,000 each accident and mmiminTj aggregate annual limits of $1,000,000, against actions resulting 
from use of a Highway Permit by the Permittee or by an person acting by, through or for the Pennittce, including omissions and 
supervisory acts of any of the named insureds. 

Any subscribing insurance company providing insurance pursuant to A, B or C above, certifies and agrees that such insurance policy shall not be 
cancelled until thirty (30) days written cancellation notice has been given the NYS Department of Transportation, indicating the permit applicant's 
name, pennit account number (obtain from permit applicant), address, and policy number: Notice of reinstatement must be made by a reinstatement 
notice or a completed Certificate of Insurance (PERM 17) and sent to the NYS Department of TVanspoitation to the attention of the Central Pennit 
Office. In addition, the subscribing insurance company issuing a protective liability insurance policy (pursuant to A above) or a motor vehicle insurance 
policy (pursuant to B above), further certifies and agrees that the insurance policy referred to herein shall not be changed or cancelled unless: 

1. All trips authorized by the Pomlt have been made; or 
2. The effective period of the Permit has expired; or 
3. In the c aso of a Highway Work Pennit, all work authorized has been completed and accepted by the 

NYS Department of Transportation. 

This certificate is furnished in accordance with the rules and regulations of the NYS Department of Transportation pertaining to Highway Permits. No 
Monthly or Annual Permits will be issued if the effective date of the Pennit is not covered by the Insurance Cettificato. 

A Certificate of huurance (PERM 17) is the only acceptable proof of insunnce. PLEASE DO NOT SEND ACCORD FORMS, INSURANCE CARDS, 
COPIES OF POLICIES, ETC. Altered certificates will NOT be accepted. Certificates must be sent to the Central Permit Office at the address noted 
on the front of die form. If you would like to fax the certificate, the number is 518-457-0367. Updates and changes may be made by submitting a new 
Certificate of Insurance ( PERM 17), as the most recent form will supersede all previous Certificates of Insurance (PERM 17) on file with the NYS 
Department of TVansportation. 

SPECIAL HAULING PERMITS (Used for transporting over-dimension and/or overweight non-divisible items on highways, 
e.g. manufactured homes, heavy construction equipment, buildings, etc) Policy provided must be in accordance with A or B above. 

DIVISIBLE LOAD OVERWEIGHT PERMITS (Used for transporting overweight divisible loads on highways, 
e.g. sand, gravel, fuel oil, milk, etc.) Policy provided must be in accordance with A or B above. 

HIGHWAY WORK PERMITS (Used for installing and/or maintaining facilities on State right-of-way - coverage in such case shall be written only 
as protective liability insurance policy and shall also include completed operations liability insurance with respect to liability imposed by law 
arising between the date of final cessation of the work pursuant to the Highway Work Pennit and the date of final acceptance of such work by foe 
State.) Policy provided must be in accordance with A or C above. 

RESTRICTED VEHICLE PERMITS (Necessary for vehicles registered as commercial to travel legally on restricted Parkways, and are SOLELY 
for the purpose of work done on the Parkways or to access areas that are only accessible via the Parkways.) 

Aaborind Signiara of innmttM Agent 

NuneofliuuranceComiuoy (pteuepiut) AudwiizedNau of Imuraice Agent (pletiD print) 

AddtewoflnsnnmceCompaijr (pleasepriat) Adibcu of Insnnncs Agent (pleue print) 

Telephone No. of Insurnnce Company Telephone No. of Innuence Agent 



<• 

PERM 17 ATIACHMENT (11/05) 
NYS Department of Transportation 
Central Pennit Office 
50 Wolf Road, 1st Floor 
Albany, NY 12232 
(S18) 485-2999 or 1-888-783-1685 

* 

ATTACHMENT TO 
CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE FOR SPECIAL HAULING, DIVISIBLE LOAD OVERWEIGHT, 

AND HIGHWAY WORK PERMIT INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS 

THIS FORM MUST BE SOTMrrreDWrraTHEAPPROPRIATBCERTIFICArE OF INSURANCE (PERM 17) 
TOBBFIIEMBEDBYINSiaMKCBA(aNCYOftINSU]tANCBC(Sd?ANY 

1. NAME OFPERMTTAPPLICANT. 

2. USDOT Number 3. FEIN Number^. 

4. Consider the Certificate of insurance (PERM 17) as PAGE 1, this ATIACHMENT is PAGE ol TOTAL PAGES 

5. BRANCH OFFICES -Additional locations also listed and covered bv the game insurance policy Indicated on page one, the Certificate of Insurance 
(PERM 17), where the insured has a physical place of business and die vehicles are dispatched from while operating under a NYS Department of 
Transportation pennit 

NAME OR DESIGNATION OF BRANCH OFFICE:. 

BRANCH OFFICE PHYSICAL ADDRESS:. 

BRANCH OFFICE MAILING ADDRESS:_ 

TELEPHONE NUMBER OF BRANCH OFFICE:. 

CONTACT PERSON:  

NAME OR DESIGNATION OF BRANCH OFFICE:. 

BRANCH OFFICE PHYSICALADDRESS:. 

BRANCH OFFICE MAILING ADDRESS:. 

TELEPHONE NUMBER OF BRANCH OFFICE:. 

CONTACT PERSON:   

NAME OR DESIGNATION OF BRANCH OFFICE:. 

BRANCH OFFICE PHYSICALADDRESS:. 

BRANCH OFFICE MAILING ADDRESS:_ 

TELEPHONE NUMBER OF BRANCH OFFICE:. 

CONTACT PERSON: :  

(Additional sheets may be attached if necessaiy) 
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RIVERSE<2'O0) ^^ RESPONSIBIUTIES OF PERMITTEE 

1. PROTECTIVE UABIUTVt^^nCB COVERAGE flB 

P«m(lle« must ha»« protectiv^aljUity »uur»rK:» coverage m aceortanco wlh Departmjnt requiremenu. Set Ce^Kte of Insuranc* toi 
Hlgnvray Pf nnits Insurance Re^iitenients (Ftum PERM 17. NYSDOT) 

Expiraton ot, or lack of. tiabiriy iiuwanca automatically lemunatu the parmt. Insurance coverage may be provided by fumiiNng Wit 
Depailmanl wWt cn» of lh* (allowing- 

-   a.  A Ceitlfieata of tnsurance (or HigliwayPermlU Insurance (POIRI PERM 17. NYSOOT). 
b.   Uncfaftakings are limtad to PubBc Service Corporations and govemmanl units. They must be amculad ttiroogh an Insurance/bonding 

company and an subjed to approval by NYSDOT Otdca ol Legal Aflaita. 

2. COMPENSATION INSURANCE AND OISABIUTYCOVERAOE 

The applicant is required to have compensation insurance and dtsaWity coverage as noted In the proviitans ol the Worker's Compensation 
Law and Acts emondafcuy thereof tor the entire period ol the permit or the permit rs invalid. 

3. FEDERAL IOEMT)FICATION NUMBER OR SOCIAL SECURTTV NUMBER 

This number is raquirod by Chapter 55 Laws of 1932. Fadure to provide this numbef wM result in raiedion ol Applleation tor Highway Work 
Permit 

4. NOTIFICATION 

• Notify Commissioner, through Regional OMca, ona weak prior to commancing work. Emergency wort performed by pubic service 
uHitMs should IK reported the next wo* day. 

• Notify area gudismbutors 72 hours prior to any btasUng. 
• Notify uUity companies with faoUies in work areas beran starting work. In accordance with industrial Coda 53 (pamiission from utility 

company must be obtained betera eommeneing work aHeetng ultimas' (acuities) 
• Notty Regional Signal Mamtananca Shop 3 days prior to staring work. 
• NotHyDapartmenl of Tnnsportatton at conclusion ol work and return original copy olpenntt to Resident Englnaar. 

Annual Maintenance Permit Notlflcsllons: 
• Notfly, by talsphona, tia Regional or Rssldent Engineer's oMce. one week In advanca, each (ma regular maintananca work is to be 

performad. In amergenciss, notilication by telephone should be made lha nest work day. 

5. SITE CARE AND RESTORATION 

An Undertaking, a bond or a cortBed check in an amount designated by the Depattmsnt of Tranapotalon may bs required by Bio Regional 
Offlce, belora a permit is Issued, to guarantee restoration of the site to its original condOon. K the Department is oMgad to restore the site lo 
Its original condition, the costs to the Oepaitmenl will be deducted from the amount of lha parmittaa^ guarantee deposit at the conclusion ol 
the work. Costa In axeass ol the Bond/guanntee deposit on Cla wai bs Mled diractly to the permittaa. 
The permlttta Is responsible tor tratfia piotartnn and mainlenanca including adequate use of signi and berrfera during work end evening 
hours. Anyone working within the R.O.W. wit wear high visibility apparel (orangaiysllow) and hard hat. 
No unnaecessary otulnMlon Is to be left on tha pavement or the righl^)l-way or In such a poslllon u to block warning signs during non- 
woridnghoui*. 
No won shall be dona to obstruct drainage or dlvait creeka. water ooviaas or sliices onto the rfgM-ol-way. 
All lalsawoik must b« removed and al encavaUons must be lilted In and restored to the s^Hslaction ol the Regional Maintenance Engineer. 

6. COSTS INCURRED BV ISSUANCE OP THIS PERMIT 

Ml costs beyond the limits ol the prolecavB Habillly insurance, surety deposits, etc.. are the responsibility of lha petmMee. 
The Stale shall ba held free of any costs incuirad by the Issuance of tNs pamitt. drect or indirect 

7. SUBMITTING WORK PLANS 

The appikant win submit work plans andtor a map aa requlrad by the Deparimant THs shell Include such details as measunmenta ol 
drlvewaya with rtlaton to nearest property comer, positions of guys supporting poles end a schsdula ol His number ol poles end feet ot 
anavatm necessaiy tor eompiallon of the worii on the Stole ri^-iil-*^. A description ol the proposed mellaM of oonstnn^ 
Included. 
Plan work wWi future •djiratments In mind, as any relocation, rtplaeemenl or rtmevtl ol lha Installation authorized by this peifnO and made 
nacasaaiy by futam highway maintenanea. reoonstnjction or new oonstruclloa iMU ba (he responswily ol lha pemiittaa. 
Driveway plsns should be prepared in aecoidanea with the POLICY AND STANDARDS FOR ENTRANCES TO STATE HIGHWAYS. 
Thepeimntea must coordmats his work with any stale constructien being conducted. 

8. TRAFHC MAINTENANCE 

A ilan detoiOng how tie permitti* intends to maintain and protect tiafllc shall be sut^ltad with worit plans. Tralfc 
lha hlgfmay in • sale maruier during working and non-working hours until oonstructlan is completed. The peirrtttee is responsible lor traffic 
prottctioo and mtlntansnce, induing adequate use of signs, banters, and Hag persons during working and non-working noun until 
constniellon ia eonplaUd. 
Al sketches wil be stomped with -MAINTENANCE OP TRAFFIC SHALL BE IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE NEW YORK STATE MANUAL 
OF UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES' 

9L   COST OF INSPECTION AND SUPERVISION 

Prior to issuance ol the Highway Work Permit, the parmittea may be requind to sign en INSPECTION PAYMENT AGREEMENT FOR 
HIGHWAY WORK PERMITS (FORM PERM SO) agreeing to the payment of Inspection charges and/or PAYMENT OF AGREEMENT FOR 
HIGHWAY WORK PERMITS DESIGN REVIEW (FORM PERM SI) tor Dopartmant smplayses. Inspection charges wiU be based on number 
of work days. Design Review charges wffl be based on number ol work hours. 

10. SCOPE 

a. Areas Covered 
Permito issusd are lor highways, bridges and culverls over which the New York Stats Department of Transportation has junsdlrton. 
(Local govamrnsnts issue permits lor highways under their jurisdiction.) 

b. Legal 
The privtega granted by the permit does not authorize any Infringement ol tederat statt or local taws or regulations. Is limited to the 
sxtant ol the authority of this Department In the premisas and is transferable and assignable only with the written consent ol the 
Commissioner ol Transporialion. 

c  Cammlsalonar'a Riaervalion 
The Commissioner of Transportation rsserves the right to motay tees and lo reveke or annul tho pemA ol any time, at his discretion 
wifnut ahtarlng or lie necessity of showing causa. 

d. Locations 
Work locationa must ba approved by the Oepartmenl. 

e. Maintenance 
Property owners having access to a slate highway shall be tuOy responsible tor the maintenance of their driveway In accordance witn 
POLICY AND STANDARDS FOR ENTRANCES TO STATE HIGHWAYS. 

f. Work Commencement 
Work should start within 30 days from valldaOon date ol penult or said permit may be revoked. 

11. COMPLETION OF PROJECT 

Upon convlstion of the work trithin the stato highway right-oi-way authorized by the uoric pemiit the person and hto or Ito sucessoia in 
Inteiest, shaB be responsible lor the maintenance and repair ol such work or portion ol such work as set forth within lha Tenms and 
Conditions of lha Highway Work Permit, 
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Thi» u on auacluiwm 10 Highway WoA Purmil No. iauud to .,..     (Pcnnittccl 
puniunl to Section i2 ol'Uic Highway Law far work on Slate Highway righi-of-way. This atUcluRcnt. the application .submiuol by 
the PomiiUco, anil all plans and other documents submiued as port of die application or subsequently approved by the New York 
State Deparunenl of Tnutsportation (Deponment) are a part of and arc incorporated into the Ponul described above. Ilie Permittee 
aynis to the fullowiii); conditions, requiremenb, and obligations which are in addition to, and not in lieu of. any requirements 
contained in riilc 17 oflbe New York Cede of Rules and Regulations (NYCRR), Parti 12J'130 ond'or any requirements stated in 
the application submitted by the Permittee. 

1. All vrark on State Highway right-of-way shall be according to plans and specifications entitled   
prepared by     and dated .which plans and specifications were approved by the UwTMrtmcni 
on       _, and are attached to and are made pan ofthiapennil as Schedule A (Plans). No modifications will be made 
to the Plans without the express written permission of die IkpannunL 

l\ is understood that altennions lo the plans may be necessary to meet unforeseen field conditions or lo provide for inadvencm errors 
or omissions. These alterations will be made by the Permittee, with the approval of and to the satis&ction of the Department. The 
intent of this requirement is not to alter the scope of the work as approved by the Deparunent, but to provide Res ibility to make 
alterations, additions, and subtractions necessary lo complete the work within the original intent and scope of the Plans. 

2. The Pemnttec agrees to hold harmless, defend, and indemnify the Slate of New York, the Department, and all employee); or 
uiTiccra of the Suite from any and all claims, actiona. suits, pracecdingt. costt. expenses, judgments, damage*, and Uabiliuw. 
including attorney's fees, arising out oC or id connection with, or resulting from the actions of, the Permittee, its employees, agents, 
consultants, comracton, and subcontractors in connection with the work authorued by this Penhtt. 

i. All authority granted by this Permit relates solely to thai authority within the discretion ofthe Commissioner of Transportation. 
Ail other permits and approvals required for the project shall bo the responsibility of the Pcnuiltee. There shall be no liability or 
ubUgation placed upon the Department with respect to such other tequitcmmts. 

4. This Permit shall not be construed as conveying lo the Permittee or to any other person, the right to enter upon or trespass upon 
the lands of parties not party to this agreement for any purpose, nor shall this Permit be construed aa authorizing the impairmem of 
any rights, title, or imcren in real or personal property held or vested in a person not a party to this agreement. 

5. In the event that the Pcnnillee fails to comply with the terms of ilie Permit, the Department has the right to cancel this approval at 
any lime. The Deparunenl may decide to continue, rescind, or modify this Permit in iuch a manner as it finds just and equitable. 

6. The Permittee shall retain, at its own cost, the services of a reputable engineering firm (*Coosaltanl*), to inspect and monitor the 
work performed under the Permit The Consultant shall monitor the work of the Permittee and the Pennittce's Controctore to ensure 
ihai the work performed under the permit is done in accordance with the plans, the Standard Specifications, and all other 
requirements of the permit. As necessary, the Consultant will inform, orally and in writing, the Permittee and the Deparunenl of 
deficiencies in workmanship, material quality, Mainlcnancc and Protection of Tralfic, Safety, etc Failure of the Permittee to 
properly respond to a notice of deficiency shall be deemed a breach of the Permit and shall be grounds for denial of the Department's 
approval of the entire work or portions of the work under the petmit Inspection of the work by the Consultant shall not relieve the 
Fenniuee of respomibilily G>r compliance with all of the conditions of (he permit 

'Ilie engineering firra (C'ojtailianl) and its inspectors) retained by the Pennitiee shall have the folfowtng quaUlTcat/uns: 

A. The linn shall be registered to practice professional engineering in New York State. 

B. The film shall be experienced in inspection of highway, structural, utility, and traflic signal work. 

C. 'fhe firm shall be approved in writing by the Deportment. 

D. The primary inspector shall be ccrtiCcd at NICET Level II or above in H Ighway Construction, or be the equivalent, based on the 
poison's knowledge and experience. 

No work shall be performed under this permit before the Consultant and its inspectors) have been approved by the Dcpartawm, and 
has assigned suflicicnl stall to the project lo cany out the necessary project duties as described below, tf the Department 
tlciermines that the personnel assigned lo this work are imulllcient, die Permittee shall promptly make arrangements to provide 
sufficient personnel. If (he Permittee fails to make such arrangements within a reasonable time, the Department may order the 
project shut down until sufficient personnel are provided. The DepartOKnt shall hdve the right lo approve or reject the individual 
employees to be assigned to inspection of the work iiuthorized by the Permit before their employment on the project. 

7. The services to be perlormed by the Consultant shall include but shall not be limited to the following: 

A. Construction inspection in accordance with the standard practices of the Deparunenl. The Consultant is lo certify that each item 
ofwurk conforms to the Plans. 

H. Muimenanue of records in accordance with ilie current New York State Department of Transportation Manual of Uniform 
Record Keeping on Highway Contracts with the following exceptions: 

i. Sections 1.031 ihraugh 1.072 inclusive 
ii. Sections 1.12 through 1.14 inclusive. 
iii. ILxhibits 1.02C, 1.03.1.03A, I.03C. 1.04.1.04A, 1.04B, 1.04C. 1.26,1.133, and 1.133A. 
iv. Part 4 except as the distributioa list applies to the forms required elsewhere. 

All speeitlcd records shall be kept and stored as required by the Department. The Departmcm shall have complete access ui the 
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business houre or while woric is actually being pcrfonned. Upon acc^Hrcc c rcconki at any lime during flWal business hours or while woik is actually being perfonned. Upon acc^Brcc of the work by the 
Dcponnicnt, all records shal i become the property of the Dcpamneni. The Penuiiiec may nuke or retain copies ofsuch records at 
ihcir own expense. The purpose of these requiremenU is to document compliance by. the Pcimitlce (ami all coulractors or sub- 
cuumtcton employed by the Pcrmiucc) with the quality and worionamhip requirements shown in the Plans and required by the 
Standard Spccidcaiions. 

C. (Jblaining all necessary material samples and conducting all necessary material tests iu accordance with the Department's 
Muteriab methods. If the Department determines that plant inspections for asphalt concrete and portlaad cement concrete will be 
required, the Permittee shall make ananeements with a reputable testing laboratory (which shall be approved by the Ocpanntcm) in 
perform such inspeelions according to the Department's Standards. The Permittee will be responsible for all costs associated with 
ublaining and testing of samples. 

0. Conducting on invcntaiy of all extsting highway femurcs iuc hiding, but not limited to, signs, .signals, stmcturcs, equipment, etc. 
in coordination with ihe Department's Rngineer and the Pennitlee. 

E. Preparation of all drawings, sketches, and plans necessary for changes to meet actual field conditions. 

l-°. Providing three sets of Record (As-Built) Plans upon completion of the work. 

Ci. Reviewing and inspecting compliance with all aspects of the Maintenance & Protection of Traflic provisions of the Plans, tha 
Permit, NYCRR Title 17, Volume B (a.k.a. NYSMUTCD) and NYSDOT Standard SpeciHcotions and notitVing the OepulnMil of 
any non- compliance issues. 

H. The Consultant musi notify ihcl^panmem. Permittee ondContracmrofacimuntttancc or condhionoftheuork observed by and 
known to die Considumt per required training to be a violation of a Fodcral, Siaie or local law, ordinance or regulation. The 
Cuiwultant shall inform the Department of any violations in the performance of the work on this permit which ant not immediately 
corrected. In ibe event the Consultant recognizes a Contractor's oversight or a Contractor's disregard of project safety requircmenu 
which poses an inuncdiute risk of serious personal injury and/or property damage, the Consultant shall hove ihe auihoriiy to notify 
the Contractor to slop work immediately; issuing a stop-work order, and then the Consultant shall promptly noiify the Department 
and ihe Permittee of such tiop-work order. Notification and/or Issuance of a stop-work order by the Consultant iholl not relieve the 
Contniclor from sole responaibility for job site safciy and compliance wilh all applicable Federal, Slaw or local laws, ordinances and 
regulations. 

fbc Dcpartmeni reserves the right to inspect the work for compliance wilh Federal State or local laws, ordinances und regulations, 
bul is under no obligation to perform such inspections and assumes no responsibility for lack of any compliance on Ihe part of Ihe 
Contractor. If the Department determine* that there are serious or persistent violations of applicable Federal, State or local laws, 
ordinances and regulations in the work of this Permit, the Department may issue a stop-work order and all Permit work will cease 
inuncdiaiety. In addition, the Permit may be revoked if ihe safety issues ore not resolved to the Depanmcm's satisloution. 

The Consultant is responsible for monitoring the Contractor's efforts to maintain ttafEc and protect the public tram damage to person 
or property in accordance with plans and specifications, within the limits of, and for the duration of, the permit work. 

8. The Petmineo shall reimbmse Ihe State for all reasonable Permit engueering review costs, and for any Department completed 
inspections which may be necessary due to negligence on the part of the Permittee, it's Contraciots, or the Consultant. These costs 
shall include, but not be limited to, salaries and fh'ngc benefits for the Depaitmeni's Engineers and for material injectors, travel 
costs, etc. All work perfonned by the Pcrmiltce shall be at no cost to the Stale. If costs are incurred by the Depanmcnl, Ihe 
Dcpartmeni will bill ihe Permittee monthly, and the Pennitlee agrees to pay ail such bills within JO calendar days ofihe billing dnic. 
Failure to pay such bilb promptly shall be deemed a breach of the Permit. 

9. Prior to the intended conuncnccmcnl of work, the Permittee shall develop a schedule from the coalraclocs' work programs for the 
accomplishment of all work authorized by the Permit and shall submit this schedule to the Consultant and the Deparanem for 
iufotmational purposes. The Permittee shall promptly notify the Consultant and the Department of any changes to die schedule. 

10, The Permittee shall designate iu writing to Ihe Department the Coninelar's on-sile person who will be responsible for all 
consiruciion activities covered by this Permit, and shall immediately notiiy Ihe Consultant and the Department in writing if Ihcre is 
any change of die person so designated. The Permittee shall also designate one or more persons as emergency comacis and .4iall 
csiubliuli an emergency telephone list. This list shall be kept current by the Petmiliee and shall be provided to the Cunsuitant. to the 
Department, and to local public safety agencies. 

11, Prior to tho commencement of work die Petmiliee shall arrange a pre-construction meeting with Department siatT, the 
CiHisuliaiii, the Permittee, and ihe Permillce's contractan. The purpose of this meeting is to ensun; that there is a dear 
undemanding, especially on the pan of the Comntctort and Consultant, of ihe requirements imposed by the icnns and eundiiions of 
the Pcnnii. The Pcrmilteu shall notify the Regional Permit Engineer a minimum often days prior to Ihe meeting dote. 

Consuliant Authorized Signaiure * Pcrminee Signature 

Tiik- Title 

Corporation 

* Consultant authorised signaiure must be by person who can legally commit the consulting firm lo the requircmcras of tin's 
nurvemcnL agreement 
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ptlttttd Milh Ibt rt«irad csoHelt to stltiy and to Hit aaintMoct and paitaioo tl ttalfie it aetttdanea «iib ibt Maw Ytdr Sim Oaptitnttl ol Truipoitt- 
tiM, Manual el Utifen TratGe CoUol OMfctt. 

COWTRUCTHM 
al  Onoiaii ogsfslisn rair bt iiguind il uriut ankaaot loss d ni or nab aiauid ibt pipt davalop. Whan grout it nggkai it thai csta'n ol I part aaM 

Is 1 psds asnd. br «alaoa. nd auHkian wslar.u pndact t coodsltaqr 'uilabh to tTaeaig iht graol. 
H- BatMl al optn tactvatha dial bs so ngtnd wdai 

2J Q O^ri Enanlitn MalM. 
Z  Optt Etenallao HtAod 

SESSN 
•I  na laniim tt al pannaM emainQ br Ibt epu aictntist mslbsd abtl bt dnm • |ltt tnd praDa. 
bt Tbt soi oiflt nd gmnhnitr eondHloot ibal bt dManinad br adagoan ubulact ntfaum*. 
it Tba kxailon of il oibar uiimg ulitjas dut bt slmn. 
d)  Tbt dujgn ol al uttmim radudini gnwd and ntaa aatai caaml wbtn oittiaarr. dial bt mda miitk to nritw br Hit tfttma. 
al  Wbtt ngutttad, Hit eotsiiKliai tgidpntsl and pnctdurta a bt atl ddl bt dastribtd it Iht parti appfcitiao 
11  Kpt tnutatiaa I(HI bt datt amdtog u Ibt ragaliaitiMa si Hit ippnpdiit NM Yaili Sjata aspsrtnnt ol Tnojpooiitai'i Slsndard Stoats. Tbt nguirtd 

giiialii nitiiM thai aw lbs nslsrisl rsgnrantw to StM Giinrisr H It UH <unM to> Tort Stsia Dapart^ 
indudbig sddnds. fatrpiioru w« o*r bt *wtd II prior sppranl is innttd br Ibt Rtgioni) Sob Eagwiti. 

gi Ptraotoi iha bo uar ml al wnkitlai poima ol pntntol npitctmn. 
CMSIHUCIKM 
U  Pnnam nd ittwUir raoonl ibal bt datt It t tagaat dial pmUas to prapai mianliea of iht laghcanMI astte. Sttaiglil, nrttol out al iba pnatwn 

wl bt rt«iirtd. Pramnl itrfaat lhat btcoat ttdtniiitd ttai bt art bKk and rnioiid. Attnuln npar ntikedt ntr bt tnd It pilar tpprond it irantad. 
b|   Tbt ktckCT ralarfal ihil bt pterd ud taiijacltd tctord^ lo iht raijiirCTnU to baciriBng micliia* c*^ 

• Stctiet 20a ftritorort Nmr Tab Stttt Dspartnsl at TrtmporuBM'i Sptofktitaii. incfciteg tddtndo. 
d  Cattnlr. ton mtl bs nkd at Hit tad si ascb wtiUng dar- *ii* piiar apprnal, tud com pUUa tur bt mtd. Rntulog el Ibtst pUiti mr bt ragidnd. 
dl  rmptmr ptmtMt tnd ihouldtra imil bt placad as tssn as a cnasaas buUBtllet it conpltnd. 

b.  tauliiiou Oat aa lonrfnAil u Ibt pantwu. 
II Opan tacnttioa Mtlbtd 

DESIEtt 
•I Tbt loutiaa of tl agin tutatat tbtl bt ibnm In plan tnd pnlit. 
M Tbt al pnBli ad giseadmrattr cootiiaai ibdl to iklaiiiinad br idrgutu atuatact upbrtilooi 
d  Tht kngn of dl ncrmmu. iKkaing gmad and otfaa mltr csnuel Kiwt nectntrr. ibdl bt mads nsMk In imnr br tbt Dsptmtn. 
d) Tbt kctllari tl dl olbii uliiitg tiAin tbal bo tbowit 
e) Kpt tattslatlsM thai bs dais sctsrdiag a ibt rtgoimtau sf lbs sppnprltit Nm Tab Slut Dipinnaat sl Tramportatian'i Slandud Sbtna. Ttt tegtarcd 

granto twtritl ibri ntt iht naltritl rtqaliintnls to SIIKI Grindr Fl m Hit oirnM Nm Tart Sltn DipntntM tl Tranaperwien'i Suadtid SptdfkttiDiia, 
bduAig iddtflda. Euaptiena wll adr bt alkwid H prior apprsvd it grintid br ibt fltgiand Sols Engism. 

comrmtTin 
tl Fnaenl nd dwddar ranenl ibdl bt dat it t naoct ibtt pmridaj to pnpa raawatlen ol ibt raplacaaain union. Sudglit. wrtcil nts sf Iht ptnotn 

•S bt ftttand. hftmi uficti thai bteom utkiiitntd ibal bt al beck and nanrid. /Utartitln repair aalbedt mr bt utd if prior appnnl a gpanltd. 
bl   Tht bld^ ntltrid ihdl bt pltcrd •«« ram|>tclad tcratd^ lo llit rwaintrill lor bKkftiog rtra^^ 

it Stctian 200, Eirtfnwrk. Nm Tsrb Suit Dtpartnsnt el Tnnwaniuti'i Sptofleitnm, Madtig tddnda 
cl Gntnlr, ads ibil bt IM tl iht tod ol ttcb worttig dtr. WiA pra tppmal Hal aw ptaus car bs mcd. Racudng ol then plain ear bs iiguind 
I)  hnnnM or lanpanir panmni ihtl be ptead imtdatdr a uciiaa el iht utd itaialuiet art conplalad to nbbaa ilntiion. Srtnl nrftctt it ihaiildtr 

vttl our bt uud if prior approval b griottd. 
a  Boring. Jacbing. aad Tumaiai Mttbeda 

OESKN 
it Al ibt itgiiiianiii tl at. s. 1.1 OfSKM at ihnogli |l ibal tpplp. 
CONSTmiCTIM 
i) Al Hit ngameiitt el 111. 1.1 CONSTDUCTHW at and b| ibal applr. 
bl  Opto aittnitou ibdl bt praueltd arith Ibt ngiirad coamli to ator and to ibt nabniaua tnd proiuiian el IraHii in iccordaiica wlh the Km Terb Siatt 

Otpntatat of Transport alien, Manod ol Uniton TralUc CeoM Dtntaj. 
cl  Hi ngartatnta of ai. b. 1.1 CMSTBUCTtON dl dul applr. 

I.  Work (htxda ibt Ptimm tad SbooUtr Arm 
a.   Optt bcmlita Mclbod 

DESGN 
t) Al Hit inpirttitrn el 8.1. b. 1.1 OESUN ibdl ippty. 
bl  Open auanlioot did be piattclcd with tbt muiitd canlnla lor stlttr and to the miinlMioct and praucllon ol lialfic in tccsrdann wtb iht Niw Terk Suit 

D^tnnant al ffwiponation. Maaud el UntlaiD TraHie Control Oavicta. 
coHsrnucnod 
a) Tbt bakH ntttrlai dial ba placed aad corcpadad actordbig to tba mjiBriitnu to btdOEiig nradms. adnru, pipa. ctndeiii ud dhn bttial ctblt ducribtd 

In Stnieo 2001 Eaitbwerk. Nm Tcik Slots Dtpmicot ol Trauportatian'a Spadfcadom. inttiidtig addanda. 



tomW^llll 

mu 4Md um 
taiRa   

•1   M IAa rf^iirifwnl] tt 8.1. I. 1.1 OESIQII ri Ihioc^i Q ikal tyfly. 
U  Optn utaxlon Out bt pruictid wiib ||» iiqvind centnb lor utiif it* tor iha mwltnnca ud nottttim d ItiHk ii Kcwlaa »* tbt NM Tor* 

Suti OtpanoM D) TimpertahBA Mwul •! Uateim Inllie Ccnlnl Onicu. 
cmBmenm 
•)  U ll» nqaramiiu ol 1 1. •. U COWTMiCTION Ml ippti. 

c. suuui motaa m SKOIUU RCQiMEUEim ixnm nufnn 

1. SuMaa 
i.  TU nUut nra rial bt i nnmn «l 12 wrtiu thek vrltti aititmia atpttat. Ttt tunnal ikil MM tkt nqurmMi if niooi DiMnuu o( TrjmporiiiJM 

•abbaa oaan KM U «tdM br Ik* Rtymt Sab CngiiiHi. 
k.  IMBIIitpi^aalnxtairiiidlrtiini^iKicBO«iit^Ntdii^oltf«fnandnc^ 

2. Pnmnt re* ffieddn 
L  nraMH 

KM it»liad pmnnl ttul bt snlii to iti ustni ftmmt a tnoptBtMo ud inhn. Tin lAcbgn oJ Hit mttnW Ifft and amttau iluB Ii Bdijcl It Ut 
ipptnl of Iht Rititnii OncUi« te ri«nwi<lin. tbt Iml ol ptHBM n^tcaan itil t> art ihn iht ntf tad ptttB^ 
obblll nmnd and III pmatnl b rnuod M lt» peim ytto, enm-ite»t ud irneatknm. 

Wtm bitmmi cwtnli numiu «rKuid (or Ibt panmnl rijtitem«. ibt tartn Ml coosa tl ant or a onbiutioa at nritan Iptt cniwad ID ratb 401-1. 
CgmgoahiM o) Stwiooo Ram Mmni it Saokn 401 il rtit Re* Vort Suit Oapartntl tl Traopontiita'a SpttifitallaK !OCWB| ddaoda. Tta ttoiaa iM bt 
placad II Ibt pn»w iao«araiin. Mlloiii ugragite ui cmiacMd thoroujhli. 

Man pMtairi cnM coamla auMn m rtqutad lor pantwl rtftaigni, ita wiuta M noaial ol tf 
MbuuM in Satdgn SOI ol da Ntar Tad San Oipjnowi ol Tampenillafi SptdtaliaBt, fedodiB) adlmda. Cliat F ia a jri* urtf amngth ndran aad ihouM bt 
load wtran airti apnao to tialBe it dawad. 

na catoan ndititaa thai ba «Ucid Hitlad u^aoat, tlan contaadiMd. RaiiM to da pn^ akmioii i^ laatii^ 
imu »*» oat tl Ibt reatbodt ptmillBd in Stclion S02 ptrtaMig lo airiaf 

PnnaM iboaUta onta, jttttij aad oibr loddanlal Inturta riud ba rtplwd b bad udan othmiat awnmd by Itt Rigiotal Ooanr or St rtprttaattliva. 
b. 

Paraaanl IM ia njtictd impora^j nay bt pmd KM rtha a bat btnoinaa eerwala rahtura mamionad abut or • odd Hwnlneta ultSat mam. Whan a coU 
patcbiat imun ii wad tt ital caauiu <l agpqua aad kliwrMin owaiial intortionad and and n a Ulaminooi 
wNib palrfarm aaiut iairtaddilullbtbidona ptparad (aandMioo and thorougNy umpaaad. Sin cdd bHaninaa pitdui auim an aobiM It dntonna by 
IrtHk, Ibt taoiptwy pudi tbd bt maimaind lo prooda t unaotb aaifact -a Ibt paaanatl la ptmaartjy nptacat 

3. Marditlat 
UanMa harma ati mtra abal hm lartom stncuril ada«iKy ta nppoo [bt nudnay oalfie. Tta typt ol nulola haw and ctniikal bt apomad by tin Ragbial 
Obieni at Ml lapnttMatKn. 1)a oianbota liaria >bil bt Ul Ooib with dii aoriatt ol IM readwn ordaii eUtnrte 

o. MJUNTEM/UICE MIO maiEcrnii OF TMFRC 
1. TralfkltubiniiatiMaldtanAmitlbaprstcradlbmtarriad^ 

ol Da R.M. Otpartaanl ol Trartipanitiao'i Munal ol UnHenl Traffic Control Onicta. A tidbitananca nd pntacdon ol mffic plai nay ba ragolrad. No bail ital bt duad 
Wilbotl priv approirtL 

2. Tta aaafeatt ihri ataa and namlaia ttliabU tumtidti areand al Irandaa wMo waft it la pngrtaa for ibt pmactlaii of da potf t. arf day Hal ba aitaMy I^itad by 
ytCna Cfti al agm. TIa «rt rta* ba earriad on In ni* maanar llul iw mart Ihu IWIaal af iitttd lo tuih rimaira epn al and of day*! anik. 

1  MpanmadcuitatalobalafliinliadoninigM, aita|«intaargandti,andaiackcaiaa.ailaquanpncnltaaiiuibtaienhd 
ba iblalaad lo m IM plaita^ 

4. ltocaMti«tkniMiidaHoio«apaaMibMbalahon(btiboijldaraatpHinaolilWaiil^baiin,nct^dliiiynnliaitn 
or locadaa lint an ebitnicl b^bway or radraad wimif| signt. 

5. All opt lunri in iba tagfiway righKfaay itiil bt barrtcadrd. Tlan ibal bt carapraaiBly dbplayld briglt ret lUgi no ku iban 24" > 24" allacbad to ud) bankadn 
and ntsdoalH 11 idgM aM lluia'oi yadaw Itfili. U In Ibt |iid|inaii of iba lapniinadit ol ibt Caoabiata al Trat^ 
by  da ptmilM and ot dUy at  aO  liMt durini  da «ngrtaa  al  Ibt unit  n ta to flrtct  liatflt aid  imntu  ydhm  darting Egha, tte. 

S.  Saft ilaidda i^ of adaqnu tw ul Ian Ibaa 24" tt^an. iM bt irtctld and lUBtaiad ot al bacra trar^bu alM da darddtr uta ao^ 
aatikd. Tban ligm dag bt locatad at lha btgiaring ol tatb attion ol trork at bnaaaalaa ood it t dot met not gnttar thm 1000 faat apart. 

7.  Doriag afntar canditian bigbmy daaldan ibts bt nuiniainad Int of obttradiaai atidi amN inarlara aith ana* rarnmal and in cattial. 
0. Tt* pmdllit alul baap IN tmiM ny fiat ol loriigo objicti axb at rodka, ditbaf and odar Ilara Iktt nay (al Iran traaiponirtg ubidu. S^tagt of aiiwial utiad . 

by o> *agpad Irati ilu andaiwibn ol any orryiag viWa nnltiat fram ibt parainat'a baidbig oparaUora alat( e( loon t^ 
ly md isdl tii»*d way, batfi witbio aod ootiida of da work Mia, sbdl ba tipl Int ol aatk ipfagt by tbt parnuat. 

t   CDHf LtTtOtl Of WfflX 
1. Mimfliilabapai(annidaiaaaaoari|ipo>adbylboRtai*MCiigiacaiof daaiaaOapaitaaaiof Traaa^orut'on. 
1. Al dbtntad mat ti* bt mnad ta ibai origiiitl conAin it t nunar utiifaciory it ibt Canoiniota of TraKpaitaileo or bit nprttaomlvi   . 
1  Tbt pamiliat abai bt itvind It ration riauHm and «tbti and daaa up da Ngbaty aa bb vort pngnsaaa. Al drhawayi Hall bt rntond aitb aatadal ia land and 

a ibak odgnl conMooa. 
4.   «l Mpta air* rnd reMW Ibll ba ckanid ap »^ iimo»<d Iren lha higlmiy iijM-ri«n 14» wnplalioa ol tta wo* and ta 
i.  Aa bak plaa itswiog IW gndi of now tantaion tad aatdag andargramd fadidta tonamd thai bo preiWad to N.YJ.OAT. H aarlailu Inn appnaad itajyi plm 

ocumd wfinf ctxtxtractxM. 
f.   NECfSSHATED FUTUM WOHI 

1. Tbi aMftMl agcan ibn any prtaanl ar faun iapjry lo a (talatbaaca of u» bigbaay. ia dopo or guira, caaatd by pbdag mam and i»»fct pipa tliai bt rapAad by 
da applcant tl bb oan uptan and it anardaact with iba irw'raitntiii tf ibt Slab Oapamnnl of Tnraporiiilw. 

2. ff oacasily arlm In ibt laiat btcraa of ibo work m tha Siatt MgHway lysin andbr In itnxtorti. rtgotiig Iba ranonJ, lafectlbn or n^hmneil af da ioiblitioo 
udbortiad by tkt pandl ta'd work thai bt doot n diiacud by da Conmmion<r u Ut tapnaanuiln, atd al ml and aiparnt at incwrad tbal b« iba obtgitfet ol ibt 
md ptraMtat or ba nccaaur in iaianiL 

IL  ni£PH0)ll • TtUGBAPH MSIAUATIOMS 
A.  MTTlMOf POUS 

1. AlpobitbalbtiitoaUidoihtditdiirwuibaiibipnpirdraioa|ialtbtbigbMayaaBeibiio»dind«id>.bciititaim«ractcaHtu 
wirii da nan of wain in tba dittbaa, da abogldu. ditcli and ipaca aeond lha pobs abal la pntd by da appdeaM to prttan agajnt wadi. 

2. Than rital ha no eboruction to prnraia drivawayi. conaacting lagbwaya ar roadl, padtt or tidawaki. 
1  IncaaftiilouBdoacaiuiynitintnataitttntbalmindtriudibablgbway. ilali«ilposatbar!wuriiibdbtdoni.aadioalluiail^ 

ownar mu bt aacurad bafan da paba an sal and trm IdnRid. 
4. l^tMbtofulficiadltiiglbnpioiidoacbararatoliiotbulbaaiiliiaailalbimatnilawlnandM 

and ioadq. Day iW ba in m ba and propaily pbmbad. Tbay sbal bt ad giryid. It gtylag ta Inn, uftat by tpaciai ptmbabn tf axaar. Spae'al prauotiona 
ibal ba taban ea OTTO and abin (nu cnm Iron ona ii* al Ngbway to da olbar. Paba ikal ba tlnigbl. ami. and Iba (illltga iM bt of mlfknnl anngtli u cany 
vrilta uoda tbt worsl condition af loadiag ffca, wind. ate). 

5. Wara ttbgrapk aid taltpbora wirw ctasa high trraam powor Imat. atatirie bgbi or iiolity wiits, aptdtl prtcaniao ibal ba laban to maatab propaf dainaea oadar da 
worn cond&ian ol lanqaratun and ba^ng. 

i.  BESJniNS POIES 
1.  II ucauily arbu in htm, bicaoia al weib on lha Ngtiwai. to rehcala. nplaca or nial poha, catdat or cooduu. laid work ibad ba dm tl tba aipcaat of lha tppBcanl. 

in, SPEOAI commofn 
A. la addAbn tt Da aloramantiiaad nndilim d d it loaod ooiuay by ibb Oapartnait la add to or odarwut nndily iba uru, it ia to bt ondaotoad ucb cbangat ihafl (trm 

a part of Iba pcrail atd ba conjpStd with ironadiataly upon nol«t. 
IV. AOOmONAL SKCIA1, COIWTIONS UO BETCMl - Sit AttaeM Stall. 



• • PERM 44e (8/01) 
SURETY BOND (PERFORMANCE) 

(INSURANCE AND INDEMNITY COMPANY NAME) 

BOND NO.     AMOUNT  

KNOWN ALL BY THESE PRESENTS. That we, ; {PRINCIPAL'S NAME) 
having its principle place of business at, —^________^_^____^_^____^_____^__j as Principal, 
and (INSURANCE AND INDEMNITY COMPANY), as Surety, 
having an office and usual place of business at  are held and 
firmly bound unto the DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, in the full and just sum of 

Dollars (S         )to the payment of which, well and duly to be 
made, we bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns, to jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

WHEREAS, said Principal will submit and has submitted plans and specifications for work, within a State highway, deemed necessary 
by the Commissioner of Transportation, or his duly authorized delegate, and 

WHEREAS, said Principal has received and will apply from dme to time for permits for the purpose of constructing or maintaining 
drive entrances, sewer lines, water mains, gas mains, utility lines and poles, street intersections, curb, sidewalk, drainage and 
excavating for miscellaneous structures, etc., on or within the right of way of highways under the jurisdiction of the State of New York, 
Department of Transportation, 

WHEREAS, this obligation is for the purpose of insuring and guaranteeing the timely and workmanlike completion of such work as 
reasonably determined by the Commissioner of Transportation or his duly authorized delegate, 

IT IS AGREED and understood among the parties hereto that upon the reasonable detetminadon that such work is not being timely 
performed or is not being or has not been performed in a workmanlike manner by said Principal, the Commissioner of Transportation 
or his duly authorized delegate may require said Surety to promptly complete said work in a timely and workmanlike manner, or the 
Commissioner of Transportation or his duly authorized delegate may direct completion of said work with forces chosen by the 
Commissioner, the costs of which work will be reimbursed by said Surety up the amount designated above, all of which determinations 
shall be within the sole and exclusive discretion of the Commissioner of Transportation or his duly authorized delegate. 

IT IS FURTHER AGREED that said Principal and said Surety shall indemnify and save harmless the State of New York. Department 
of Transportation, from all liability, damages and expenses of every kind and nature, resulting directly or indirectly to persons or 
property and arising from and in consequence of any license or permit, and shall well, truly and faithfully perform the duties and 
privileges pertaining to any license or permit and shall restore such State highways to their original conditions. 

IT IS FURTHER AGREED that said Principal and said Surety shall further indemnify, save harmless and pay the New York State 
Department of Transportation, any damages, loss, charges or expenses which shall, in any way. be sustained or incurred by it in 
relation to or in connection with any and all such claims, actions, suits or proceedings at law or in equity. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, said Principal has hereunto set his hand and seal and said Surety has caused this instrument of writing 
to be executed. SIGNED, sealed and dated this Day of Year .m 

This Bond takes effect - and shall remain in fill] force until the work is satisfactorily completed and 
accepted. 

PRINCIPAL SURETY 
(NOTE: If DBA also provide Name of Legal Entity and Copy of 
"Certificate of Conducting Business under an assumed Name " BY;  
that was filed in County Clerk's Office, e.g. John Jones dba Attomey-in-Fact 
Jones Trucking) 

BY: 
(Company Sean 

Address: 

(Company Seal) 

Address: 
Telephone No.: 

Note: Attach Power of Attorney, Financial Statement and 
Telephone No.:  acknowledgement by representative of the Surety showing his 

his powers to execute such instrument. 



# 

NEW YORK STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PAYMENT AGREEMENT 
FOR HIGHWAY WORK PERMITS 

DESIGN REVIEW 

APPLICATION NO.. 

P.I.N.. 

As a condition of the permit application and in consideration of the issuance of 
the permit, as permittee, hereby agrees as follows: 
The permittee will reimburse the New York State Department of Transportation for engineer- 
ing review and consultation regarding the permit work by Department employees. 

The permittee agrees to reimburse the Department of Transportation for necessary 
costs above the minimum fee of $2,000 which the Department incurs during the evalua- 
tion of designs and related project information. The Department of Transportation shall 
be the sole Judge of whether such costs are necessary. 

The permittee will be billed on a periodic basis and the permittee agrees to pay the 
charges as billed within thirty days of the date of billing. Failure to pay as billed within 
the specified time limit may result in the revocation of this permit. No permit will be 
accepted by the Department until all billing fees are paid by the permitee. 

PERMITTEE SIGNATURE 

If corporation or business, state name and position 

Date 

PERM 51 (11/80) 



I 
PERM 52b (9/93) 

NEW YORK STATE DEPARTTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

INSPECTION AND/OR SUPERVISION PAYMENT AGREEMENT 
FOR HIGH WAY WORK PERMITS 

FOR PUBLIC UnUTY COMPANIES 

As a condition of obtaining any permit and in consideration of the issuance of a permit,    
' aa permittee, hereby agrees as follows: The permittee will reimburse the New York State Department 

of Transportation for inspection and/or supervision of any permit work by Department employees which exceeds 

one work hour. 

If the Department determines that the proposed work on a specific permit project will exceed five (5) workdays 
of inspection, the permittee will be required to secure the services of a reputable consulting engineering firm. This 
firm, upon approval by the Department, will be responsible for all inspection and/or supervision of the permit work. 

The cost per Work Day to be reimbursed, will be $370.00. The permittee agrees to pay reimbursement for all 
reasonable expenses incurred by the Department of Transportation in necessary inspection and/or supervision of 
work performed pursuant to a permit. The Department of Thmsportation shall be the sole judge of whether such 

inspection and/or supervision is necessary. 

The permittee will be billed on a monthly basis and the permittee agrees to pay the charges as billed within thirty 
days of the date of billing. Failure lo pay as billed within the specified time limit may result in the revocation of all 

permits. 

Signuture of Authorized Representative 

Date 



PERM 50e (9/93) # • 

NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
INSPECTION AND/OR SUPERVISION PAYMENT AGREEMENT 

FOR HIGHWAY WORK PERMITS 

Permit No. 

As a condition of the attached permit and in consideration of the issuance of the attached permit, 
 as peimittee, hereby agrees as foltows: The permittee will reimburse the New 

York State Department of Transportation for inspection and/or supervision of the permit work by Department 
employees which exceeds one work hour. 

If the Department determines that the proposed work on a specific permit project will exceed five (5) workdays 
of inspection, the permittee will be required to secure the services of a reputable consulting engineering firm. This 
firmTupon approval by the Department, will be responsible for all inspection and/or supervision of the permit work 

It is estimated that Work Days of inspection time will be required and that the cost per Work Day 
to be reimbursed, will be $370.00. These estimates are not intended to be final and the permittee agrees to pay 
reimbursement for all reasonable'expenses incurred by the Department of Transportation in necessary mspecUon 
and/or supervision of work performed pursuant to this permit. The Department of Thmsportation shall be the sole 
judge of whether such inspection and/or supervision is necessary. 

The permittee will be billed on a monthly basis and the permittee agrees to pay the charges as billed within thirty 
days of the date of billing. Failure to pay as billed within the specified time limit may result in the revocation of this 
permit. 

PERMITTEE SIGNATURE 

If corporation or business, state name and position 

Date 
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December 16th, 2006 

Honorable Jaclyn A. Brilting 
Secretary, New York State Public Service Commission 
Three Empire State Plaza 
Albany, NY 12223-1350 

Re: NYRI 

Dear Ms. Brilllng: 

We write to you to express our strong opposition to New 
York Regional Interconnects proposal to build several 
electric transmission towers through the town of 
Hamptonburg, NY. 

These towers would damage the area aesthetically, 
reduce property values and, more importantly, may pose 
health risks to those living in the area. 

Your immediate attention to the matter is appreciated. 

Sinpesslyr- 

& Laura Farley 


