
BEFORE THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

__________________________________ 
) 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, LLC ) Docket No. CP16-21-000 
) 

Northeast Energy Direct Project )
__________________________________ ) 

MOTION TO INTERVENE OF
KATHRYN REGINA EISEMAN

I hereby move, pursuant to 18 C.F.R. § 385.214(b), to intervene in the above-captioned 
proceeding.  I seek to intervene in opposition to the Northeast Energy Direct Project (the 
“Project” or the “NED Project”) proposed by Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, LLC (the 
“Company”), a subsidiary of Kinder Morgan, Inc. (“Kinder Morgan”).  Communications 
concerning this proceeding should be served upon me as follows:

Kathryn R. Eiseman
17 Packard Road
Cummington, MA 01026
(413) 320-0747
katyeiseman@gmail.com

My interests “which may be directly affected by the outcome of the proceeding” pursuant
to 18 C.F.R. § 214(b)(2)(ii) include:

 My interest as an electric ratepayer, insomuch as the Company seeks to secure my 
electric utility as a Project shipper, which, in turn, would seek to recover costs associated 
with the Project from ratepayers.  As explained in depth by others on this docket (and on 
the pre-filing docket PF14-22), Kinder Morgan is essentially telling the Commission that 
New England needs a blow torch to light a candle.  The massive overbuild embodied in 
this proposal is very likely to lead to higher energy costs for New England's ratepayers – 
either because the excess capacity contracted for by our utilities would go unused, or 
because capacity would be used for markets overseas, driving up domestic energy prices.

 My interest as a resident of the Westfield River Watershed, living just downstream from 
where the Company proposes to cross the federally designated Wild & Scenic Westfield 
River with its pipeline.  In addition to living in the watershed, my family swims and plays
in the river near the Windsor town line.  I am concerned about the impact that the 
construction and operation of the pipeline, and the compressor station proposed for 
Windsor, could have on ecological and human health in our watershed.  

 My interest as a taxpayer, neighbor and visitor to protected public land in Massachusetts. 
My land abuts the Deer Hill State Reservation, and I am very concerned about the threat 
this Project poses to all public land protected by Article 97 of the Articles of Amendment 
to the Massachusetts Constitution.  



 My interest as a land trust supporter, visitor and neighbor to the Massachusetts Audubon 
Society's West Mountain Wildlife Sanctuary in Plainfield, MA and The Trustees of 
Reservations' Notchview Reservation in Windsor, MA.

All visits to our treasured wild areas are now bittersweet.  I live in the western part of 
Cummington, Massachusetts, with a portion of my property located in Plainfield, Massachusetts. 
My property line is approximately a mile from the proposed pipeline path through the West 
Mountain Wildlife Sanctuary.  The entrance to the wildlife sanctuary is just up my street, and I 
would need to cross over the pipeline any time I wanted to spend time there (or go to Plainfield 
or Windsor for any reason).  At this wildlife sanctuary this autumn, my two children – both in 
pre-school – marveled at their first sight of a beaver, at the pond near the entrance from our road.
From my reading of the maps filed with the Company's application, the center line of the 
proposed pipeline would transect an adjacent pond, with no readily available information as to 
how devastation to this ecosystem would be prevented.

Also this fall, we have started to see bald eagles in Cummington and Plainfield.  Whether 
they are nesting in the Project area remains an open question; a separate question is whether the 
Company and its agents can be trusted to adhere to the requirements of the federal Bald and 
Golden Eagle Protection Act.  The public record indicates that Kinder Morgan's modus operandi 
is to do whatever it takes to get pipelines approved and installed as quickly as possible, cut 
corners on construction and maintenance, and simply pay the fines later.

 Kinder Morgan continues to show disregard and disrespect for the people and natural 
resources of our region.  The purported benefits of this 400-mile, 360,000-horsepower 
monstrosity are not worth the risks and the impacts to our communities.  Far less harmful and 
disruptive means of meeting our energy needs should be pursued.  I have been studying this 
proposal since it first became public, and I can bring valuable information and perspective to this
proceeding.

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, I respectfully request that my motion to 
intervene be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Kathryn R. Eiseman

December 23, 2015


