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ENVIRONMENTAL GROUPS OPPOSE PLACEMENT OF GAS PIPELINE  
Water company lands should be protected, not exploited, advocates argue 

 
Hartford, Conn.—A coalition of Connecticut-based environmental groups today condemns Kinder 
Morgan’s application of to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission for a proposed natural gas 
pipeline across protected water company lands near Hartford, Connecticut.  
 
The company’s application proposes a route for the pipeline that would traverse protected Class I 
and Class II watershed lands belonging to the Metropolitan District Commission, which provides 
high-quality drinking water to the hundreds of thousands of Connecticut residents in the greater 
Hartford area.  
 
“The Northeast Energy Direct pipeline would set a terrible precedent by trampling on our state’s 
most important drinking water protections, while increasing our long term dependence on dirty 
gas,” said Lou Burch of Citizens Campaign for the Environment (CCE). “This ill-conceived 
proposal not only threatens our drinking water, it delays Connecticut from meeting its clean energy 
goals and should be denied without delay.” 
 
“Citizens and elected officials across Connecticut spent years working to conserve the critical lands 
that purify our drinking water, a unified effort that could now be unraveled by the stroke of FERC’s 
pen,” said Leah Lopez Schmalz, program director at Connecticut Fund for the Environment. 
“The construction of a new pipeline on lands set aside to protect drinking water not only has drastic 
implications for the land and water supplies directly affected by this proposal, but also creates a 
dangerous precedent for all of our communities' conserved lands.” 

“As a guardian of state waters, Rivers Alliance has said, officially and informally in gatherings around 
the state, that the expanded pipeline proposed to run through MDC reservoir lands is a dreadful 
policy precedent and also will do harm in the field to groundwater flows and quality,” said 
Margaret Miner, executive director of Rivers Alliance. “In general, we support energy projects 
for which there is a need and which can be done in such a way as to avoid or strictly limit harm to 
water resources. In this case, the need is questionable and the project seems to go out of its way to 
mess with high-quality waters and the lands that protect them.” 
 
“We are very concerned that permitting this level of impact on lands conserved to protect water and 
habitat will undermine the charitable intent of the donors and the public’s confidence that land 
entrusted to a land trust will be protected forever,” said Amy Blaymore Paterson, executive 
director of the Connecticut Land Conservation Council.  
 
“Connecticut has some of the strongest protective legislation for drinking water lands,” said Nisha 
Swinton, senior organizer for Food & Water Watch. “We need to ensure that these protections 
are not weakened for the future of our citizens. The construction of a new fracked gas pipeline on 
lands set aside to protect drinking water has drastic implications not only for the land under 
consideration, but also sets a dangerous precedent.” 
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In addition to impacts to the water company lands, there is potential harm to forest species from the 
conversion of hundreds of acres of forest to forest-edge habitat.  
 
“There are only 11 national scenic trails in the U.S., and this pipeline goes right through the New 
England National Scenic Trail (NET) in several locations. Kinder Morgan should avoid impacting 
nationally significant recreational assets like the NET, as well as the many, many landowners who 
live along the route,” said Eric Hammerling, executive director of the Connecticut Forest & 
Park Association.  
 
“Audubon Connecticut has concerns about the impact of this proposed pipeline on habitat for 
forest interior birds such as Wood Thrush, Scarlet Tanager, and Eastern Wood-Pewee,” said 
Patrick Comins, director of bird conservation for Connecticut at National Audubon Society. 
“Each of these are identified as ‘species of greatest conservation need’ in Connecticut’s State 
Wildlife Action Plan and as such are targets of conservation efforts to stabilize and restore 
populations.” 

“Many concerns over the proposed gas pipeline expansion in Connecticut have been expressed by 
virtually all the groups with which the League of Conservation Voters interacts,” said Lori Brown, 
executive director of the Connecticut League of Conservation Voters. “We can say 
unequivocally that this project is not right for Connecticut’s environment or the region, and should 
be examined more thoroughly by our state’s leaders before reaching any decisions.”   

The environmental organizations urge the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission to require the 
project applicants to conduct a rigorous environmental review and alternatives analysis, with a focus 
on avoiding impacts to water company lands. The impact statement must fully consider cumulative 
impacts of the project, including water quality degradation, climate impacts, long-term maintenance 
impacts, and changes to habitat type. 
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