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VIA EMAIL AND REGULAR MAIL 

March 23, 2015 

The Honorable Edward Markey 
218 Russell Office Building  
Washington, DC 20510 
Attn:  Morgan Gray 

Dear Senator Markey: 

Stop the West Roxbury Lateral (SWRL) wrote you recently to request that you: 

- Oppose approval by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) of the 
Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) project; and 

- Call for a moratorium on new pipeline construction throughout Massachusetts until an 
independent review of health and safety impacts can be conducted. 

The Massachusetts Sierra Club strongly supports these requests. The concerns are more than 
local ones, however. The reasons for opposing this project and the other natural gas pipeline 
expansion and construction projects being proposed for our state include the following: 

- Lack of need for the project to satisfy local demand; 

- Concern that this and other proposed pipelines are really about providing excess capacity 
to enable gas to be exported through several offshore Massachusetts and Canadian 
Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) terminal; 

- Adverse effect on investment in clean and renewable energy, conservation, and energy 
efficiency development and deployment; 

- Increase in our already excessive dependence on natural gas, with its history of pricing 
volatility, imported for consumption into Massachusetts. 

Massachusetts is already dependent on natural gas for over 65% of our energy needs for heating, 
electricity generation and manufacturing.1 Price volatility punctuates natural gas’s history. That 
volatility will be exacerbated by the strong upward pressure on the domestic natural gas market 
price as United States LNG export contracts are signed and as LNG export terminals become 

                                                
1 In 2013, dependence on natural gas for electricity alone (not including heating) reached 52%. New York Times, 
Feb. 16, 2013.  
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operational, which will subject our local price to the volatile global market.2 Every $1 increase in 
natural gas prices increases the cost of our state’s energy by 20% over the current $5.00 price 
range, which has in five years gone from $2.00 to over $7.00.3 

Instead of exporting our dollars to import fossil fuels, those funds should be invested locally in 
clean and renewable energy projects and technology, and jobs in solar, wind, heat pumps, energy 
storage, and demand management, conservation and energy efficiency. Those decrease the 
greenhouse gas load, do not compromise safety or comfort, and lower our energy demand. 

Existing pipelines operate on average at 54% of capacity. During “crunch times” of Arctic winter 
blasts or sweltering summer heat, there are sounder and safer ways to deal with capacity issues 
than exorbitant spending on new infrastructure, only to have most, if not eventually all, of that 
gas exported as LNG.4 

This particular 27 inch, 750 psi West Roxbury Lateral is significantly larger than is necessary for 
local use. It is clear that the Algonquin Incremental Market (AIM) project, and the proposed 
Kinder Morgan Pipeline, are being built to export fracked gas. That necessarily follows from the 
fact that the projected Massachusetts shortfall of 0.6 to 0.9 billion cubic feet per day is a 
relatively small fraction of the capacity of the proposed new pipelines.5 And that projected 
shortfall does not reflect the impact of both existing and new technologies, grid improvement 
and recent landmark legislation, over the time that it would take to have those pipelines 
operating. That legislation includes a thermal energy credit bill that is just now being 
implemented that stimulates a new clean energy industry of heat pumps and solar thermal.6 The 
projected shortfall also fails to account for the savings realized just by closing gas leaks, the 
extraordinary extent of which is most recently reported in a recent Harvard study. In fact, a 
Sierra Club sponsored bill entitled “An Act relative to protecting consumers of gas and 
electricity from paying for leaked and unaccounted for gas” is on the Massachusetts legislative 
docket; House Bill 2870, with over 50 co-petitioners, provides economic incentives to close 
those leaks. 

Dollars invested in new natural gas pipelines, expected to last about 50 years, will make the 
switch to a clean energy economy more difficult and slower. That capital is better spent on wind, 
solar, geothermal, storage and other clean energy strategies rather than diverted to pipelines and 
gas fired heating and electrical generation facilities. In addition, as we switch, as we must, to a 
clean energy economy, the pipeline will become unnecessary to satisfy local needs, leaving our 
state webbed with pipelines used to export LNG. The pipelines will, in effect, become a stranded 

                                                
2 Effect of Increased Levels of Liquefied Natural Gas Exports on U.S. Energy Markets, Release date: October 29, 
2014. United States Energy Information Administration  
3 The price is per MBTU, or 1000 British Thermal Units of natural gas.  
4 Natural Gas Infrastructure Implications of Increased Demand from the Electric Power Sector, Feb. 2015, United 
States Energy Information Administration. 
5 Massachusetts Low Gas Demand Analysis: Final Report, RFR-ENE-2015-012, Prepared for the Massachusetts 
Department of Energy Resources, January 7, 2015 
6 The cited report cautions on p. 8, “Any interpretations of this study’s results should make full consideration of all 
specified caveats.” Caveats are listed starting on pp. 26 and 46.  
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asset from our local viewpoint. And we - taxpayers and energy consumers - will have paid the 
bill, both economically and environmentally. 

The fossil fuel industry understands that their age is coming to an end. Every company is 
pushing to sell as much of their product as quickly as they can. More pipelines will only extend 
the life of a dying energy source. While there have been many reasons given for why, despite 
low oil prices, Saudi Arabia has not ‘turned off the spigot,’ the most fundamental one is they 
want to sell as much petroleum as they can before it is too late. A low price beats the zero return 
on a stranded asset. 

Massachusetts is on the end of every fossil fuel pipeline, tank and rail car, barge and truck. So 
the appropriate way for FERC to view and implement public convenience and necessity for 
Massachusetts is to create the economic climate to accelerate a clean energy economy, to create 
energy independence and cost predictability that goes with that, and to help the state achieve its 
legislatively-declared greenhouse gas emission goals. 

The prospect of this pipeline in sum enhances the economic risk to the state by over-dependence 
on an energy source characterized by unpredictable and volatile pricing, brings no benefit to and 
in fact undermines the Commonwealth’s goals to develop a clean energy economy and local job 
creation, and accelerates climate change. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely yours, 

Massachusetts Sierra Club 

  
Cathy Ann Buckley, Chair 
chapter-chair@sierraclubmass.org 

  
Emily J. Norton, Director  
emily.norton@sierraclub.org 

  
Edward Woll, Jr. 
Conservation and Energy Chair 
ewoll@sierraclubmass.org 


