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Power line foes answer BPU, utilities in filing with appeals court 
    

By BRUCE A. SCRUTON  
bscruton@njherald.com  

An appeal of the state Board of Public Utilities' approval of the Susquehanna-Roseland electric transmission line is 
now before a state appeals court after the attorneys representing environmental groups filed their response with the 
court.  
 
The Appellate Division judges could set a date for oral arguments by the attorneys representing the various parties, 
or could make their decision based on the written briefs supplied by the sides, including Monday's filing by the 
Eastern Environmental Law Center.  
 
The Susquehanna-Roseland project is a 500,000-volt transmission line across eastern Pennsylvania ending at 
Roseland in Essex County. The corporate sponsors are PPL, which would build the Pennsylvania portion, and 
Public Service Electric & Gas, which would build the 45-mile New Jersey portion, which crosses several towns in 
southern Sussex County.  
 
The proposal went public in 2008 and the formal request by the utility went to the BPU in January 2009.  
In April 2010, the BPU gave its approval to the New Jersey portion of the project after several days of hearings and 
mountains of written testimony. 
  
The environmental groups, including the Sierra Club, New Jersey Highlands Coalition, Environment New Jersey, 

the New Jersey Environmental Federation and Stop the Lines, a group formed to oppose the project, filed their 
initial appeal of the BPU's decision in June 2010 and consolidated all appeals in one action late last year.  
Both the utility and the BPU made responses to that appeal, and Monday's filing was the environmental groups' 
rebuttal filing.  
 
The groups have charged that the BPU did not give due consideration to alternatives to the power line, including 
demand response, energy efficiency and other alternatives that would negate the need for the extra electric power 
sent along the lines.  
 
Among the environmental issues raised by the opponents of the project are the water quality issues and 
disturbances of the land during construction of the lines.  
 
While the 500-kilovolt lines would mostly follow existing rights-of-way that already carry 270-kilovolt lines, new 
towers would have to be built to carry both sets of lines. The current towers, which average about 85 feet tall, would 
be replaced by towers that will be more than twice that height, at about 185 feet.  
 
In some areas, the power company would have to purchase additional right-of-way, and semi-permanent roads for 
future access would be built. Concerns also were raised about the electromagnetic forces given off by the lines and 
the effect on human health and wildlife along the route.  
 
"We are going to the Court of Appeals because the BPU did not do its job and we are seeking remedy from the 
court," said Jeff Tittel, director of the New Jersey Sierra Club. "This line continues our reliance on toxic fossil fuels 
by shipping coal-fired power into New Jersey."  
 
Among the claims are that the BPU did no independent analysis to verify claims by PSEG that non-transmission 
alternatives to the project exist.  
 
Kevin Pflug, staff attorney at Eastern Environmental Law Center, contended the BPU made several errors of fact 
and law in approving "this extravagantly wasteful project."  
 
From the beginning, PSE&G has contended that the new lines are needed to address concerns raised by PJM 
about transmission problems that would arise on the lines. PJM oversees the regional power grid, and among its 
tasks is ensuring the reliability of transmission lines within its territory.  
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While PSE&G said the problems, or "violations," would be occurring as early as 2012 making the need for the lines 
more immediate, it has since backed off and said newer studies have put the violations off to the year 2015 or later 
because the demand for more electricity has eased.  
 
While the fight over the lines enters the New Jersey Appellate Division, the National Park Service is also making its 
own study of the project since the proposal has the lines cutting through the Delaware Water Gap National 
Recreation Area and Middle Delaware National Scenic River and over the Appalachian National Scenic Trail.  
The park service expects to have a draft environmental impact statement, the result of nearly two years of study, 
ready for public comment this fall.  
 
The park service has already said it identified possible alternative routes to the lines crossing the park and it could 
deny permission for the utilities to use national park land for the additional lines.  
 
The final environmental study and the park service's final answer will be released sometime in mid-2012.  
In their appeal, the environmental groups also claimed the BPU gave too much weight to the utilities' request and 
incorrectly relied on previous court decisions that said utility companies should be given preference over local 
municipal laws when all else is equal, because of the greater public good.  
 
But the environmental groups note that they are not a municipality and represent "a broad public interest, not just an 
interest that is limited in locality or scope."  
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