
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
888 First Street NE 
Room 1 A 
Washington, DC  20426 
 
re:  Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, L.L.C.,  Docket No. PF14-22-000 
 
Dear Secretary Bose: 
 

Fix FERC First 
Chapter 5: The “R” Is For Regulatory Not Rubberstamp  

 
It has become increasingly obvious to many observers that the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC) is badly broken and desperately in need of repair or reformulation.  This document is one in a 
series of several chapters of the Fix FERC First story, with each chapter describing a specific FERC 
shortcoming and the harm done directly to the public and to the public interest as a result of that 
shortcoming.  This chapter is a reminder to FERC that The “R” Is For Regulatory Not Rubberstamp. 
 
Thus far in this series, these major problems with FERC have been detailed: 

 FERC’s faulty definition of need 

 FERC’s failure to recognize and sanction energy companies’ deceit of the public 

 FERC’s insistence on considering multiple pipeline proposals in isolation from each other 

 FERC’s willful myopia regarding a pipeline’s total negative long term upstream and downstream 

environmental impacts  

As a result of these critical faults, FERC ends up doing exactly what the energy companies want.  This is 
because the FERC shortcomings listed above all help to facilitate one common result: pipelines are not 
fully vetted by FERC and thus FERC licenses virtually every pipeline that it passes judgment on.  As has 
often been noted: FERC has rarely, if ever, seen a pipeline proposal that it didn’t like. 
   
When reviewing these proposals, FERC may require that the energy company submitting the proposal 
make a minor route change here or use a special remediation technique there – but doesn’t it seem 
likely that Congress had more in mind for FERC than simply regulating the remediation of localized 
damage caused by pipeline construction?   They are, after all the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
 
During the past year, I have witnessed firsthand the deception and the misdirection that Kinder Morgan 
uses in parceling out information to the towns and individuals impacted by their proposed pipeline.  But 
as the FERC pre-filing process progressed, I also came to see that Kinder Morgan was in effect being 
given cover by FERC.  Kinder Morgan would tell the public that FERC was in charge of the process but in 
the meantime FERC would simply be looking the other way.  As the months went by, FERC seemed to be 
acting more as a silent partner to Kinder Morgan than as the watchdog agency that I had (naively) 
assumed it to be.  FERC exerted little or no control over the orgy of misinformation that Kinder Morgan 
provided to the public about their pipeline plans.  For its part, Kinder Morgan seemed to just be ticking 
off checkboxes for FERC rather than making an honest attempt to educate the public. 
 
And this behavior by FERC is especially troubling since FERC is the agency endowed with the authority to 
grant federal eminent domain rights to the private, for-profit energy companies.  If granted to Kinder 
Morgan, these rights can be used to threaten and ultimately take land from the hundreds of landowners 



along the pipeline route who will not willingly cooperate or negotiate with them.  And as I learned more 
about FERC – including that they have approved nearly every pipeline that they have ever considered, I 
began to wonder just what it was that they were regulating.  It didn’t seem that they were attempting to 
regulate very much of anything in regard to what I saw as the major issues with the pipeline. 
 
Kinder Morgan angered me with their disrespect for the people whose lives they were threatening to 
disrupt so thoroughly.  I considered their dispensing of lies and disinformation to be under-handed and 
actually abusive of those impacted by their plans.  But in a way, I could almost understand their 
motivation – they are a huge, private, for-profit energy company, beholding to their stockholders and to 
their bottom line.  They are in this for the money, pure and simple.  This certainly didn’t make me like or 
respect them in the slightest – but I could at least begin to understand their actions. 
 
Such large, for-profit companies have always existed and have always tended to look out for themselves 
first.  And so the public and the federal government have learned through hard experience that such 
companies must be controlled and regulated or else they will run roughshod over everyone and 
everything in their pursuit of greater profits.  And so we the people have come to rely upon the federal 
government to pass laws and regulations – and to create agencies to oversee the industries being 
constrained by those laws and regulations.  I initially (and incorrectly) thought that this was the role that 
FERC would play with the pipeline companies. 
 
But FERC is not fulfilling its regulatory role, and it is FERC that has become the focus for much of the 
public’s disbelief and anger over the handling of this proposed pipeline project.  FERC is the agency that 
should be keeping Kinder Morgan in line.  They are the ones who should be considering our regional 
energy needs and how the multiple current pipeline proposals mesh with those needs.  And they are the 
ones entrusted with the authority to grant this nearly sacred power of eminent domain – the power to 
take another person’s land.  And they seem to give it away quite willingly – to virtually any pipeline 
company that asks for it.   
 
Summary 
FERC was not created by Congress to simply be a lap dog of the fossil fuel industry.  FERC needs to grow 
a spine and intervene as needed to keep the energy companies from abusing the public that they are 
supposed to be educating under FERC’s direction.  FERC needs to stop considering pipeline proposals for 
the same region in isolation from each other.  FERC must take a leadership role in pushing for the 
development of metrics that can be used to help measure the long term upstream and downstream 
impacts of the pipelines that they so readily approve.   And FERC especially needs to rethink their 
current market-driven definition of “need”.  The need for a new pipeline should not be determined 
solely by the very industry that FERC is supposedly regulating.  This leads to the overbuilding of 
infrastructure, unnecessary environmental damage and the abuse of the property rights of American 
citizens – all done in order to further the export of fossil fuels and the profits of large energy companies. 
 
Simply put, the people of FERC need to assume their proper role as the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission and discard what appears to be their current role as the Federal Energy Rubberstamp 
Commission – a role that they seem to have taken to so enthusiastically. 
  
Nick Miller   Groton, MA 
 
<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><> 
 
These earlier chapters of Fix FERC First are downloadable from the FERC eLibrary: 

Chapter 1: An Introduction  

http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/common/OpenNat.asp?fileID=13801547


Chapter 2: FERC’s Faulty Definition Of Need 
Chapter 3: FERC Allows The Public To Be Misled 
Chapter 4: FERC Is Short-Sighted 

 
 

 

http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/common/OpenNat.asp?fileID=13804284
http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/common/OpenNat.asp?fileID=13811114
http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/common/OpenNat.asp?fileID=13812360

