
We support rigorous regulatory oversight of pipelines, stakeholder involvement 
in the regulatory process, and sound environmental protections. However, any 
change to the FERC policy that adds uncertainty may delay the construction of 
critical projects.

Please use the talking points below to write a unique comment to the FERC 
that incorporates your interests and perspectives on the review and 
authorization of interstate natural gas transportation facilities. 

For nearly two decades the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) has been operating under the 
same policy statement related to interstate natural gas pipelines. During that time, there have been 
significant changes in the energy markets, proving that the existing policy statement is flexible and effective 
during different markets and at different times.

The FERC launched a Notice of Inquiry (NOI) seeking information and stakeholder perspectives to help the 
Commission explore whether, and if so, how, to revise existing policies regarding its review and 
authorization of interstate natural gas transportation facilities under section 7 of the Natural Gas Act. This 
inquiry is seeking input from stakeholders across the energy spectrum.

During this comment period, your voice is critical for the continuation of a pemitting process that allows 
timely approval of important projects that deliver affordable, reliable energy and create family-supporting 
American jobs. A change that makes the FERC policy less objective, or delays decisions on important 
natural gas infrastructure, could affect American jobs and energy reliability. 

Follow the three simple steps below to share a thoughtful and influential comment on this 
critical issue before July 25th.

Review 
Principles

Draft a Unique 
Comment

Step 1

Help Shape FERC's Review 
Process for Pipelines

• 

• 

• 

Regulatory clarity and certainty should be the foundation of FERC’s policy.  
This will allow the FERC to make timely decisions, completing all Federal 
environmental reviews and authorization in a suitable timeframe.

The permitting review process and timeline should be transparent, clear 
and understandable. The current review process fully allows for public 
participation and evaluates environmental impacts.

FERC should respond timely to requests for intervention and rehearing.



Efficiency of the 
Review Process

Comments must refer to Docket No. PL18-1-000, and must include the commenter’s name, the organization they 
represent, if applicable, and their address in their comments.

Electronic Filing through http://www.ferc.gov
*Documents created electronically using word processing
software should be filed in native applications or print-to PDF
format and not in a scanned format.

Mail/Hand Delivery: Those unable to file electronically may 
mail or hand-deliver comments to: 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Secretary of the Commission
888 First Street, NE, 
Washington, DC 20426

*Be sure to identify Docket No. PL18-1-000.
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Deliver Your 
Comment to the 
FERC 

Step 2

To ensure the continued development of important natural gas 
infrastructure that will have a definite impact on American jobs and 
energy reliability, it will be up to energy advocates to help shape FERC’s 
review process for pipelines. 

After you submit your comment, please send an email to family and 
friends with the information in this guide, and share this information on 
your social media channels. Help spread the word for energy 
infrastructure development. 

Share With Family 
and Friends

Step 3

• 

• 

• 

FERC should proactively establish a “permitting timeline” with milestone 
dates for applicant, FERC, agencies, and stakeholders through the new 
MOU.

FERC should consider ways to reinforce the original intent of pre-filing, that 
is, to encourage early engagement by state and federal agencies and other 
stakeholders.

Stakeholders should have sufficient information about new projects and be 
given ample opportunity for comment.

FERC should maximize the use of Environmental Assessments and provide 
additional guidance on when EAs are appropriate, consistent with 
regulatory guidelines. 

• 




