0601-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS75 — Gary Calvert (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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Individuals/Landowners Comments



c601-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS76 — Gary Schoen

IND576-1

IND576-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



€601-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS77 — Gary Schoen

IND577-1

IND577-1

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location

requirements.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



7601-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS78 — Angela Robinson

IND578-1

IND578-2

IND578-3

IND578-1
IND578-2
IND578-3

See the response to comment COS8-17.

See the response to comment COS8-17.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



S601-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS579 — Susan Hines

IND579-1

IND579-2

IND579-3

IND579-4

IND579-5

IND579-6

IND579-7

IND579-8

IND579-9

IND579-10

IND579-1

IND579-2
IND579-3

IND579-4
IND579-5

IND579-6
IND579-7

IND579-8

IND579-9

IND579-10

Section 3.5.1.1 evaluates alternative locations for the Hanoverton
compressor station.

Comment noted.

See section 4.9.10.2 for the impacts to visual resources anticipated from
aboveground facilities.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Section 4.12.2.1 addresses noise impacts and mitigation, including noise
related to aboveground facilities.

See the response to comment CO8-17.

See section 4.13 for a discussion of reliability and safety concerns associated
with the Projects. Section 4.13.1 describes all applicable safety standards.

This comment appears to be directed at the OEPA air permitting of the
compressor stations. The Commission has no jurisdiction over this permit
or over how the OEPA implements its regulations or performs reviews. As
such, the commenter should submit its comments to the OEPA on the air
permit.

Use of electric motor-driven compressors is discussed in section 3.5.3 of the
EIS.

As discussed in section 4.9.10.2, compressor stations would use
directionally-controlled lighting to mitigate visual impacts. The visual
screening plan for the Hanoverton Compressor Station submitted in August
2016 includes plans to plant additional trees along the southern boundary of
the site/between the compressor station and homes located to the south.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND579 — Susan Hines (cont’d)

IND579-11

IND579-12

IND579-11
IND579-12

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



L601-Y

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS80 — John Pierson

IND580-1

IND580-2

IND580-3

INDS580-4

IND580-1

IND580-2

IND580-3

IND580-4

See section 4.13 for a discussion of reliability and safety concerns associated
with the Projects. Section 4.13.1 describes all applicable safety standards.

Section 4.4.3.1 provides a discussion of impacts associated with the Singer
Lake Bog. Based on the construction and mitigation measures described in
this section and a review of the issues raised by the City of Green, FERC does
not anticipate that wetland hydrology and existing flows would be adversely
impacted by construction of the NGT Project.

Section 4.9.4 discusses residences, commercial buildings, and planned
developments.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND581 — Andrea Robinson

IND581-1

IND581-1

Section 4.12.2.1 addresses noise impacts and mitigation, including noise
related to aboveground facilities.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



6601-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS82 — Gary Schoen

IND582-1

IND582-1

NEXUS would need to make any such request with PHMSA and PHMSA
would be responsible for authorizing any such waivers.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



00I1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS83 — Gary Schoen

IND583-1

IND583-2

IND583-1

IND583-2

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.
Impacts to the economy and tax revenues are discussed in section 4.10.9.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



I0T1-¥

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS

IND584

— Laurie Wielfaert

IND584-1

IND584-2

IND584-3
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Laurie Wielfaert

5904 Rixom Hwy.
. - Britton, Michigan 49229

LED August 13, 2016

SECRETARY oF e

Nathaniel 1. Davis, Sr., Deputy Secretary frsion

Federal Energy Regulakary Commission Fit{1% AUG b P 218

B33 First Street NE, Room 1A

Washington DC 20426 FECERAL FLERTY
" REGULATOLY Coriiasion

Ta Whom It May Concern:

1 have been a farmer’s wife for nearly 25 years. | have watched my husband, Paul, build his farming business from a
small 300 acre family operation with his father into a successful corparation with nearly 4000 acres under plow. My 22
year-old son, Jared, has been in the tractor with his dad since he was a baby. He has never wanted to be anything but a
farmer. He is currently attending Michigan State University and studying Crop and Soil Science, Eventually Paul will retire
and Jared will take over Wielfagrt Farms, Inc. Jared is the fourth generation of farmers in the Wielfaert family in
Lenawee County.

1 am wholeheartedly OPPOSED tg the NEXUS pipeline project, docket numher CP16-23-000.

Every year, Paul battles forces he cannot cantrol. He has ne market power: crap prices are controlled by the Chicago
Board of Trade and the Mercantile Exchange. He can’t contral the weather or input costs for seed, fertilizer and fuel. The
only thing he can control is his commitment to his fields. He’s been farming for nearly 50 years, starting when he could
reach the pedals of the tractor, The NEXUS pipeline is adding another facet that he can’t control.

A Farmer's ultimate goal Is to maximize the yield from every acre of his fields. More yleld equals more income, The
proposed route of the NEXUS pipeline will run through six of our fields. One rectangular field will be cut in half
diagonally, severing every single existing tile. Another small elght acre field next to our house has been designated for a
valve requiring a permanent fenced structure and an access road right in the middle of the field. All of these things will
decrease the yield of the fields forever. The tiles can be d but the effecti will be ¢ d causing
more water damage to the craps. The actual soll strata will be irrey y by the of the pipeline in
the earth. NEXUS can say they will “make everything right again” but there is no way it will be exactly the same witha
foreign object in the ground. The equipment they use to install the tile will pack the soll down. All of these things lead to
yield loss. Not to mention the actual loss of acreage in the area of the valve placement. That area will yiald zera income
and NEXUS is offeting only 55000 in compensation. We will, of course, stilt pay property taxes on that area that will
never be farmed again. The value of the property wilf undoubtedly decrease.

NEXUS is offering to pay for the tost income during the time of the instailation and repairs to the tiles. They fail to
understand that farmers are not only interested in caring far the land in the here and now but for future generations.
The odds are that my son will have a son who will farm after him. Paul is building this business not just for ys and our
son hut for our grandchitdren and great-grandehildren. We already deal with a 50 year-old pipeline in many of our fields.
Those fields still suffer a 50% vield loss over the pipeline. We know what we’re up against with a pipeline. Why do we
have to overcome this obstacle from NEXUS too?

Paul farms because he loves the land. The fields are like his children. Please don’t let NEXUS ruin our fields with their
pipeline. We can't even get natural gas for our own home. We should not be forced to make all of the sacrifices and reap
no benefits. The smatl amount of compensation that NEXUS is offering is not worth the damage that will affect future
generations of Wielfaert farmers. Please help us protect the rural farms in Lenawee County.

Thank you for your time,

Laurie A. Wielfaert

IND584-1

IND584-2

IND584-3

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues
unique to Ohio and Michigan. For construction and restoration measures in
Ohio, NEXUS shall consult with the Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA)
on construction procedures to be used in agricultural land in Ohio and shall
file with the Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the
ODA.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is
no longer necessary.

General impacts and mitigation for soils is discussed in section 4.2.2 and the
applicants' E&SCPs. Appendix E-3 for NEXUS' Drain Tile Mitigation Plan.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is
no longer necessary.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



c0l1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS85 — Kristina Tubbert

IND585-1

IND585-2

IND585-3

IND585-4

IND585-1

IND585-2

IND585-3
IND585-4

The EPA establishes the NAAQS to protect human health, including sensitive
populations such as children, the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory
problems. EPA revises these standards every few years based on available
science and health impacts that may occur. Because the compressor stations
would result in air quality that continues to comply with the NAAQS, the
project should not result in significant impacts on air quality.

Section 4.12.1.3 identifies the amounts of various air pollutants that would be
emitted by the Project facilities. Air modeling results demonstrate that the
compressor stations would not result in an exceedance of the NAAQS.
Hazardous air pollutant emissions are well below the thresholds established
by EPA that are considered major.

Comment noted.

Section 4.12.1.2 addresses the regulatory requirements for Air Quality,
including the Mandatory Greenhouse Gas Reporting Rule. Section 4.12.1.3
identifies the GHG emissions from the Project and mitigation. Section
4.14.8.9 discusses the impacts related to climate change.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND58S — Kristina Tubbert (cont’d)

IND585-4
(cont’d)

IND585-5

IND585-6

IND585-7

IND585-5
IND585-6
IND585-7

Reliability and safety is discussed in section 4.13.3.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS586 — Gary Schoen

IND586-1

IND586-2

IND586-3

IND586-1
IND586-2
IND586-3

Comment noted.

See the response to comment FA2-34.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



Sorr-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS87 — Paul L. Gierosky

IND587-1

IND587-1

The Rover alternative is discussed in section 3.3.1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS87 — Paul L. Gierosky (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS88 — Alexander G. Gierosky

IND588-1
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August 29, 2016

Kimberly . Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
BB8 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20426

Re: Nexus Gas Transmission LLC (“NEXUS”) Docket No. CP16-22 and the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (“DEIS")

Dear Secretary Bose:

It was a pleasure meeting the Commission staff members at the recent meeting held in the City of
Green. | attended to share my concerns regarding the NEXUS Project’s impact on my friends who were
nat ahle to attend and speak for themselves,

| love frogs. | catch them, study them, and try to pratect them and their enviranment. A few weeks ago |
competed in the Valley City Frog Jumping Competition with my partner Mr. Bighead, a male bullfrog.
Mr. Bighead lives with his family in a pond on my grandparent’s property in York Township Medina
Caunty.

| am deeply concernad about the negative impact building the NEXUS pipeline project will have on water
resources, wetlands, wildlife and aquatic species especially amphibians.

Northern Ohia is espedially blessed with abundant clean water resources, The water that runs through
the forests and fields carries the stories of the land. Each drop contributes to an ecosystem both vast
and complex and to watersheds we all depend on.

Our reliance on these systerns connects us — the plants, the frogs, the fish and the people. But it's easy
to forget, when you live in Washington DC ar ancther big city, how closely we are connected, easy to
ignore the way the wateris affecting all life forms, and how much our own well-being depends on it.

Frogs are among the many creatures keenly affected by water quality. They spend a large portion of
their lives immersed in rivers, lakes and streams and are sensitive to pesticides, herbicides, water
acidity, turbidity and silt. In fact, frogs are like early warning systems; they are to water what the canary
is to the coal mine,

If you see that amphibian species are in trouble or in decline that can be an early indicator that thereis a
much larger problem that's not gaing to affect just the amphibians, but all species, including you and
me.

What's bad for the frogs is also bad for us humans,

| have looked at your DEIS and am concerned by what you are prepared to allow happen with the
building of this pipeline.

IND588-1

Comment noted. That section of the executive summary also states that these
impacts would be minimized by measures included in the applicants’

E&SCPs.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



8011-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS88 — Alexander G. Gierosky (cont’d)

IND588-2

IND588-3

IND588-2

IND588-3

Section 4.3.1 describes the potential impacts on wells, springs, and wellhead
protection areas.

Section 4.3.2 describes the potential impacts on surface waters as a result of
the proposed Projects. All data reviewed to support the conclusions of the
section are available in this section and the associated appendix (appendix H).

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS88 — Alexander G. Gierosky (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



OITI-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS89 — Paul Wielfaert

IND589-1

IND589-2

IND589-3

IND589-4

IND589-1

IND589-2

IND589-3

IND589-4

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).

Prime farmland is discussed in section 4.2.1.1. General soils impacts and
mitigation are discussed in section 4.2.2.

The FERC Upland Erosion Control, Revegetation, and Maintenance Plan
(Plan) was not in place when the existing pipeline referenced was constructed.
The guidelines outlined in the Plan have been very effective in preventing
long term impacts to agricultural productivity. Further, general impacts and
mitigation for soils on the NGT project is discussed in section 4.2.2 and the
applicants' E&SCPs.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is
no longer necessary.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND589 — Paul Wielfaert (cont’d)

IND589-5

IND589-5

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND590 — Stephanie Rodebaugh

Individuals/Landowners Comments



err-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1

IND590-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



VITI-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



SITI-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
con’t

Individuals/Landowners Comments



OITI-¥

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



LITI-Y

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



IT1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



6111-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



0CII-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



ecli-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



PCI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



cCll-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



9CI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



LTI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



8CI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



6Cl1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



0¢I1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



el

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS90 — Stephanie Rodebaugh (cont’d)

IND590-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



cell-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND591 — Deborah Swingholm

IND591-1

IND591-2

IND591-3

IND591-1
IND591-2
IND591-3

Mapping associated with Alternatives is provided in section 3.0.
Comment noted.

As indicated in section 3 of the EIS, the alternative is evaluated based
on available mapping and other information available to the public.
Specifically, please see the first page of the alternatives section
regarding the public data sources employed.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND592 — Douglas and Charlene Cullen

IND592-1

IND592-2

IND592-3

IND592-1
IND592-2
IND592-3

See section 3.4.16 for a discussion of the Parkertown Route Variation.
See section 3.4.16 for a discussion of the Parkertown Route Variation.

See section 3.4.16 for a discussion of the Parkertown Route Variation.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS92 — Douglas and Charlene Cullen (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



GeI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS92 — Douglas and Charlene Cullen (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



9¢l1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS92 — Douglas and Charlene Cullen (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



LETT-Y

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS92 — Douglas and Charlene Cullen (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



8CI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS92 — Douglas and Charlene Cullen (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



6¢l1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS92 — Douglas and Charlene Cullen (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



OvI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS92 — Douglas and Charlene Cullen (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



IvI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND593 — Gary McKinney

IND593-1

IND593-2

IND593-3

IND593-1

IND593-2

IND593-3

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the
corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it be
incorporated as part of the Projects.

American Landfill is within about 0.1 mile of the City of Green, Southern, and
Canton B route alternatives. Based on our review, we did not find that any of
these alternatives provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that
any of the alternatives incorporated as part of the Projects. The proposed route is
approximately 12 miles away.

See response to comment IND593-1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



ril-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS93 — Gary McKinney (cont’d)

IND593-4

IND593-4

See response to comment IND593-1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



evil-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND594 — James Drake

IND594-1

IND594-2

IND594-1
IND594-2

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



Pri1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND595 — Susan M. Galayda

IND595-1

IND595-2

IND595-3

IND595-4

IND595-5

IND595-1
IND595-2

IND595-3

IND595-4
IND595-5

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

See section 3.3.3 for an updated discussion of the City of Green Route
Alternative. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Section 4.13 addresses pipeline and compressor station safety, including more
stringent design and operating measures for facilities located in increasingly
populated areas, incident statistics, the low likelihood of an incident, and the
impact of an incident.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

See response to comment IND595-2.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



SYI1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND596 — Rita Mitchell

IND596-1

IND596-2

IND596-3

IND596-4

IND596-5

IND596-1

IND596-2

IND596-3

IND596-4
IND596-5

Comment noted. See section 1.1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for
the Project.

Comment noted. Meeting locations were selected to provide access to all
affected landowners along the route with a reasonable travel distance.

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Comment noted. See section 1.1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for
the Project.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND597 — John W. Rozic

IND597-1
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John W. Rozic
725 Village Parkway
Waterville, Ohio 43566

August 28, 2016

Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr., Deputy Sccretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street North East, Room 1A
Washington, D.C. 20426

Re: NEXUS Gas Transmission Watervilie Compressor Station
Dear Mr. Davis:

T am submitting fo you my comments in opposition to {he proposed NEXUS Gas Transmission
Waterville Compressor Station.

1and my family have been residents of Waterville since 1980. We raised our three children in
this community. All of our children attended and graduated from the Anthony Wayne Schools.
Two of our children and their young familiss now live in the Anthony Wayne School Distriet,
one in Waterville and one in Whitehouse, Our family has always been active in the Anthony
Wayne Community. From 2000 to 2008, T served as a member of the Board of Education of the
Anthony Wayne Local Schoel Distrive, In 2013, was elected to the City Council of the City of
Waterville. We have also participated in various volunteer erganizations, including yourh sports
leapues and local charitable organizations.

Today, 1 am offering my comments {0 you as & private citizen and not as a member of the
Waterville City Council. However, as a member of the Waterville City Council, I received from
NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC. a letter dated December 8. 2015. The letter was signed by John
P. Sheridan, Director State Government Affairs. Two sentences in that letter highlight the
serious concerns that I and residents of the community have with regard fo the proposed
compressor station. A copy of the letter accompanies this letter for your reference,

Tn the first paragraph of the letter, Mr. Sheridan stated “NEXUS . . . is developing a natural gas
pipeline for the seamless transporiation of Appalachian Basin shale pas . . . to meet the growing
demund of natural gas by the electric generation, distribution and end-use markets in Ohio,
Michigan and Ontario.” (Emphasis added.) It is my understanding that this pipeline and the
proposed compressor station which is a component of the pipeline will not provide any natural
gas Lo any customer of end-user in Ohio, and certainly not in the communities affected by the

IND597-1

Comment noted. See section 1.1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for

the Project.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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Wathaniel I. Davis, Sr.
August 28, 2016
Page 2

[ND597-1 |compressor station. On that basis, the writer’s statement in the letter of December §, 2013, is a
cont’d) misrepresentation, at best. 1f Mr. Sheridan’s statement is correct, please confirm for me that the
proposed compressor station will provide direct benefits to end-users in Lucas County, Ohic.

[IND597-2 [l acknewledge that your review of the permit for the propesed compressor station considers its
impact on air emissions generated during the compressor station’s operation. Your analysis
should also include consideration of what, iT any, economic or other benefit will be realized by
the community surrounding the compressor station which will compensate for the loss in air
quality, Since the proposed compressor station wili only be a component assisting in the passage
of natural gas through and not to Waterville, Waterville T'ownship, and the surrounding
communilies, it seems that the benefit la those communities and the surrounding area will be
minimal or nonexistent in exchange for a significant reduction in air quality. Therefore, { would
ask that you indicate what benefit will be realized by the over 12,000 residents that reside in the
area surrounding the proposed compressor station.

[IND597-3  |In the fourth paragraph of the leiter of December 8, 2015, Mr. Sheridan stated “The Project will
provide transportation services through facilities that are safe, efficient, and capable of being
operated and maintained with effects on the environment that can be adequarely mitigated.”
(Emphasis added.) Taking those words literally, Mr. Sheridan ssems to be saying that the
compressor station could be, bui might not be, eperated and maintained with effects on the
environment that could be, but might not be, adequately mitigated. That is, the facility may only
be capable of operating with little or no effect on the environment, but will not necessarily
operate in that manner. In addition, the impact on the environment from the operation of the
compressor station could be adequately mitigated, but perhaps will not be, [n any event, mere
adequate mitigation will not be sufficient to protect the local environment. Based on M,
Sheridan’s letter, § do not have any confidence that the proposed compressor station will be
operated and maintained so that adverse effects on the environment are minimized er climinated.
Therefore, [ would ask that you confirm that il the permit is approved and the compressor station
becomes operational, the air quality in the communities surrounding the compressor station will
pot he adversely affected to any degree.

[ND597-4 | The letter from NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC, included a pamphlet from the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission entitled “An Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline on My Land? What Dol
Need to Know?” On page § of that document, in answer to the question “How is the . . .
compressot station . . . location selected?” the Commission stated “The company must study
afternative routes or locations 1o avoid or minimize damage o the environment.” As you know,
the proposed location of the compressor station will impact over 12,000 residents living in close
proximity, five public school buildiags with over 4,000 students in attendance, three nuirsing
homes and senior Living centers, and various and numerous child day-care centers, churches,
businesses, and commercial establishments. Please indicate whether alternalive and less
impactful locations for the proposed compressor station have been considered.

IND597-2

IND597-3
IND597-4

Section 4.10.9 describes the economic benefits of the NGT and TEAL
Projects in the form of payroll, local spending, and tax revenues during
construction and operation.

See the response to comment COS8-17.

Alternate compressor station locations were evaluated. See section 3.5 for an
evaluation of alternate locations of aboveground facilities.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr.
August 28, 2016
Page 3

IND597-5 | answer to the question “What is a compressor station?” on page 20 of that document, the
“ommission states “Electric motog-driven compressors are very clean, and emit no particulate
\atter or pollutanis, Natural gas-fired engines and turbines burn a portion of the natural gas in
he pipeline and would emit pollutants.” 1 would ask whether NEXUS Gas Transmissjon, LLC,
nd FERC have considered the installation of an electric motor-driven compressor, rather than a
tation employing natural gas-fired engines and turbines

IND597-6 [|Finally, 1 belisve that most manufacturing facilities approved or in operation are required to filter
missions emanating from the facility. Elaborate filtration systems are constructed and employed
t manufacturing facilities to avoid the emission of pollutants into the environment. [t does not
ppear that similar reguirements will be imposcd on the construction and operation of the

atervilie compressor station. Fwould ask that you explain the requirements of FERC for
iitration of emissions from the compressor station.

Thank you very much for your consideration of these vitally impertant issues. Ilook forward to
your detatled response.

R,
Very truly yﬁr ;

JWR:shr

IND597-5

IND597-6

Use of electric motor-driven compressors is discussed in section 3.5.3 of the
EIS.

Section 4.12.1.2 provides a discussion of the regulatory requirements for air
quality.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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(344) 589-3665 toll free CAS TRANSMIES ION

December 8, 2015

Tohn Rozic

City of Waterville

25 North Second St
Waterville, OH 43566

Rer  NEXUS Gas Transmission Proposed Project
Federal Energy Regulatoty Comimission Dogket No. CP16-22-600

Dear Councilmember Rozic:

As you may be aware, NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC, (“NEXUS”) is develeping a
natiral gas pipeline for the seamless transporation of Appalachlau Bagin shale gas, including
Utica and Marcellus shale gas, production to meet the growing demand for natirsl gas by the
eleciric generation, distribution and end use markets in Ohie, Michigan, and Ontaric. The current
scope for the proposed project includes the constroction of approximately 255 miles of new 36-
inch dameter pipeling and related facilities designed to deliver 1.5 miflion dekatherms of natural
gas per day beginning in November 2017. DTE Energy Company and Spectra Fnergy Partners,
L.P are the tead develepers of the proposed Project.

NEXUS is an interstate natural gas transmission company secking a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity (“Certificate™ from the Federal Energy Regulatory Conunission
(“FTERC” or “Commission™) pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Matural Gas Act (15 US.C. §§ 717~
717w). NEXUS’ principal place of business is 5400 Westheimer Court, Houston, Texas 77056.

On November 20, 2015 NEXUS filed an application seeking Commission approval for its
NEXUS Gas Transmission Project (the “NEXUS Project” or “Project™. The Commission has
docketed the Project as CP16-22-000, NEXUS’ application requests that FERC issue 2 Certificate
to install, construct, own, operate and maintain certain pipeline facilities as more particularly
described below (the “Application”). [ have enclosed a copy of the Commission’s Notice of the
Apphication for the NEXUS Project for your review, atong with & project map showing the location
of the proposed facilities.

The Application specifies the proposed matnline route which includes approximately 208
miles of new pipeline in Columbiana, Stark, Summit, Wayse, Medina, Lorain, Huron, Erie,
Ssndusl\y, Wood, Lucas, Henry, and Fulton Counties, Ohio; and spproximately 47 miles of new
pipeline in Lenawee, Monroe, Washtenaw, and Wayne Counties, Michigan. The Project also
includes the construction of four new compressor stations in Columbiana, Medina, Sandusky, and
Lucas Counties in Ohio. The Project will provide transportation services through facilities that are
safe, efficient, and capable of being operated and maintained with effects on the environment that
can be adequately mitigated. Upon receipt of Commission approval for the Project, NEXUS
anticipates construction to commence ip early 2017 with Project facilities completed and piaced
in service by November 2017,

www.nexusgastranamisskon.oom

NEXUS GAS TRANSHMISSION, £1.C %25
P.0, Box 480
Sharon Center, OH 44274 ﬂ o
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Upon receipt of Commission approval, NEXUS may need to acquire either permanent or
temporary easements {or both) over portions of certain properties for the construction of the
pipeline facilities that are a part of this Project. NEXUS right of way apents are committed to
working with landowners to discuss the Project and attempt to address their concerns.

Also included in this correspondence is 2 pamphlet from the Commission entitled, “An
Interstate Naturat Gas Pipeline on My Land? What Do | Need to Know?" that explains the
Commission’s certificaic process and addresses the basic concems of landowners and the
Commission’s intormation sheet on how o intervene in the Commission proceedings. You, as an
abutting landowner, have rights under the Comdssion processes that are outlined in this pamphlet
and information shest. You may also review copies of the Application, including Resource
Reports that have been. delivered 1o the community municipal offices or libraries in your area as
more particulariy listed in the attached document entitled “NEXUS Project Community Libraries”;
or you may view this material on the Commission’s website located at Zeip./Awww. fore.gov. A
map showing the location of the affected facilities has also been enclosed for your reference.

If you have any questions concerning the proposed Project, please do not hesitate to contact
me at 617-560-1444,

Very truly yours,
John P. Sheridan
Director State Government Affairs

Enclosures:

- Notice of Application

- FERC Pamphlet

- NEXUS Project Cverview Map

- NEXUS Project Community Libraries

- NEXUS Volume L, [I-A and [I-B - DVD

(3]
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS98 — Gary Schoen

IND598-1

IND598-2

IND598-3

IND598-4

IND598-5

IND598-6

IND598-1
IND598-2
IND598-3

IND598-4
IND598-5
IND598-6

Comment noted.
See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Although methane itself can present a risk for asphyxiation, methane is lighter
than air and would rapidly rise in the atmosphere if it were to leak from the
pipeline, limiting the potential for asphyxiation.

Section 4.13.4 addresses concerns regarding terrorism.
See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Section 4.12.1.4 addresses impacts associated with Radon. See also the
response to comment IND598-3.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDS98 — Gary Schoen (cont’d)

IND598-7

IND598-8
IND598-9
IND598-7 IND598-10

IND598-8

IND598-9

IND598-10

Section 4.1.5.3 addresses the potential for seismic hazard impacts on the
Project.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.
Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Section 4.13 addresses pipeline and compressor station safety, including
more stringent design and operating measures for facilities located in
increasingly populated areas, incident statistics, the low likelihood of an
incident, and the impact of an incident. This section also explains that
PHMSA inspects pipeline facilities on a regular basis to ensure compliance
with its safety regulations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND599 — David Morris

IND599-1

IND599-2

IND599-3

IND599-4

IND599-1

IND599-2
IND599-3
IND599-4

See section 3.3.3 for an updated discussion of the City of Green Route
Alternative. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.
See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Comment noted. Residential impacts and mitigation are discussed in section
4.9.4.1. Residential structures within 50 feet of the construction work area
are listed in appendix K-2.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND599 — David Morris (cont’d)

IND599-5  Comment noted.

IND599-4
(cont’d)

IND599-5

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND600 — Gary Schoen

IND600-1

IND600-1

See section 1.1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for the Project.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND601 — Tim Bible

IND601-1 ‘

IND601-2 ‘

IND601-3

IND601-4

IND601-5

IND601-1

IND601-2

IND601-3

IND601-4
IND601-5

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the DEIS
electronically, by mail, or in person.

The types of impacts on current and future land use would be similar on the
City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed route. Section 4.9.2
describes the nature of these impacts.

Comment noted.

See section 4.9.3 and 4.10.8 for a discussion easement compensation and
potential impacts on property values, respectively.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Dear Abby,

Thanks,

Abby Korte

From: diehlinbach <djohlinbach@dacornet>

Sent Thursday, August 23, 2016 11:41 AM

To: Abby Korte

Subject: nexus Pipleline

Attachments: Sandusky Co. Soil Descriptions.jpg; Sandusky Co. Soil Diagram enhanced jpg; Sandusky Co. soil

diagramjpg; Sandusky Co. Soll Survey Coverjpg; Sandusky Co. Soil Survey Description Pg. #1,pg;
Sandusky Co, Soil Survey Description, Page #2.jpa; Sandusky Co. Soil Survey, Fhysical & Chemical
Properties jpg; Sandusky Co. Soil Survey, cheet £3 jpg; Sandusky Ca. Soil Survey, sheet #4 jpg;
Diagram drawn by Deborah Bach showing a cross section of soil after pipeline installed Pg. #2jpg;
Diagram drawn by Deborah Bach showing soll cress section with pipeline installed gg. £1jpg

Follaw up
Campleted

Attached are the items that will help explain the concerns that | see will continuing effect our farming operation once
the Nexus Pipeline Ts installed.

The Sandusky County Sl Back helps to show the specific information about soil in for cur location.

If you have any gquestions you can call me at (41%) 322-6624,

Deborah L. Jlohlin-Bach

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)

IND604-1

IND604-1

See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of general mitigation measures and specific
conditions that will be required when backfilling excess glacial subsoil that
could displace other soils layers in the pipeline trench.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND604 — Deborah L Johlin-Bach (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND605 — James Higgins

IND605-1

IND605-1

See section 4.6.6 and the Migratory Bird Conservation Plan for a discussion
of potential impacts on migratory birds.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND606 — Ruby Newcomer

IND606-1

IND606-2

IND606-3

IND606-4

IND606-1

IND606-2

IND606-3

IND606-4

Comment noted. Residential impacts and mitigation are discussed in section
4.9.4.1. Section 4.12.1.3 demonstrate that the Wadsworth Compressor Station
would comply with the NAAQS, which were established to protect human
health, including sensitive populations such as children, the elderly, and those
with chronic respiratory problems.

Screening plans will be provided as discussed in section 4.9.10.2, including
perimeter fences, directionally controlled lighting, tree planting, and slatted
fencing.

Our criterion is that the noise from operation of the compressor station
(regardless of background noise levels) must meet 55 dBA Ldn. This ensures
that noise levels from the Project do not cause a significant impact. This
criterion applies year round, regardless of the season. Historically, it is rare
when an applicant is unable to demonstrate compliance with our 55 dBA Ldn
requirement and needs to take additional mitigation measures. Depending on
the cause of the excess noise, it may take up to a year to identify and install
additional mitigation or rectify compressor station noise levels. Further,
Environmental Recommendation 2 of this EIS provides the Director of OEP
delegated authority to take whatever steps are necessary to ensure the
protection of all environmental resources during construction and operation
of the projects, including stop-work authority. We find no need to modify the
timeframe requirement here, as Environmental Recommendation 2 provides
for additional protection should a serious noise situation arise that may impact
the health or welfare of the public.

Investigating the option of installing on-site wells at the compressor stations
for a source of hydrostatic test water includes evaluating aquifer productivity
and yield, as well as impacts to neighboring water supply wells, to ensure that
such wells will not impact the water supplies of others.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND606 — Ruby Newcomer (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND607 — Alexander Lee

IND607-1 ‘

IND607-2 |
IND607-3 |

IND607-4

IND607-1
IND607-2

IND607-3

IND607-4

See section 4.8 for a discussion of impacts to protected species.

See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that
will be used to protect groundwater and surface water resources, respectively.

Construction and operation of the Project are expected to have no impact on
dams. Impacts and mitigation pertaining to flooding and flash floods are
addressed in section 4.1.5.7.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND608 — Darrell Clemetson

IND608-1 |

IND608-2 ‘
IND608-3 ‘

IND608-4

IND608-1

IND608-2
IND608-3

IND608-4

See section 4.3.1 and 4.9.4.1 for a discussion of potential impacts and
mitigation on wells and septic systems, respectively. The same or similar
impacts and mitigation on wells and septic systems would be expected on the
Chippewa Lake Route Variation as on the proposed route should the route
variation be adopted.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

See section 4.6 for potential impacts to wildlife and section 4.8 for potential
impacts to special status species.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND609 — Larry and Marsha Craddoc

IND609-1

IND609-2

IND609-3

IND609-4

IND609-1

IND609-2

IND609-3
IND609-4

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts that a pipeline
easement may have on property values.

See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 that describes mitigation procedures for
waterbody crossings to restore drainage patterns and minimize or avoid
impacts to surface waters.

See the response to comment COS8-17.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND610 — Michael McWilliam

IND610-1

IND610-2

IND610-3

IND610-1

IND610-2
IND610-3

See section 3.3.3 for an updated discussion on the City of Green Route
Alternative. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Comment noted.

Section 4.13.1 describes safety requirements for Class locations and high
consequence areas, which NEXUS would adhere to.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND611 — David Schonberger

IND611-1

IND611-2

IND611-3

IND611-1

IND611-2
IND611-3

See the response to comment FA2-40. Section 4.14.8.9 has also been updated
to address the final CEQ guidance issued August 2016.

See the response to comment FA2-34.

See the response to comment FA2-34.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND611 — David Schonberger (cont'd)

IND611-3
(cont’d)

IND611-4

IND611-5

IND611-4
IND611-5

See the response to comment FA2-34.

The majority of the climate change impacts referenced by the commenter
would have no impact on a buried natural gas pipeline or inland compressor
station. However, section 4.14.8.9 addresses has been updated to include the
potential climate change impacts that may affect the Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND612 — Virgil E Kline

IND612-1

IND612-2

IND612-3

IND612-1

IND612-2
IND612-3

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Comment noted.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND613 — Gregory Sautter

IND613-1

IND613-2

IND613-3

IND613-1

IND613-2
IND613-3

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

See response to comment IND613-1.

See response to comment IND613-1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND614 — Raymond Luk

IND614-1

IND614-2

IND614-3

IND614-1
IND614-2
IND614-3

See the response to comment COS8-17.
Comment noted.

See section 1.1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for the Project.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND615 — Lori Luk

IND615-1

IND615-2

IND615-3

IND615-1
IND615-2
IND615-3

See the response to comment COS8-17.
Comment noted.

See section 1.1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for the Project.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



¢8l1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND616 — Katelan Burnett

IND616-1

IND616-2

IND616-3

IND616-1
IND616-2
IND616-3

See section 1.1 for a discussion of the purpose and need for the Project.
Comment noted.

See section 2.5.5 for a discussion of post-construction monitoring. NEXUS
and Texas Eastern would conduct follow-up inspections and monitor
disturbed areas after the first and second growing seasons at a minimum,
including until revegetation thresholds are met and temporary erosion control
devices are removed. NEXUS and Texas Eastern would submit quarterly
monitoring reports for at least 2 years following construction. Restoration is
deemed complete when the density and cover of non-nuisance vegetation are
similar in density and cover to adjacent, undisturbed areas.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND617 — Elizabeth Parker

IND617-1

IND617-1

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND618 — Kerri Ricker

IND618-1

IND618-2

IND618-3

IND618-4

IND618-5

IND618-1
IND618-2

IND618-3

IND618-4

IND618-5

See the response to comment COS8-17.

Section 4.10.8 discusses potential impacts to property values. Section 4.10.9
describes the economic benefits of the NGT and TEAL Projects in the form
of payroll, local spending and tax revenues during construction and operation.

As stated in section 4.10.5, NEXUS would develop, maintain, and implement
emergency response plans as required by applicable DOT regulations.
NEXUS employees would join local emergency response personnel for
emergency drills to test staff readiness and identify improvement
opportunities.

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings
Region.

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to
groundwater resources.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND618 — Kerri Ricker (cont'd)

IND618-5
(cont’d)

IND618-6

IND618-6

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including several alternatives that
would move the pipeline and Waterville compressor station to more rural
areas. Based on our review, we did not find that any of these alternatives
provided a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the
proposed route and did not recommend that they be incorporated into the
Projects. In general, DOT safety standards are intended to ensure adequate
protection of the public regardless of proximity to people. Therefore, we find
that pipelines are safe regardless of population density.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND619 — Deborah Swingholm

IND619-1

IND619-1

See section 3.3.13 for a discussion of the Hybrid Oak Openings-Western

Route Alternative.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND619 — Deborah Swingholm (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND619 — Deborah Swingholm (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND619 — Deborah Swingholm (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND620 — Larry Hicks

IND620-1

IND620-1

See section 3.3.3 for an updated discussion of the City of Green Route
Alternative. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND621 — Jonathon Strong

IND621-1

IND621-2

IND621-1

IND621-2

Comment noted. As discussed in section 3.3.3 and 4.13, the transportation of
natural gas by pipeline does involve some incremental risk to the public due
to the potential for an accidental release of natural gas. However, DOT
regulations are intended to ensure that people and the environment are
protected from the risk of pipeline incidents. This does not mean that pipeline
incidents could not or would not occur, rather, it means that prudent measures
are in place for mitigating this risk to a reasonable level.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND621 — Jonathon Strong (cont'd)

IND621-2
(cont’d)

IND621-3

IND621-4

IND621-3
IND621-4

Comment noted.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND621 — Jonathon Strong (cont'd)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND621 — Jonathon Strong (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND622 — Deborah L Johlin Bach

IND622-1

IND622-2

IND622-1

IND622-2

See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of general mitigation measures and specific
conditions that will be required when backfilling excess glacial subsoil that
could displace other soils layers in the pipeline trench.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues
unique to Ohio and Michigan. Specifically, the AIMP should address plans
for segregating topsoil in areas where the depth of topsoil is greater than 12
inches; triple stripping topsoil, subsoil, and substratum; and ensuring that
excess spoil removed from the right-of-way during backfilling consists of
substratum, and then, if needed, subsoil.

NEXUS has addressed the concern for maintaining surface drainage patterns
across the trench and trench crown in Section 3.5.8, Bullet 4 of its (E&SCP.
"...[The tJrench may be backfilled with a crown over the pipe to compensate
for compaction and settling. Openings will be left in the completed crown to
restore pre-construction drainage patterns."

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND623 — Karen S Martin, John B Werner

IND623-1

IND623-2

IND623-3

IND623-4

IND623-5

IND623-6

IND623-1
IND623-2

IND623-3
IND623-4

IND623-5

IND623-6

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

See section 4.3.2.2 for discussion on mitigation procedures during
construction to minimize or avoid surface water impacts. Impacts and
mitigation pertaining to flooding and flash floods are addressed in section
4.1.5.7.

See section 4.6 for potential impacts to wildlife.

Sections 4.1.3 and 4.1.5 address the potential for abandoned underground
mines and mine subsidence.

See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water
supply wells, springs, and wellhead protection areas.

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND624 — Sheila Gambaccini

IND624-1

IND624-1

See section 3.5 of the EIS for an analysis of aboveground facility locations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND624 — Sheila Gambaccini (cont'd)

IND624-2

IND624-3

IND624-4

IND624-2
IND624-3

IND624-4

See the response to comment COS8-17.

As discussed throughout section 4.12.1, NEXUS would comply with all
monitoring and reporting requirements required by state and federal permits,
and permitting agencies may conduct periodic inspections.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND624 — Sheila Gambaccini (cont'd)

IND624-4
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND625 — Chris Chaney

IND625-1

IND625-2

IND625-1
IND625-2

Comment noted.

Forested impacts are discussed in section 4.5.2. Recreation and special
interest areas are discussed in section 4.9.7. Alternatives are discussed in

section 3.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND625 — Chris Chaney (cont'd)

IND625-3

IND625-4

IND625-5

IND625-6

IND625-3

IND625-4
IND625-5
IND625-6

In accordance with NEPA, FERC policy, and CWA 404(b)(1) guidelines, we
identified and evaluated alternatives to the proposed Projects to determine
whether the alternatives would be reasonable and environmentally preferable
to the proposed action while still meeting project objectives. See section 3.0
of the EIS for an expanded discussion of the alternatives analysis.

Comment noted.
Alternatives are discussed in section 3.0.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND625 — Chris Chaney (cont'd)
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IND625-6 Nexus pipeline to areas already impacted and with less ecological value so that the degree of damage to
(cont’d) habitats and ecosystems is minimized. Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.

Sincerely,
7 T
g o
e
//

Chris Chaney

Doctoral Student

University of Akron

Integrated Biosciences Department

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND626 — Rick Scholl and Theresa Scholl

IND626-1

IND626-2

IND626-3

IND626-1

IND626-2
IND626-3

See section 3.3.3 for an updated discussion of the City of Green Route
Alternative. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Comment noted.

Comment noted. As discussed in section 3.3.3 and 4.13, the transportation of
natural gas by pipeline does involve some incremental risk to the public due
to the potential for an accidental release of natural gas. However, DOT
regulations are intended to ensure that people and the environment are
protected from the risk of pipeline incidents.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND626 — Rick Scholl and Theresa Scholl (cont'd)

IND626-3
(cont’d)

IND626-4

IND626-5

IND626-4
IND626-5

Comment noted.

As discussed in section 3.3.3, we disagree that a 1,500 foot buffer is a more
useful measure of social and safety impacts.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND626 — Rick Scholl and Theresa Scholl (cont'd)

IND626-5
(cont’d)

IND626-6

IND626-7

IND626-8

IND626-6

IND626-7

IND626-8

Comment noted. See table 3.3.3-5 for the route option with the least
environmental impacts on different resources.

Nothing in the Natural Gas Act, National Environmental Policy Act, or the
Commission's regulations requires routing a pipeline in through less densely
populated areas where practicable.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND628 — Russ Schifferly

IND628-1

IND628-2

IND628-3

IND628-4

IND628-5

IND628-1
IND628-2

IND628-3

IND628-4

IND628-5

Comment noted.

Conservative air modeling was performed to assess the impacts associated
with operation of the compressor stations. Section 4.12.1.3 demonstrates that
all compressor stations associated with the proposed projects would comply
with the NAAQS, which were established to protect human health, including
sensitive populations such as children, the elderly, and those with chronic
respiratory problems.

The electric compressor alternative is discussed in section 3.5.3. Impacts due
to compressor station emissions are discussed in section 4.12.1.3.

Section 4.13.1 explains that DOT does perform inspections of natural gas
pipeline facilities.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



LOTI-Y

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND628 — Russ Schifferly (cont'd)

IND628-6

IND628-7

IND628-6
IND628-7

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND629 — Chris Chaney

IND629-1

IND629-2

IND629-1
IND629-2

Comment noted.

See section 4.3.2.2 for a discussion of impacts to rivers and streams from
construction. Proper construction techniques and timing can ensure that
detrimental effects are both temporary and minor.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND629 — Chris Chaney (cont'd)

IND629-3

IND629-4

IND629-5

IND629-6

IND629-3

IND629-4
IND629-5

IND629-6

The proposed route runs just north of the stand of forests on the property and
impacts to that 13-acre forest are anticipated to be minimal.

The southern route alternative is discussed in section 3.3.2.

As stated in section 4.9.3 of the EIS, if an easement cannot be negotiated with
a landowner and the Projects have been certificated by FERC, then NEXUS
and Texas Eastern may use the right of eminent domain granted to it under
Section 7(h) of the NGA and the procedure set forth under the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure (Rule 71A) to obtain the areas needed for construction and
operation.

Major route alternatives, including use of other rights-of-way, are discussed
in section 3.3.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND629 — Chris Chaney (cont'd)

IND629-7

20160830-5135 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 8/2%/2016 11:10:43 PM

defined by the citizenry. Itis not the duty of the citizenry to sacrifice their property and the ecological
integrity of their land for the benefit and higher profit margins of industry. Alternatively, approval of the
current pipeline route will cause erosion, degrade water quality, facilitate the movement of invasive
species, destroy habitat, cause soil compaction, impact nutrient cycling, reduce carbon storage capacity,
and cause edge effects.

| urge FERC to require Spectra Energy to reroute their NEXUS pipeline. The overall ecological damage
that would be incurred by the proposed pipeline is unacceptable. In no way sheuld convenience fora
corporation supersede the interests of the people. Force Spectra Energy to reroute the NEXUS pipeline
to areas already impacted so that the degree of damage to habitats and ecosystems is minimized.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Chris Chaney

University of Akron

Doctoral Student

Integrated Biosciences Department

Works Cited
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IND629-7

The southern route alternative is discussed in section 3.3.2.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND629 — Chris Chaney (cont'd)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND630 — Robert Curtis

IND630-1

IND630-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
INDG631 - Elizabeth Kopfstein

IND631-1

IND631-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND632 — David Morris

IND632-1

IND632-2

IND632-3

P10 VALY L PIUPTILY UALIGED: 1183 LUPULL UUGD LUL LUVIUUS LIV VAPIVOIVLE 1L
Pennsylvania two weeks ago. We've all seen the news clips of the huge inferno and
photos of damage done to structures as far as a half mile away. Nexus has stated that

“gafety is their primary concern.”

If safety is, indeed, a concern, then it would just make sense to locate this pipeline in less
populated areas away from towns, developments, and community gathering places such
as parks, schools, churches, city halls, etc.

Any respect for life would warrant placing this potential explosive threat to a Safety
Corridor far away from populated areas.

Medina County is one of the fastest-growing areas in the State of Ohio. If this pipeline is
allowed to be built along the current route, it will hamper future growth in the County as
more and more farmland is converted into housing and housing developments. No one
wants to buy property or live near a gas pipeline, due to the history of their many
explosions and the damage to property and personal injury.

Members of my family own buildable lots in York Township in Medina County. Some
have already built homes near the path of this pipeline. One Nexus land agent told me of
the company’s intent to run this 36” 1440 PSI gas transmission line right through the
middle of these lots, After telling him that 1 own a lot on which I plan to build a
retirement home and other buildings, the land agent said that once Nexus determines the

IND632-1

IND632-2

IND632-3

Comment noted. The neither the City of Green Route Alternative nor
proposed route would directly affect any churches or schools. Section 3.3.3
discusses the potential for impacts on residences. Based on our review, we
did not find the City of Green Route Alternative provides a substantial
environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding segment of the
proposed route and did not recommend that it be incorporated as part of the
Projects.

Pipeline safety in the proximity to residential development is a primary
concern raised by many stakeholders. DOT safety standards are intended to
ensure adequate protection regardless of proximity to development. The
pipelines and aboveground facilities associated with the NGT and TEAL
Projects must be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained in
accordance with these safety standards. See section 4.13 for a discussion of
pipeline reliability and safety.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values and
section 4.13 for a discussion of pipeline safety and reliability.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND632 — David Morris (cont’d)

IND632-4

IND632-5

LUUUEE U1 ICSIUGLILES, SULIUULY, CLUIGIIES AU ULIGE CULLIITWNLY BAUIGLULE IULALULLS Lkt

would be so severely impacted by the current route proposal.
Yours truly,
David Morris

York Township
Medina, Ohio

IND632-4
IND632-5

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts on property values.

Comment noted. The proposed route would not directly affect any church or

school buildings.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND633 — Stan Orr
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND633 — Stan Orr (cont’d)

IND633-1

IND633-2

IND633-1

IND633-2

Based on our review, we did not find that any of the alternatives near the
commenter’s property would provide a substantial environmental advantage
when compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did
not recommend that they be incorporated as part of the Projects. Therefore,
no alterations to watercourses on the commenter’s property would occur.
Furthermore, pipeline construction and operation normally does not involve
permanent alterations to watercourses. See discussion in Sections 4.3.1.2 and
4.3.2.2 regarding procedures to restore contours and drainage patterns to pre-
construction conditions.

Based on our review, we did not find that any of the alternatives near the
Spring Run streams (e.g., City of Green Route Alternative, Rover Route
Alternative) would provide a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that they be incorporated as part of the Projects. Therefore, no
burial mounds along the Spring Run streams would be affected by the
Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND633 — Stan Orr (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND634 — Penny & Mark Wilms

IND634-1

IND634-2

IND634-1

IND634-2

Thank you for your comment. See section 4.13 for a discussion of pipeline
safety and reliability.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts on property values.
Future development of homes and other permanent structures within the
permanent easement (typically 25 feet on either side of the pipe centerline)
would be prohibited; however, development of homes or other structures
elsewhere on the property would not be precluded.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND635 — Jim and Elinor Judson

IND635-1

IND635-2

IND635-1
IND635-2

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND63S — Jim and Elinor Judson (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND636 — Carolyn Welch

IND636-1

IND636-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND637 — David Schonberger

IND637-1

IND637-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND637 — David Schonberger (cont’d)

IND637-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND637 — David Schonberger (cont’d)

IND637-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND637 — David Schonberger (cont’d)

IND637-1
(cont’d)
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be so limited in scope or detail as to effectively constitute a failure by
omission.

The CEQ provides criteria for an adequate NEPA climate adaptation
analysis. Considerations include “heat waves, wildfires, drought, sea-
level rise, or more intense storms, all of which could affect a project and
worsen its resulting environmental impacts.” (Lee at 10930, citing 2014
Revised Draft Guidance at 77825). Furthermore, federal agencies are
particularly directed “to conduct such an analysis where a project is in
an arca vulnerable to climate change, or where it has a long lifespan that
could be shortened because of climate impacts.™ (emphasis added), (/d).

The NGT Project Draft EIS largely ignored or dismissed a full-spectrum
climate change discussion by referring only to emissions, not to impacts
or lifecycle. The EIS discussion failed to consider the Project’s
“potential impacts to either the [P]roject [itself] or affected resources, let
alone [provide| any consideration of adaptation [or mitigation] measures
for these impacts.” (Aimee Delach et al., Reasonably Foreseeable
Futures: Climate Change Adaptation and the National Environmental
Policy Act, 2013, Defenders.org, at 28, not citing the NGT Project Draft
EIS).

Lastly, the NGT Project Draft EIS fails to comply with the CEQ’s final
guidance requiring agencies to conduct a thorough NEPA climate
analysis with a sufficient level of detail to provide meaningful
instruction to decision makers. I contend that considering climate
change impacts, FERC Staff gave only cursory consideration to “(1)
identifying reasonable alternatives to [the] proposed action; (2)
analyzing the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental impacts of

each alternative and the proposed action; and (3) setting appropriate

Individuals/Landowners Comments



LTT1-Y

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND637 — David Schonberger (cont’d)

”

IND637-1
(cont’d)
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mitigation measures.” (Lee at 10931, citing Amy L. Stein, Climate
Change Under NEPA: Avoiding Cursory Consideration af Greenhouse
Gases, 81 U, Colo. L. Rev. 473, 487 (2010)). Rather than giving due
consideration tc the true cost of the proposed action, FERC Staff relied
on “boilerplale text to avoid meaningful analysis.” {2014 Revised Draft
Guidance at 77824).

In cenclusion, the NGT Project Draft EIS lacks a sufficiently
comprehensive and detailed analysis of climate change impacts for the
proposed federal action, Therefore, further analysis is called for as the
FERC Staff proceeds to prepare its Final EIS for the NGT Project.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND638 — Jim & Elinor Judson

IND638-1

IND638-1

Thank you for your comment.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky

IND639-1

IND639-2

IND639-3

IND639-1

IND639-2
IND639-3

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings
Region.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)

IND638-3
(cont’d)

IND638-4

IND638-3
(cont’d)

IND639-4

Comment noted.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)
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Consumer Enetgy Alliance has more than 406,200 individual members all across the United States, represening every
sectar of the LS. ecanomy. CCA i2 committed to work ng togethar with our sfilistes to provide consumers with sound,
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ConsumersiEusine:

1. Agricullure Energy All anee
2. Air Conditioning Contractors of America
3. Airines for America
4. Alas<a State Chamber of Commerce
& Alas<a hucking Associabon
& Amencan Highway Users Alliance
7. Amercanlion & Steel [nstitute
a Amencan Retal Assoc ation
. Amenican Trucking Associatians
10. Anchersge Chamber of Conmerce
11, ArcelerMittal
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Mol Cawaen S Al

12, Arctic Branding &% Apparel

12, Arkansas Erwirenmental =ederaion

14 Associated General Cant'actors of Alaska
15. Associated Irdustries of Flerida

18. Association of Equipment Manufacturers
17. Beaver County Chamber of Commerce:
18. British-tmetican Business C ol

19. Brownsvil ¢ Area Revitalization Corporation
20. Canadian American Business Counei
21, CAP Logistics

22, Casiz

23, Caterpillar. Inc.

24. Chamber of Shipping of America

25, Chemical Industry Counedl of lllir ois

26. Clevelanc Brothers Equipment Co., Inc,
27 Colorsda Faetgy Coaitian

28 Caolorsda Farm Bureau

28 Colorsda Metar Cariers Associstion

30. Comanco

3. Commonweealth Morth

32, Crafton, Tull & Assodiates

33, DcR Engineering Sarvices, Ine.

34, Edson Electic Institute

3% Elite Park ng Services cof America. Inc.
36 Enavis Consulting, LP

37. Energy Induslrias of Ohio

38. Energy Pecple Conneat
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)

Mowbes - Cusaen

3% Farmington Chamber of Commeros

4C. Flanica Charrbar of Commeres

41 Flerda Fertlizer and Agrichemical Association

42, MNcrida Handing Systers, Inz.

43, Flcrida Restaurant 2nd Ladging Association

44, Flerida Transporation Builders Association

45, Fugling Calilornia

46. Gallagher Benafit Services, Inc.

47, Garcia . ewelers

48, Georgia Agribusiness Coangil

49, (Georgia Chamber of Commerce

50. Grand Junctior Arza Charrber of Commerce

5. Greater Fairbanks Chamber of Comme-ce

5Z. Greater Houstan Partnership

53, Greater Houston Restaurant Associat on

54. Graatar Philadalphia Chambar of Commeres

55 Graatar Pittsburgh Chamoar of Corrmerca

5E. Groat Lakes Maritime Task Force

&7, Hispanic Leaderskip Fund

58 Hot=/ D 2

5&. | loustar Technolagy Center

GO llinois Chamber of Commerce

B1. lllinois Trucx<ing Azsaciation

BZ. Inlet Mecharical

63, Intarnational Srotherhoad of Electncal Werkers - Local Lnien 111
64 International _ongstaremen's Association — Local 1768
&5, International Jnion of Cperating Engineers Lol 66

Al

Moeles Cursaen gy Al

&6, lowa Motor Truck Association

G7. lron Wokers International

68 lron Waokers Local 3

6%, J B Comawell Contracting, Ine.

700 Jacksonville Ghamber of Gommerce

1. John L. Wdorthzm & Sar. LR

TZ. Kettusky Chamber of Commearce

73, Kentuslky Mozor Transpor Assacistion

74, Kerworth Alaska

T2 Kizsirrmee — Osceols County Chamber of Commerce
TE. Lave's Travel Staps & Country Stores

T7. Lynden

78, Maine Moter Transpor Associaton

7S ManJfacture Alabama

B0 Mardme Exciange or the Greater Delaware River and Bay
&1 Mat5u Eusiness Alliance

BZ. Methaney Corporation

B3 Methanol Institute

&4, Midlard Chamber of Cemmerce

&E. Missiszippi Energy [nstitute

&6, Missiseippl Manufacturers fssociztion

&7, Mizzour Charber of Comimerce and Induatry
48, Mehile Area Chamber of Commerge

&2 Mcnarch Caraoration

0. Mcnmana Chember of Commerce

91. Mesaie Coripany

92 Meve Texas Forward
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)

Mz Casan 2
92, Muscle Wall, LLC
94, MWH Global
5. Myrtle Beach Area Chambet of Commerce
9. My Town, My Job. My Voice
a7, MAMA Regionzl Corporation
98. Nalianal Asscocistiar of Canvenience Stores

95, Mational Assovialior of Manulaciurens
190, National Asseciatior of Meighborhoods
121, Matonal Small Business Assaciation
10Z. Mehanal Tank “ruck CaTiers
103, Mebraska Chamber ot Commeroe & Industry
104, Nebraskans for Jobs and Energy Independence
105, Mevada Trucking Association
198, New Mexico Tnucking Association
107, NestOp
108. Narth Caroling Charbar of Commarce
108. Narth Carcling Farrr Buraau
“10. Narth Slerdea Clean Cities Goa itian
111. Northeast Pennsyl/ania Manufacturers and Employers Association
“12. Mucar Caorparation
“13. Cdlessa Chamber of Commerce
“14. Ohio AgriBusiness Association
“15 Ohio Cast Metals Associstian
“18. Ohio Chamber of Commerce
“17. Ohio Truzking Assooation
“18 On Deck Seafood
“18. Pa metto Agiibusiness Councl

LAl

Muches Comsaen g Al
12¢. Peco Structural, LLC
121. Pennsylania Chamber of Business and Industry
122 Pennsylvania Food Marchants Association
123, Penngylvania Moter Truck Aszociation
124, Port of Corpus Christi
125, Port of Houstan Autharity
126. Ports-te-Plains Trade Corrder Coalition
127. Potenand Parthers
128. ProEnergy
128, Prosper ty Alaska
130. Research Fatnarship to Secure Energy far Amernica
131. Resaurce Develaprrent Council for Alaska
132 Rif e £rea Chamber of Commerce
133, Rigzone
134, Ring Power Corporation
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135 Rivera Fonds :
136, Santa Barbars County Energy Caoalidan
137. Shepherd Safety Systems
132, 80 Plus Associztion
138, Elover Conaw lting
140, Emiths Sroup, PLG
141. Eouth Carclina Chamber of Cormmerce
142, South Carclina Fam Bureau Federation
143, South Carclina Trucking Association
144, Southesstern Fisheries Asscdation
145, Soulhen Ghemical Guerporalion
146. Southpointe Chamber of Commerce
ioil T
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)
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147. Spzer Industries, Inc

142, 5t Louis Chambsr of Commerce

148 State Chamber of Cklahorra

150, Steel Manufacturers Association

1571, Straitz Lighing Campany

152, Sun Haszs

152, Tennesses Chambser of Conmeice & Irdastry
154. Tennessea Farm Bureau

155, Texas Assaciation o Manwacturars

158, Texzas Trucking Aszaciation

15y, The Carey Group

158. The Peacs and Prospenty Project

158, The Plaza Sroup

160, Torch Snetgy Solutions

161.U. 5 Chambert of Commerce

162 Ukpeagui Inupiat Corpotstion

163, Union Contractors and Sukcantractars Asscciation, ne
164. \iaan Gaskots

185, Virginia Chamber of Commerce

188, Virginia Manufacturers Association

167 Vital for Colorarle

158, Vooyin

165 W W Gay Mechanicsl Contractar, Inc

170, Wasningtar County Chambe: of Cammerce
171. West Gulf Maritime Assooation

172 Wilisensin Marufacturers and Commeres
172 Wilisen 1sin Motar Garr ers Asseciation

ol

L Covsan gy Al

174. Viyering County Chamber of Commerce

Academic Groups.

1. CSTEM Teacher & Student Support Services

2. Houstar Museur of Matural Science

3, Malional Enegy Educalion Developmen! Project
4. Offshare Energy Center

5. Salence & Ergnesting Fair of Houstan

E. University ef Tewas. Center for Cnergy Coonamics

Enerqgy Providers & Suppliers:

1. Alas<a Energy Authority
Z. Alas<a Miners Association
3. Alas<a Gi and Cas Assodiation
4. Alag<e Support Industry Aliance
5. Ameren Missouri
E. American Assooiation of Petroleum Seolecists
. mBmencen Goalbhan for Clean Coal Hectnizty
& American Expleraton & Pracuction Gounci
& American Fuel & Peirochemical Wanufacturers
10 American Gas Assaciaten
1. American Public Gas Asscriation
12 Amercan Fublic Power Asseciafion
13. Anzherzge Municipal Light & Power
14, Arctic Power

15. Arkansas Independent Mioducsrs anc Royaly Qwners
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)
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Assaciation of Electric Companies of Texas, Inc.
Assodiation of Oil Fipe Lines
Black Pearl Exploration

. Bumett Cil Go., Inc
. Cabet Oil & Gas Corporatian

CenterPaint Energy
Centrus

Cheniere Energy
Chevron

. Clean Line Energy Partners
. Colerado Mining Association

ConocaPhillips
CONSOL Energy
Devon Energy Corporation

. Dominion Resaurces Inc.
. Drake Well Service

Energy Equipment and Infrastructure Alliance
Entergy

Envirenmentally Friendy Driling Systems.
EOG Resources

. Exxontokil
. Flarida Electric Cooperative Asscciation

Flarida Power & Light Co
Fresdom Solar

. GATE Petroleum Company
. Geargia Electric Membership Corporation

Georgia Transmission Corporation

- Censameer ety Ahanes

Golden Pass Products

. Green Earth Fuels
. Gulf Econamic Survival Team

Heustan Renewable Energy Metwork

Independent Oil and Gas Asscciatian of West Virginia
Independent Petroleurm Asscclation of America
Internatichal Agsociation of Crilling Contractors

. Interstate Qil & Gas Compact Gommission
.JEA
. Kentucky Assodiation of Electric Cooperatives

Kentucky Oil & Gas Asspciaton
Lime Instruments

Marathon Carporation

. Miggourians for a Balanced Energy Future

Nalco

National Algae Agsociation

National Ocean Industries Asscdatien
National Ocean Policy Coalition

. National Propane Gag Association
. National Rural Electric Cooperative Association

National Solar Power

Natural Gas Supply Associaton
New England Fuel Institute

New Mexico Oil & Gas Association

. Moble Energy, Inc
. Morth Carclina il 1 of Electric Cooperati

Nuclear Energy Institute
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)

Mewbers - Consumer Energy Allance Intpfeonsutnereergy lliance agiabout/inenibers/
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9108

9ETC-L06!
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Energy Voices

FEATURED (JCATEGQRYIFEATUREDS)

Consumer Advocate Launches National Campaign Aimed at Educating Consumers on How U.S.
Energy Infrastructure Can Ensure Stable Energy Prices (http://consumerenergyalliance.org
/2016/08/consumer-advocate-launches-national-campaign-aimed-educating-consumers-

130019 912016 9.43 P\
members:

Members - Consumer Encrgy Alliance bup /iconsumerene

gy-inf) ucturs ure-stabl gy-prices/)

WASHINGTON, 0.C. ~ Consumer Energy Allance (CEA). a raional consume- advecacy tion tht represents consumers. agnculiure, energy.
renewabies and other industnes, taday launched a national campaign, *Fpelines for Amenca,” facusad on educating consumers abaut the Increasing impartance o
U'S energy infrastruchure —and haw mare is needed fn keep consumer energy prioes stabie and [ ]

& Email orgr2 IO CIMPIIGN M- edUCIHING CONELMENS 4.5 ner gy infrastrucure

can-ensure-stable-anergy-prices/share=emailfinb=1]
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W Twitcer (hetp//ennsu Ty {aunchesnational-campaign-aimed-adu cating-consumers-u-s-energy-infr astr L}

witter&nb=1)
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Individuals/Landowners Comments



6¢C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)

infrastructure-help-lower-electricity.costs/]

9272016 9.4
numerenergyalliance cr/sbout/membes
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Callto Action ay 1o

Eeatured (o i 0

404 D¥34

Events (h1p llconsumerenergyalliance org/categeryievents!

(TeraTIzoun)

ABOUT

Consumer Energy Alisnee is the voice of the ensrgy consumes W provide carsumers wih sourd, unbiased rfsrmaticn an LS. and global energy issuss Our affstes
comprise a range of sectors from the energy industry, academya, small businesses, conservatin groups 10 travelrelated incusties
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND640 — Julia Otero Ramos

IND640-1

IND640-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND642 — Carl Brunello

IND642-1

IND642-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND642 — Carl Brunello (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND643 — Paul Wohlfarth

IND643-1

IND643-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND644 — Chelsey Hill

IND644-1

IND644-1

Comment noted. See section 4.13 for a discussion of pipeline safety and

reliability.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND645 — Evelyn Greenwald

IND645-1 ‘

IND645-2 |
IND645-3 ‘

IND645-4 ‘

IND645-1

IND645-2

IND645-3

IND645-4

See section 4.9.10.2 for a discussion of anticipated impacts on visual
resources from aboveground facilities.

See section 4.12.2 for a discussion of potential noise associated with
construction and operation of the proposed facilities.

See section 4.12.1 for a discussion of air quality associated with the proposed
Projects.

We reviewed three alternative sites for the Hanover Compressor Station near
Kensington, OH. Based on our review, there do not appear to be any
substantial environmental advantages over the proposed site; therefore, we
are not recommending any of the alternatives for incorporation into the
Projects. The proximity to noise-sensitive areas (e.g., homes, schools, and
churches) was one factor considered in our environmental review.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS

IND646 —

Henry Heilmann

IND646-1

Henry Heilmann, Colling, OH.
Comments on NEXUS Gas Transmission Project (Docket No. CP16-22-000)

My name is Henry Heilmann and | have sent previous comments on the proposed Nexus
natural gas pipeline, with concerns about safety and security. My sister, Elizabeth
MeKernan, and | own land in Huron County, Ohio on the west side of the proposed Vermilion
River crossing.

My reascn for commenting this time results from news articles from 2 Cleveland, OH media
about bogus pro-Nexus letters being sentte FERC. Links to the articles are as follows:

hitp:fheanese cleveland.comimetro/index.ssf/2016/09/nexus_pipeline_controver
sy_dead_mans_name_others_appear_in_letters_supporting_the_plan_photos.htm
[#incarl_more_business

http:/ffox8.com/?s=Naxus

How many pro-pipeline letters did FERC receive from people whe did not actually send the
letter, and who maybe were even very much opposad to the pipeline?

| have been unfavorably impressed by the lack of efficiency, provision of accurate
information to landowners, cordial relations with landowners and cormmon sense in the upper
echelons of the Nexus organization. |was favorably impressed with our land agent.

Now | have ethical concerns about the Nexus organization with these “letters” mentioned in
news reports. And of course, ethics are of great impertance in all matters, and | am especially
cencerned about fair and honest treatment of landowners, safety and security.

Do you agree that final approval should be withheld until these "letters” have been
completely investigated?
Thank you.

IND646-1

Comment noted.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS

IND647 — Cynthia Burdette
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IND647-1

Comment noted.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND647 — Cynthia Burdette (cont’d)

-t

N 20160815-0062 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 08/15/2016

Cynthia Burdette FILED
945 Winston St Sicggﬁﬁlgs?&" “THE
Alkron, OH 44314 .

™hAGIS P ®I3
Kimberly D. Boge, Secretary FEDERAL ENERGY
Federal Energy Regulatory jssil REWE?\%DRY COMMISSION
B84 Fiod Benet K RIGINAL
Washington, DC 20426-0001

RE: Docket Number — CP 16-22-000 ~ NEXUS Gas Pipeline Project
Dear Ma. Bose,

As a resident of Summit County and a supporter of the NEXUS pipeline, I would like to
encourage you to approve the NEXUS project. This project will help us create new jobs,
generate affordable electricity, protect our environment, and keep energy prices low.

It is very important to me that the environment be protected, and pipelines have been proven to
be the safest, most environmentally friendly way to transport natural gas, Meeting or exceeding
federal safety requirements, the NEXUS pipeline will be continuously monitored and regularly
inspected.

The Ohio Chamber of Commerce has recognized the economic benefits that NEXUS will bring
to our county, and our state — the creation of over 5,000 jobs and more than $550 million in
wages, In Summit County alone, the construction of NEXUS will support over 300 jobs and
provide more then $20 million in tax revenue for our local governments and schools within the
first five years.

Please approve this important infrastructure project which will help bring good-paying jobs to
our county.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Burdette

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND648 — Dale Palmer

20160813-0076 FERC FDF, (Unofficial) ©S/13/2d16

PR

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
NEXUS GAS TRANSMISSION PROJECT AND
TEXAS EASTERN APPALACHIAN LEASE PROJECT
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT COMMENTS

Commments can be: 1) left with e FERC representative; (2) mailed to the addreanes below; or (3) electronicaily filed.t

For Official Mail Filing, Send To:
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
LI ORIGINAL Foderal Evergy Regoltory Commimion
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A fr
‘Washington, DC 20426 -
As applicahle, please indicate the project(s) you are commenting on:
F NEXUS Gas Transmission Project: Docket No. CP16-22
O ‘Texas Eastern Appalachian 1.zase Project: Docket Na. CP16-23

O  Allofthe abave

COMMENTS: (PLEASE. PRINT) [continue on back of page if necessary]
WE STRoNELY SvPPORT TH
C PEo oS Aba WETE
o UTE | COnIMENT ON FConl PEAVED
O s T, L& HTE
CodcELNNG ME PERSONSAL Y

Commenter’s Name and Mailing Address (Please Pring)

PARE E. Pp.MEE

At
Qélgcgd4cgﬁ HER I
CIiTY of GREEN

! The € ion, strougly filing of any See i iong ot the C
‘weh gite at bttp//www ferc.gov under the "e-Filing" link. Before you can fils comments yon will need to create a free
account by clicking on “Login to File” and then "New User Aceount”.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS

IND639 — Paul Gierosky (cont’d)

20160813-0076 FERC FDF [Unofficial) ©S/13/2d16
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IND648-1

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



(454!

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND649 — Jessica Rae Geyer

IND649-1

IND649-2

IND649-3

IND649-4

IND649-1

IND649-2
IND649-3
IND649-4

See section 4.9.7 for a discussion of potential impacts on tourism and
camping.

See response to comment IND659-1.
Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND650 — Paul Wohlfarth
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND650 — Paul Wohlfarth (cont’d)

Mr. Ryan Scott of CEA submitted these names under cath in suppon of the
We Energies proposal on October 8 2014 at the Wilson Senior Center, 2601
W. Howard Ave, Milwaukee. They submitted an identical list of names in
support of the Madison Gas & Electric {MG&E) proposal.

In a news story published October 21, 2014, Capital Times reporter Mike
Ivey reported that several individuals listed on the CEA document did
not, in fact, support the We Energies or MG&E proposals.

Other naws outlets fellowed up and found similar resulis, with multiple
individuals falsely listed as suppering the utility proposals.

My own husband, Mike Sinicki, was falsely listed as a supporter of the We
Energies preposal. He was not contacted by CEA and does net support the
We Energies proposal. Further, he does not support raising fixed fees on
utility bills in way that harms homeowners, seniors, and clean energy
development.

In an order issued Getober 31, 2014, the PSC Administrative Law Judge
threw out the list of names from CEA cantaining 2,500 signatures and
purporting to support the We Energies rate hike proposal. The order
guestioned the validity of the signatures and stated they “"provided
inadeguate and incorrect information™. The PSC tock no further action to
protect the integrity of their deliberative process from such fraudulent
actions in the future.

| am deeply coneernad that such fraudulent actions are a corruption of
the puklic process and need to be thoroughly investigated so we know
exaclly who was involved and if there was any coordination with We
Energies. As this took place under your jurisdiction, | request that your
office investigate.

Thank you for your attention te this matter.

Best regards,

Christine Sinicki

State Representative

20th Assembly District

http ifwww.repowermadison.orgiwp-content/uploads/2014/11/1117sinicki.pdf

IND650-1 | think CEA alleged fraudulent behavier has a long track record with
impunity. Neighbors Against Nexus protest (the "Protest”) as its
contentions are true and have merit.

Sincerely,
Paul Wohlfarth

13244 S County Line
Ottawa Lake, Michigan 48267

IND650-1

Comment noted.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND651 — David J. Eigel

IND651-1

IND651-1

Neither NEXUS nor Columbia Gas of Ohio have expressed an interest in
delivering or receiving natural gas at locations other than the M&R stations
and tee-taps identified in section 2.1. However, as discussed in section 1.1.1,
the EIS evaluates several route alternatives, including the City of Green Route
Alternative, which would not serve the tee-tap for Columbia Gas of Ohio in
Medina County.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND651 — David J. Eigel (cont’d)

IND651-2

IND651-2

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND651 — David J. Eigel (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND653 — Paul A. Bosela

IND653-1

IND653-1

This comment appears to be directed at the OEPA air permitting of the
Wadsorth Compressor Station. The Commission has no jurisdiction over this
permit or over how the OEPA implements its regulations. As such, the
comentor should submit its comments to the OEPA on the air permit.
However, we note that section 4.12.1 of the EIS discloses all emissions
associated with each compressor station and uses air modeling to conclude
that the stations would comply with the NAAQS.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND653 — Paul A. Bosela (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND653 — Paul A. Bosela (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND653 — Paul A. Bosela (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND653 — Paul A. Bosela (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND653 — Paul A. Bosela (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND653 — Paul A. Bosela (cont’d)

IND653-2

IND653-3

IND653-2

IND653-3

This comment appears to be directed at the OEPA air permitting of the
Wadsorth Compressor Station. The Commission has no jurisdiction over this
permit or over how the OEPA implements its regulations. As such, the
commenter should submit its comments to the OEPA on the air permit.
However, we note that section 4.12.1 of the EIS discloses all emissions
associated with each compressor station and uses air modeling to conclude
that the stations would comply with the NAAQS.

This comment appears to be directed at the OEPA air permitting of the
Wadsorth Compressor Station. The Commission has no jurisdiction over this
permit or over how the OEPA implements its regulations. As such, the
commenter should submit its comments to the OEPA on the air permit.

Individuals/Landowners Comments
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND654 — Paul Wohlfarth

IND654-1

IND654-1

Thank you for your comment.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND655 — James & Elinor Judson

Ref. Docket # CP16-22-000

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary October
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

888 First Street NE, Rm. 1A
Washington, DC 20426

ORIGINAL FECT

Dear Ms. Bose,

We are using “option #3" and mailing our response through Certified Mail as requested in
the October 6 letter from Alisa M. Lykens that we received regarding the Alternative
Route and extension of the proposed Nexus Gas Transmission Project here in Medina,
Ohio,

First, we want to thank the Commission for finally understanding our plight and need
regarding this Alternative Route on the NGT Project.

IND655-1 As now you are aware, we were NOT notified of this alternative route until after the
meetings were concluded and the FERC representatives returned to Washington, DC. It
was late in August that a representative Nexus came to our front door!

First of all, original map and letter received back in August states that we were on the
“Chippewa C Alternative Route” which is now the “Alternative D Route”! Both routes

correct and why were they changed? This is very puzzling to us. Both the August Map
IND655-2 showing “Chippewa C Alternative Route” and now the newly “Chippewa D Alternative
Route” that we just received on October 6™ show that we are still in the BLAST ZONE!

‘We would like to know how and why it was decided to use our property line for the
pipeline project when you have a golf course and farm acreage to the north of us? Why
follow our property line? Also, other, highly up-scaled, homes are also very close to the
proposed pipeline. Again, the newly, “now” Proposed D Route with the 125 ft.
construction right of way, includes aimost our entire home!

‘We would like to know who is responsible for this change? The adjacent farm acreage is

the abutting golf course that has always planned for building homes on his golf course.
INTERESTING!

IND655-1 Without given the opportunity, to meet face to face with FERC Representatives, we
(cont’d) would be willing to travel to Washington, DC if possible. You have given us a month
extension but NOT an opportunity for 2 meeting!

REJN\Y mr JTHE
M GCT 13 A & 08

~

i3s104

REGULATCHT C2imis

show the pipeline within 80 feet from our home? Which of these maps are we to believe is

property owned by one of the Lafayette Township Trustees and 1t’s public knowledge that

IND655-1
IND655-2

Thank you for your comment.

As shown in the Residential Construction Plans (see appendix F-7), the edge
of the construction workspace would be 41 feet from the dwelling and the
pipeline centerline 81 feet away.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND65S — James & Elinor Judson (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS

IND65S — James & Elinor Judson (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND65S — James & Elinor Judson (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND656 — Frank Zaski

IND656-1

IND656-1

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND656 — Frank Zaski (cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND656 — Frank Zaski (cont’d)

IND656-1
cont’d)
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND657 — Matthew Moran

IND657-3

IND657-2

IND657-1
(cont’d)

IND657-1

IND657-2

Comment noted. Section 4.13.1 provides a discussion of safety standards
mandated by the DOT.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.
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INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND658 — Brian F. Moran

IND658-1

IND658-1

Comment noted. Section 4.13.1 provides a discussion of safety standards
mandated by the DOT. The Chippewa Lake C Route Variation, which was
recommended in the draft EIS, follows the railroad right-of-way and crosses
a portion of Buckeye Woods Park. Based on our review in section 3.4.11, we
are recommending that the Chippewa Lake D Route Variation, which
parallels a shorter section of the railroad right-of-way but does not cross
Buckeye Woods Park, be incorporated into the proposed Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



SLTI-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND659 — Danielle L. Moran

IND659-1

IND659-2

IND659-2
(cont’d)

IND659-1
(cont’d)

IND659-1

IND659-2

Comment noted. Section 4.13.1 provides a discussion of safety standards
mandated by the DOT. The Chippewa Lake C Route Variation, which was
recommended in the draft EIS, follows the railroad right-of-way and crosses
a portion of Buckeye Woods Park. Based on our review in section 3.4.11, we
are recommending that the Chippewa Lake D Route Variation, which
parallels a shorter section of the railroad right-of-way but does not cross
Buckeye Woods Park, be incorporated into the proposed Projects.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



9LT1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND660 — Deborah Dunlap Marino

IND660-1

IND660-1

Comment noted. See section 3.3.3 for a discussion of the City of Green Route
Alternative. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



LLTI-YT

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND661 — Jean Jackson

IND661-1

IND661-1

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



8LTI-Y

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND662 — Karen Stallings

IND662-1

IND662-2

IND662-3

IND662-1
IND662-2
IND662-3

Comment noted.

See Section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Estimated emissions specific to the NGT and TEAL Projects are provided in

section 4.12.1.3.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



6LC1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND663 — Ben and Angela Burns

IND663-1

Benjamin Burns, Medina, OH.

Hello. My name is Ben Burns, and | live at 5226 Maplewood Farm Dr in Medina/Montville
Township, Ohie.  Since | have been unable to attend both of the recant meetings dus to my
work schedule, | felt it was appropriate to write in regarding the proposed NEXUS pipeline
rauting, which currently has it running through our 39 lot housing development. Please
consider moving the pipeline into another area or around our development. The residents
here {and in other proposed routing areas) continue to showfvoice concern over the
"maintenance space" required for upkeep of the piping diameter, as well as the safety
concerns. This development currently has 46 children to my best count, and that does not
include MapleHeights. It seems pretly obvious to me that there would be various slternate
routes{perhaps along state highways) that would provide easier access points, and more
safety than a family housing development would. Please reconsider moving the proposed
routing. | have a property that doesn't even come in contact with the pipeline, and | am still
very worried about the idea of it in our development.

Thanl you for your time.
Ben and Angela Burns

5226 Maplewood Farm Dr
Medina, Ohio 44256

IND663-1

DOT safety standards are intended to ensure adequate protection of the public,
including more stringent design requirements in increasingly populated areas.
Pipelines must be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained in
accordance with these safety standards. Further, the EIS demonstrates that
the likelihood of an incident is very low at any given location, regardless of
population density.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



08C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND664 — Darlene Yagersz

IND664-1

IND664-2 |

IND664-1
IND664-2

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



18¢1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND665 — James Fisher 11

IND665-1  See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route
Variations.

IND665-1

Individuals/Landowners Comments



8Tl

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND666 — Shannon Fisher

IND666-1

IND666-1

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route

Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



£8¢I-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND667 — Jane Miller

IND667-1

IND667-1

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route

Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



¥8C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND668 — Frank Zaski

IND668-1

IND668-1

See section 3 of the EIS for an analysis of system alternatives, major route
alternatives, minor route variations, and aboveground facility site alternatives.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



¢8¢I-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND668 — Frank Zaski (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



98¢1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND668 — Frank Zaski (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



L8TI-Y

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND669 — Robert Skidmore

IND669-1

IND669-1

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route
Variations. It is important to understand that the Commission does not direct
development of the gas industry’s infrastructure, neither on a broad regional
basis through the establishment of energy corridors, nor on a more local scale
in the design of specific projects. Instead, the Commission responds when an
application is filed with FERC and in each application the parameters of the
project are determined by the applicant.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



88C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND670 — Heather Frey

IND670-1

IND670-1

The final EIS addresses all of the environmental impacts that would occur as
a result of construction and operation of the Projects. This includes impacts
on property values (section 4.10.8), economy and tax revenues (section
4.10.9), reliability and safety (section 4.13), and groundwater (4.3.1.2).

Individuals/Landowners Comments



68C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND671 — Eric Frey

IND671-1

Eric Frey, Medina, OH.

Iy name is Eric Frey and | am a homeowner of 6953 Secrest Circle Medina, OH 44256, near
the suggested placement of the NEXUS pipeline. | understand that there has been
environmental impact studies done, and other research into where the pipeline will be
potentially placed. All of this in no way has taken into account the opinions of the landovwners
closest to the placemant of said pipeline. it has not been proven to me effectively or at all that
the placement of this pipeline will not effect the value of my home or the desire of people to live
in this neighborhood. We have worked our whole lives to build this home on this land and will
be devastated financially if this pipeline negatively effects our home value. In addition to our
concarms over the sociofaconomic impact of the placement of the pips is the safety to our
families and the safety of our drinking water. We are on a well and septic system. No impact
staterment can prevent an accident and locating this pipeline in the middle of a neighborhood
when so much of this area in sparsely inhabited is a direct concern for financial gain and a
dismissal of individual families. | arm strongly against this pipeline anywhere near my property.
This is in regards to DOCKET: CP16-22-000.

Sincerely, Eric

Frey

IND671-1

The final EIS addresses all of the environmental impacts that would occur as
a result of construction and operation of the Projects. This includes impacts
on property values (section 4.10.8), economy and tax revenues (section
4.10.9), reliability and safety (section 4.13), and groundwater (4.3.1.2).

Individuals/Landowners Comments



06C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND672 — Robert & Patricia Yagersz

IND672-1

IND672-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



16C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND673 — Linda Fozio

IND673-1

IND673-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



6Tl

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND674 — Donald Fozio

IND674-1

20161101-0024 FERC PDF {Unofficial} 1170172016

Mr. Donaid V. Fozio
5110 Mapie hits. Drive
Medina, Ohio 44266

330-721-8404 _
dvi 2@frontier.com THET -7 A R U
October 24, 2016 -
Kimberly Bose, Secretary
Faderal Enamgy Regulatory Commission
888 First Strest, NE s
Washington, DC 20426-0001 O R | Gl N A L

Docket Number CP 16-22-000-NEXUS Gas Pipeine Project
Dear Ms. Bose,

| leamed jusi today that 6.5 mies of the original NEXUS pipelina route through Medina County,
Ohio will be replaced by one of two altematives in Guilford and Montville Townships.

| am a property owner iving very close to a newly-proposad re-raute segment of the NEXUS natural
gas pipeline (propsed Chippewa D altemative Route), which is | belleve, lo be detramental o this
Residential Development it passes by wilhin hundreds of feet, and the State route In which it peralells
closaly.

it appears that NEXUS is attlempting to not infom residents, of the quickly considered proposed
change, as | had to find out by otter means. All of a sudden | have o intarrupt my life, to deal with a made
up orisis caused by a pipene company’s nush job in shorlening it's length, {Cost?) end having it pass
between, and in close proximity, fo a Residential subdivision, and Highly traveled State route. No safety
concems?

| have been told that the final routing decision will be made in less than a month. | do not know
what my options are and | do not éven have a month to decide whether ar not to resist the pipadine £oming
on or near my property. My home is the largest assest | own, and i woukd now be worth tens of thousands
of dollars less because of the possibility NEXUS wil be built so near my land, that any potential buyer
would demand a price break.

| must hava enough fime to decide what o do about my family's fiture. | nesd to consult with
appralsers and legal counsel and others to make this decision. | am asking that FERC please put a 180
day freeze o the timetable k& parmit NEXUS to allow me time to figure out a sense of direction,

Thank you.

IND674-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



£6Cl-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND675 — Janice Conway

IND675-1

IND675-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



y6C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND676 — Thomas E. Priebe

IND676-1

IND676-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



s6cl-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND677 — Roger & Deb Graham

IND677-1

IND677-2

IND677-1
IND677-2

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



96¢C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND678 — Louise M Harvey

IND678-1

IND678-2

IND678-1
IND678-2

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed project.

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route

Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



L6T1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND678 — Louise M Harvey (cont’d)

IND678-2
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



86C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND679 — Gregory Fawcett

IND679-1

IND679-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



66C1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND680 — Jack & Debbie Wentz

IND680-1

IND680-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



00¢1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND681 — Charlene Barnes

IND681-1

IND681-2

IND681-1
IND681-2

Comment noted.

FERC is an independent federal regulatory agency responsible for evaluating
applications for authorization to construct and operate interstate natural gas
pipeline facilities. If the Commission determines that a project is required by
the public convenience and necessity, a Certificate would be issued under
Section 7(c) of the NGA and part 157 of the Commission’s regulations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



10€1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND660 — Deborah Dunlap Marino

IND681-3

IND681-3

As discussed in section 1.1 of the EIS, the purpose of the Project is to transport
natural gas. Renewal energy sources or the gains realized from increased
energy efficiency and improved technology are not transportation
alternatives; therefore, they are not considered in the EIS.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



el

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND682 — Mike Cavey

IND682-1

IND682-2

IND682-1
IND682-2

Comment noted.

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



€0el-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND683 — John Harvey

IND683-1

IND683-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



P0€1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND684 — Wendy M. Bascombe

IND684-1

IND684-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



coel-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND684 — Wendy M. Bascombe (cont’d)

IND684-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



90¢1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND685 — Wayne J. Pelcarsky

IND685-1

IND685-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



LOET-YT

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND685 — Wayne J. Pelcarsky (cont’d)

IND685-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



80¢1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND686 — Joseph R. Crisafulli

IND686-1

20161107-0114 FERC PDF {Unofficial} 11/07/2016
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Joseph R. Crisafulli
6030 Deerview Lane
Meding, Ohio 44256
330-7223-6135

jerisai234@hotmail comay, i - P 2 22

Kimberly Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 Fitst Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426-0001

ORIGINAL

1 am a property owner living close by {less than 400 yards) a newly-proposed segment of
the NEXUS natural gas pipeline. I learned just last week that 6.5 miles of the original
NEXUS pipeline through Medina County, Ohic will be replaced by one of iwo
alternatives Chippewa C or Chippewa D alternate route.

Dear Ms. Bose:

1 have been told that the final routing decision will be made in less than a month. That
gives me less than a month to resist the pipeline coming 0 near to my property. My wifi
and I are seniors on a fixed living with the possibility of needing 1o downsize sometime
in the firture, 1f the pipeline is that close to our property, we will not be able to sell for
what would be the market value without the pipeline.

1 must have enough time to decide what to do about our future, I need to consult with real
estate and legal counse] to meke an important life changing decision. I*'m asking that
FERC please put a 180 day freeze on the timetable to permit NEXUS to give me time to
figure out what to do. Thank you for your time and consideration in this very important
matter.

Very truly yours,

hR_Cr :

IND686-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



60¢1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND687 — Darrell Clemetson

IND687-1

IND687-1

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route
Variations. Section 4 of the EIS addresses impacts associated with the
proposed project including impacts on health and safety (section 4.13),
wildlife (4.6.2), and property values (section 4.10.8).

Individuals/Landowners Comments



0r¢r-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND688 — Rachel Jackson

IND688-1

IND688-1

The final EIS addresses all of the environmental impacts that would occur as
a result of construction and operation of the Projects. This includes reliability
and safety (section 4.13), water resources (4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2), agriculture
(4.9.5), and wildlife (4.6.2).

As stated in section 4.9.3 of the EIS, if an easement cannot be negotiated with
a landowner and the Projects have been certificated by FERC, then NEXUS
and Texas Eastern may use the right of eminent domain granted to it under
Section 7(h) of the NGA and the procedure set forth under the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure (Rule 71A) to obtain the areas needed for construction and
operation.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



I1€1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND689 — Scott and Deb Adkins

IND689-1

20161107-5047 FERD PDF (Thmofficial) 11/6/2016 10:33:48 AM

Scott and Dehb Adkins
1512 Eastern Rd
Rittman, Ohic 44270

November 16, 2016

Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC
P.0O. Bax 490
Sharon Center, Ohio 44274

1392 High Street
Lower Level Suite #001
Wadsworth, Ghio 44281

SUBIECT: NEXUS Gas Transmission Pipeline Project, {Docket No. CP16-22-000)

Dear Mr. Hays:

The route of the Nexus Pipeline crosses our property. The pipeline will be less than 100 feet from our
hame, We live in a wooded lot where we moved to over 20 years ago because it was a woaded lot. We
have future development plans for the exact site where the pipeline crosses aur property.

We formally request Nexus to move the pipeline and find an alternate route around our property. By
doing so, the pipeline will not be within 100 feet of our home. By daoing so, hundreds of trees on our
wooded lot will be saved. By doing so, our future plans for development of the property are still intact.
Included is a map with 2 suggestions for an alternate route. One route follows existing easements that
are already in place. The sacond route follows a more logical route avoiding our property.

We look forward to your comments.

Scott and Deb Adkins

IND689-1

See sections 3.4.21 and 3.4.22 for a discussion of the two alternatives

provided.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



clel-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND689 — Scott and Deb Adkins (cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



erel-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND690 — Gail Phillips

IND690-1

IND690-1

See section 4.13 for a discussion of safety and reliability issues and mitigation
measures associated with the Projects. Impacts to septic systems and other
residential structures are addressed in the Residential Construction Plans as
shown in appendix E-5 of the EIS. Revised plans that reflect the
recommended centerline adjustments and workspace modifications are
included appendix F-7.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



PIel-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND691 — Mary Biegel

IND691-1

IND691-1

Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses reliability and safety. Safety standards are
described in detail in section 4.13.1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



Srel-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND692 — Mike Biegel

IND692-1

IND692-1

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.
Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses reliability and safety. Safety standards are
described in detail in section 4.13.1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



91¢1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND693 — Deming

IND693-1

IND693-1

Comment noted. See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the
Chippewa Lake Route Variations.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



L1€1-Y

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND693 — Deming (cont’d)

IND693-1
(cont’d)

Individuals/Landowners Comments



81E1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND694 — Molly Biegel

IND694-1

IND694-1

Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses reliability and safety. Safety standards are
described in detail in section 4.13.1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



61¢1-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND695 — Sean & Christine McCann

IND695-1

IND695-1

Comment noted.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



0cer-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND696 — Michael R Biegel

IND696-1

IND696-1

Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses reliability and safety. Safety standards are
described in detail in section 4.13.1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



1zer-d

INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS
IND697 — Megan Biegel

IND697-1

IND697-1

Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses reliability and safety. Safety standards are
described in detail in section 4.13.1.

Individuals/Landowners Comments



ceel-d

FORM LETTERS

IND FORM 1
FERC received a total of 346 form letters from individuals sent in
by the Consumer Energy Alliance. IND Form 1, IND Form 2, and
IND Form 3 are representative samples of the comment variations
included in all 346 letters. FERC has provided responses below.
IND FORM 1-1  Comment noted. Section 4.10.9 addresses the economic impacts and tax
revenues associated with the proposed Projects.
IND FORM 1-2  Comment noted. Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and
need for the Projects.
IND FORM 1-3  Comment noted. Section 4.13.1 addresses safety standards applicable to
the proposed Projects.
IND
FORM 1-1
IND
FORM 1-2
IND
FORM 1-3

Form Letter Comments



el

FORM LETTERS
IND FORM 2

IND
FORM 2-1

IND
FORM 2-2

IND FORM 2-1
IND FORM 2-2

See response to IND FORM 1-3.
See response to IND FORM 1-1.

Form Letter Comments



yeel-d

FORM LETTERS
IND FORM 3

IND
FORM 3-1

IND
FORM 3-2

IND
FORM 3-3

IND FORM 3-1
IND FORM 3-2
IND FORM 3-3

See response to IND FORM 1-1.
See response to IND FORM 1-3.

See section 3.3.3 for a discussion of the City of Green Route Alternative.
Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did
not recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Form Letter Comments



geel-d

FORM LETTERS
IND FORM 4

IND |
FORM 4-1

IND |
FORM 4-2

FERC received a total of 1,582 form letters from individuals sent in
by Food and Water Watch. IND Form 4 is a representative sample
of the comments included in all 1,582 letters. FERC has provided
responses below.

IND FORM 4-1  Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed
projects. Sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 of the EIS discuss the potential
impacts of the proposed projects to water resources. Section 4.12.1
addresses air quality impacts associated with the proposed projects.

IND FORM 4-1  Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the
Projects.

Form Letter Comments



9cel-d

FORM LETTERS
IND FORM 5

IND
FORM 5-1

FERC received a total of 72 form letters from individuals sent in by
Laborers Local Unions. IND Form 5 and IND Form 6 are
representative samples of the comments included in all 72 letters.
FERC has provided responses below.

IND FORM 5-1  As discussed in section 4.10.3, Texas Eastern estimates that 40 to 60
percent of the construction workforce would be local hires (i.e., 128 to
282 local employees). Additionally, NEXUS estimates that over $449.6
million would be spent toward direct local construction labor income
with approximately $400.6 million in Ohio and approximately $49
million in Michigan.

NEXUS' and Texas Eastern's estimate of local hiring and payroll is just
an estimate. The source of final worker hires would depend on the
existing pool of available workers at the time of construction.

Form Letter Comments



LTel-d

FORM LETTERS
IND FORM 6

IND
FORM 6-1

IND FORM 6-1

See response to IND FORM 5-1.

Form Letter Comments



8cel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

20160726-5148 FERC PDF {(Unofficial} 7/26/2014 4:44:21 PM

Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Tuly 26, 2016
Page 2

NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC
DByv: Spectra Energy NEXUS Management, LLC

in ils capacity as operator

/87 Berk Donaldson
Berk Donaldson
General Manager. Rates and Certificates

Atlachments

Official Service List. Docket No. CP16-22
Joanne Wachholder (FERC)

©
e}

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



[eer-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



eeel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Al-1

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route
Variations.

Applicant Comments



veel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Al-1
(cont’d)

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Al-1
(cont’d)

Applicant Comments



9cel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Al-1
(cont’d)

Applicant Comments



LEET-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Al-1
(cont’d)

Applicant Comments



8cel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

See section 3.4.14 for an updated discussion of the Reserve Avenue Route
Variation. Based on the additional information provided during the draft EIS
comment period regarding existing pipelines in the vicinity we do not find the
Reserve Avenue Route Variation provides a significant environmental
advantage when compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed
route and do not recommend that this variation be incorporated as part of the
Projects.

Applicant Comments



6¢cel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



orer-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



erel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



Prel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



orel-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



LyET-d

APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments
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APPLICANT

A1l — Nexus Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments
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of time with the goal of little to na inconvenience to you and other landowners. The survey activities planned along
a portion of your property within the study area, and any minimal impacts that may result, are more fully described
in the enclosure entitled “Description of Survey Activities.” While NEXUS certainly does not anticipate any damages
to result from these surveys, please be assured that you will be compensated if any damages to your property or
crops occur as a direct result of these activities.

A survey permissian form is enclased far your consideration, along with a self-addrassed stamped envelope.
We ask that you sign this survey permit and return it to us in the enclosed envelope. Please note that granting us
authorization to access your property for the purpose of conducting these surveys does pot grant any other rights to
NEXUS. Your consent to survey and your cooperation with NEXUS's Project representatives would be sincerely
appreciated.

Upon receipt of FERC approval for the Project, NEXUS may need to acquire either permanent or temparary
easements {or both) over portions of certain properties for the construction of the pipelina facilities that are a part
of this Project. At this time, your property has been identified as abutting the permanent or temporary casements
required for the Praject but will not be directly affected by the Project woarkspace. However, you are receiving this
correspondence because you may have questions or concerns due to your close proximity to the proposed
construction for the Project.

Even though your property is not directly affected by the proposed Project, the Commission requires that
we provide affected property owners a brief description of the eminent domain process. Eminent domain is the
autherity granted to pipeline companies under the Federal Natural Gas Act to acquire necessary property interests
for projects authorized by the Commission. Please be assured that NEXUS does not use the threat of eminent
domain as a negotiating tool. We will only exercise that right as a means of last resort, and only if we are unable to
reach a mutually acceptable agreement after having negotiated in good faith. Additionally, eminent domain can
only be exsrcised after the Commission has completed its review process and issued a Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity.

In the unlikely event we are unable to mutually agree on a fair value for the necessary property interest
following good faith negotiations, NEXUS would initiate an eminent domain proceeding in the applicable federal or
state court. The landawner would be afforded the procedural rights of notice and the opportunity to infarm the
court as to what ha/fshe balieves the fair market value is for the property interest taken. In that event, the court
would ultimately determine the amount of just compensation,

Also included in this correspondence 15 a pamphlet from the Commission entitled, “An Intarstate Natural
Gas Pipeline on My Land? What Do | Need to Know?" that explains the Commission’s certificate process and
addrezses the basic concerns of landowners and the Commizsion’s information sheet on how to intervene in the
Commission proceedings, You, as an affected landowner, have rights under the Commission processes that are
putlined in this pamphlet and information sheet. You may also view the Commission application, including Resource
Reports, that have been delivered to the community municipal offices or libraries in your area as more particularly
listed in the attached documnent entitled “NEXUS Project Community Libraries”; or you may view this material on the
Commission’s website located at hittpy//www.ferc.gov. A map showing the location of the affected facilities has also
been enclesed far your reference,

FERC is currently seeking public comments on its DEIS, including the Route Alternatives, and this letter is
alsa to inform you of your oppaortunity to participate in FERC's formal review process. There are various methods by
which you may submit your comments to FERC which are detailed in the attached Notice of Availability. These
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A5-1
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AS5-1
(cont’d)

See section 1.1 for an updated discussion of the purpose and need of the

Project.

See section 1.1 for an updated discussion of the purpose and need of the

Project.
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A5-4

See section 1.1 for an updated discussion of the purpose and need of the
Project.
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See section 1.1 for an updated discussion of the purpose and need of the
Project.

Applicant Comments



L9ET-d

APPLICANT
AS — NEXUS Gas Transmission (cont’d)

A5-5
(cont’d)

A5-6
AS5-7

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



89¢1-d

APPLICANT
AS — NEXUS Gas Transmission (cont’d)

A5-8

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



69¢1-d

APPLICANT
AS — NEXUS Gas Transmission (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



0LET-d

APPLICANT
AS — NEXUS Gas Transmission (cont’d)

Certificate of Service

Tn accordance with the requirements ol Section 385.2010 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedures, T hereby certify thal T have this day caused a copy of the loregoing
document to be served upon sach person designated on the official service list compiled bv the

Commission’s Sceretary in this proceeding.

/v Leanne Sidorkewics
Leaine Sidorkewicz
Project Director, Rates and Certilicates
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See section 3.3.3 for a discussion of the compressor station site on the City of
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See section 3.4.11 for a discussion of NEXUS' proposed revisions to the

Chippewa Lake C Route Variation.

See section 3.4.14 for an updated discussion of the Reserve Avenue Route

Variation.

See section 3.5.1.1 for an updated discussion of the Hanoverton Compressor

Station.
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See section 3.5.1.1 for an updated discussion of Alternative Site A for the

Hanoverton Compressor Station.
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The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.3.1.2 of
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The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 3.4.20 of
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The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.9.5.1
of the EIS.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues
unique to Ohio and Michigan.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.9.5.3
of the EIS.
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The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.9.5.3 of
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The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.9.7.3 of

the EIS.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.9.7.3 of

the EIS.
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The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.9.8 of

the EIS.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.9.9 of

the EIS.
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The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.9.10.2

of the EIS.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the applicable

sections of the EIS.
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Base Data

location

2003

General Site Description

Geotechnical Feasibility Study
West Branch Black River HDD

In pertorming the geotechnical feasibility study. we have relied upon the following information:

* A combination of LiDAR and traditional survey data covering the proposed crossing

* Surticial geologic mapping of the Lorain and Put-In-Bay 30x60 Minute Quadrangles,
Ohio Department of Natural Reseurces, Division of Geological Survey, Drall 6, Tune 14,

* Geotechnical data gathered by Fugro Consultants, Inc. between April 8 2015 and August
11,2015 at the sife of the proposed East Branch Black River

s A reconnaissance of the proposed crossing location conducted in July of 2015 by a
representative of JDH&A

The 36-inch West Branch Black River Crossing is located approximately 2.5 miles southeast of’
Oberlin, Ohio near the intersection of West Road and Kipton Nickle Plate Road. The crossing
involves passing beneath the meandering channel of the West Branch Black River, as well as
West Road. The topography in the vicinity of the crossing is essentially flat, but with a
topographic rise of approximately 20 feet conforming to the east bank of the river. Both sides of
the river are mixtures of wooded vatches and oven farmland.
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NEXUS Gas Transmission, 1L1.C
By: Spectra Energy NEXUS Management, LLC
il capacily as operator

S Steven . Hellman
Sieven E. Hellman
Associate General Counsel
5400 Westheimer Court
Houston, Texas 77056
713-627-5215

ce: Ollicial Service List, Docket No. CP16-22
Joanme Wachholder (FERCY)
Paul Wohlfarth
T2.8. Department of Tnergy, OlTice ol Tnspector Gieneral
EPA Inspoctor General Hotline
Division of Investigations, Tederal Energy Regulatory Commission
T2.8. Postal Tnspoction Scrvice, Criminal Investigations Servies Center

Applicant Comments



€es1-d

APPLICANT
A6 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Certificate of Service

Practice and Procedurcs, 1 hereby certify that 1 have this day caused a copy of the foregoing
document to be served upon cach person designated on the official service list compiled by the
Commission’s Scerctary in this proceeding.

/87 Caitlin £, Tweed

Caitlin . Tweed

Bracewell 1P
Coumnsel to NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC

In accordance with the requiremeants of Section 3852010 of the Commission’s Rules of

Applicant Comments



yesi-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C

A7-1

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



ges1-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

AT7-1
(cont’d)

A7-2

A7-3

A7-2
A7-3

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



9¢sI-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A7-3
(cont’d)

A7-4

A7-4
A7-5

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



LTS1-Y

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A7-5
(cont’d)

IA7-6

AT-7

Comment noted. A discussion of the City of Green Route Alternative,

including revisions suggested by NEXUS for optimizing the route, are
discussed in section 3.3.3.

Comment noted. A discussion of the City of Green Route Alternative,

including revisions suggested by city officials for optimizing the route, are
discussed in section 3.3.3.

Applicant Comments



8¢S1-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A7-7
(cont’d)

A7-8

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



6CS1-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A7-10

A7-9
A7-10

Comment noted.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as

appropriate.

Applicant Comments



0€sI-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A7-10
(cont’d)

A7-11

AT7-12

A7-11
A7-12

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



1es1i-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A7-12
(cont’d)

A7-13

A7-14

A7-13
A7-14

Comment noted.

See section 4.12.1 for an updated discussion of air quality.

Applicant Comments



cesi-d

APPLICANT

A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
September 13, 2016
Page 9

Attachments

o Official Service List, Docket No. CP16-22
Joanne Wachholder (FERC)

John Muehlhausen (Megent)

Respectfully submitted.

NEXTUS Gas Transmission, [.1.C

By: 8pectra Energy NEXUS Management,

LI.C in its capacily as operalor

/8¢ Teanne Sidorkewicr,
Leanne Sidorkewicz
Project Director, Rates and Certificates

Applicant Comments



eesI-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



yesI-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



GesI-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



9¢S1-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



LEST-Y

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



8¢S

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



6€S1-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



0rs1-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



I7S1-d

APPLICANT
A7 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



wsi-d

APPLICANT
A8 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C

A8-1

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



ersI-d

APPLICANT
A8 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A8-1
(cont’d)

A8-2

A8-2
A8-3

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



PrSi-d

APPLICANT
A8 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



SrS1-d

APPLICANT
A8 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

20160914 -5075 FERC PDF {(Unofficial} 9/14/2016 12:13:03 PM

Certificate of Service

In accordance with the requirements of Section 383.2010 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedures, T hereby certilfy that T have this day caused a copy of the loregoing
document o be served upon each person designated on the oflicial service list compiled by the
Commission’s Secretary in this proceeding.

/5! Caitlin £, Tweed

Dracewell LLP
Counsel to NEXUS Gas Transmission. I.[.C

Applicant Comments



orS1-d

APPLICANT
A8 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



LYS1-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C

Applicant Comments



8vSI-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



6vS1-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

20160923 -5250 FERC PDF {(Unofficial} 9/23/2014 2:40:45 PM

Certificate of Service

Tn accordance with the requirements ol Section 385.2010 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedures, T hereby certily thal T have this day caused a copy ol the loregoing
document to be served upon each person designated on the official service list compiled bv the

Commission’s Sceretary in this proceeding.

/3¢ Leanne Sidorkewicz
Leaine Sidorkewicz
Project Director, Rales and Certificates

Applicant Comments



0SSI1-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



[SS1-Y

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A9-1

A9-2

A9-3

A9-1

A9-2

A9-3

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as
appropriate.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.11 of
the EIS as appropriate.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.11 of
the EIS as appropriate.

Applicant Comments



¢SS1-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A9-4

A9-4

We are recommending in section 4.9.9 of the final EIS that, prior to
construction, NEXUS should coordinate with the landowner(s) near MP 51.2,
where the dumping of unknown contaminants occurred, and file with the
Secretary a site-specific plan to properly manage any contaminated soil or
groundwater in compliance with applicable regulations or demonstrate that a
site-specific plan is not needed.

Applicant Comments



€scI-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

A9-5

A9-6

A9-5

A9-6

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as

appropriate.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.11 of

the EIS as appropriate.

Applicant Comments



PSS1-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



Gee1I-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



9¢S1-d

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



LSST-Y

APPLICANT
A9 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



86S1-0

APPLICANT
A10 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC

A10-1

A10-1

The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.11 of

the EIS as appropriate.

Applicant Comments



6S5S1-0

APPLICANT
A10 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

20160926-5237 FERC PDF {(Unofficial} 9/2£/2014 4:28:31 PM

Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
September 26, 2016
Page 2

Should vou have anv questions concerning this request, please contact me at (713) 627-
45158,

NEXUS Gas Transmission, LI.C
By: Spectra Energy NEXUS Management, 1.1.C
in its capacity as operator

8 Leanne Sidorkewics
Leanne Sidorkewicz
Project Director, Rates and Cortifieates

Attachments

ce: Ollicial Service Tast, Docket No. CP16-22
J. Wachholder (FERC)
J. Muehlhausen (Merjent)

Applicant Comments



09¢1-0

APPLICANT
A10 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



1961-0

APPLICANT
A10 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



2961-0

APPLICANT
A11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC

Applicant Comments



€9¢1-0

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

20160930-5340 FERC PDF {(Unofficial} 9/30/201% 4:5Z:43 PM

Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
September 30, 2016
Page 2

Should vou have any questions concerning this request, please contact me at (713) 627-
4515
NEXUS Gas Transmission, 1L1.C
By: Spectra Energy NEXUS Management, LLC
il capacily as operator

S5 Leanne Sidorkewics
T.eanne Sidorkewicz
Project Dircctor, Rates and Certificates

Attachments

o Official Service List, Docket No. CP16-22
Stefanic R. Schumacher (FERC)
Joame Wachholder (FT.RC)

Applicant Comments



¥9¢1-0

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

20160930-5340 FERC PDF (Unofficial} 9/30/2016 4:52:43 PM

VERIFICATION
THE STATE OF TEXAS )
)
COUNTY OF HARRIS )

In accordance with the requirements of Section 385.2005 of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, Leanne
Sidorkewicz, being first duly sworn, states that she is the Project Director, Rates and
Certificates, for NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC; that she is authorized to execute
this Verification; that she has reviewed the responses to the FERC Information
Request issued September 21, 2016 in Docket No. CP16-22; and that after reasonable
diligence and review, the information provided in such responses constitutes a

completed and accurate response to the best of her knowledge, information and belief.

Applicant Comments



§9¢1-0

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



99¢1-0

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



L9ST-O

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



8961-0

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

All-1

All-1

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



6951-0

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

All-2

All-2

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



0LST-O

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

All-3

All-4

All-3

All-4

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as
appropriate.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as
appropriate.

Applicant Comments



[LST-O

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

All-4
(cont’d)

All-5

All-6

All-5

All-6

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as

appropriate.

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as

appropriate.

Applicant Comments



C¢LST-O

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Al1-6
(cont’d)

All1-7

All1-7

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as

appropriate.

Applicant Comments



€LST-O

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Al1-8

All1-8

As discussed in section 4.9.9 of the final EIS, further information regarding
the extent of contamination at the Ford Motor Company — Rawson Plant may
be forthcoming from MDEQ, and NEXUS continues to develop contaminated
media management plans to ensure compliance with applicable
regulations. Therefore, we are recommending in the final EIS that, prior to
construction, NEXUS should file with the Secretary for review and approval
of the Director of OEP an updated SPCC Plan and E&SCP that acknowledge
the potential to encounter pre-existing contamination during construction,
specifically at the Ford Motor Company — Rawson Plant as well as other
locations. We also are recommending that the updated SPCC Plan and
E&SCP should detail site-specific measures NEXUS would implement to
avoid exacerbating existing contamination, if encountered.

Applicant Comments



YLST-O

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



SLST-O

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



9LS1-O

APPLICANT
Al11 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



LLST-O

APPLICANT
A13 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C

Al13-1

Al13-1

The updated information provided will be incorporated into section 4.11 of
the EIS as appropriate.

Applicant Comments



8LS1-O

APPLICANT
A13 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

20161013-5122 FERC PDF {(Unofficial} 10/13/201% 2:03:3% PM

Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
October 13, 2016
Page 2

If vou have anv questions regarding this filing, please contact me at (713) 627-4313.

NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC
By: Spectra Energy NEXUS Management, 1.1.C
in its capacity as operator

S8 Leanne Sidorkewics
Leanne Sidorkewicz
Project Director, Rates and Certificates

Attachments

cc: J. Wachholder (FERC)
I Muehlhausen (Merjenl)

Applicant Comments



6LS1-O

APPLICANT
A13 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



08S1-O

APPLICANT
A14 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC

Al4-1

Al4-1

The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as

appropriate.

Applicant Comments



I8S1-O

APPLICANT

A14 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
October 17, 2016
Page 2

Attachments

o J. Wachholder (FERC)
J. Muehlhausen (Merjent)

20161017-5142 FERC PDF {(Unofficial} 10/17/201% 4:08:41 PM

If you have any questions regarding this filing, please contact me at (713) 627-4313.

NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC
Ry: Spectra Fnergy NEXUS Management, I.I.C
in its capacity as operator

‘s Leanne Sidorkewics
Leaimne Sidorkewicz
Project Director, Rates and Certificates

Applicant Comments



8S1-0

APPLICANT
A14 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



€8S1-0

APPLICANT
A14 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



¥8S1-0O

APPLICANT
A14 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



G861-0

APPLICANT
A14 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



98S1-0

APPLICANT
A15 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LLC

Applicant Comments



L8ST-O

APPLICANT
A15 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Al5-1

Al5-1

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



88S1-0

APPLICANT
A15 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Al5-2

Al5-2

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



68S51-O

APPLICANT
A15 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Al5-3

Al5-3

Comment noted.

Applicant Comments



06S1-0O

APPLICANT
A15 — NEXUS Gas Transmission, LL.C (cont’d)

Applicant Comments



1651-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio

Public Meetings Comments



651-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-1

PM1-1

Section 4.13.2 describes methods to protect the pipeline against corrosion,
including protective coatings and cathodic protection. Section 4.13.2 also
states that the NGT and TEAL Projects would use protective coatings that can
withstand water, oxygen, and other chemicals.

Public Meetings Comments



€6S1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-2

PM1-3

PM1-2

PM1-3

Section 4.13.1 addresses safety standards. Revisions to PHMSA's safety
regulations should be provided to PHMSA for consideration and is beyond
the scope of this document.

See section 1.1 for a discussion on the purpose and need of the Project.
Section 3.1 discusses alternative energy sources.

Public Meetings Comments



6S1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-4

PM1-4

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Public Meetings Comments



S6S1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-5

PM1-5

Based on our review in section 3.3.12, we did not find the CORN Western
Route Alternative, developed with input from Fulton County, provides a
substantial environmental advantage (including proximity to residences)
when compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did
not recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



9651-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-6

PM1-7

PM1-6
PM1-7

Comment noted.

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings

Region.

Public Meetings Comments



L6ST-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-8

PMI1-9

PM1-8

PM1-9

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings
Region.

Conservative AERSCREEN modeling presented in section 4.12.1.3
demonstrates that all compressor stations associated with the proposed
projects would comply with the NAAQS, which were established to protect
human health, including sensitive populations such as children, the elderly,
and those with chronic respiratory problems. This modeling includes site-
specific meteorology.

Public Meetings Comments



86S51-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-10

PM1-10

Operating emissions for the NGT Compressor Stations used standard industry
practices to determine air quality emissions. NEXUS took into account
various conditions, such as average ambient temperature and percent load,
and used EPA-approved emissions factors (AP-42) as well as vendor data to
determine operational emissions.

Public Meetings Comments



6651-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-10
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PMI1-11

PMI1-12

PMI1-11

PM1-12

Cumulative impacts of FERC Jurisdictional Pipeline Projects are discussed in
section 4.14.4.

See section 4.3.1.2 for discussion on mitigation procedures during
construction to minimize impacts to water wells. See discussion in section
4.3.1.2 regarding impacts of leaks from a natural gas pipeline.

Public Meetings Comments



1091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-13

PM1-13

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to

groundwater resources.

Public Meetings Comments



2091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PMI1-14

PM1-14

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-15

PM1-15

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



S091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PMI1-16

PM1-16

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



9091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-17

PM1-18

PM1-17

PM1-18

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to
groundwater resources.

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing
factor.

Public Meetings Comments



L091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-18
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-19

PM1-19

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



6091-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-20

PM1-20

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



0191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-20
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



1191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-21

PM1-22

PM1-21
PM1-22

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Section 4.13.1 addresses safety risks associated with the proposed project.
Section 4.12.1 addresses air quality impacts and demonstrates that the
Waterville Compressor Station would comply with the NAAQS, which were
established to protect human health and welfare.

Public Meetings Comments



c191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€I91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-23

PM1-24

PM1-23

PM1-24

Section 4.1.3.1 describes the potential earthquake activity near the NGT
Project area, including the Bowling Green fault, which is not currently active.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



y191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



SI91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

2!

Public Meetings Comments



9191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-25

PM1-25

As demonstrated in section 4.12.1.3, all air emissions sources associated with
the Projects would comply with the NAAQS.

Public Meetings Comments



L191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-26

PM1-26

The Oak Openings Route Alternative is discussed in section 3.3.10.

Public Meetings Comments



6191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-27

PM1-27

This property was surveyed by NEXUS and results of the survey were
reported in November 2015 and is addressed in section 4.11.1.1. No
archaeological or burial sites were identified within NEXUS' environmental

survey corridor.

Public Meetings Comments



0291-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



1291-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



c91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-28

PM1-28

See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that
will be used to protect groundwater and surface water resources, respectively.

Public Meetings Comments



€091

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



¥291-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-29

PM1-29

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in Section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops. Section 4.9.2 states that permanent fences and
structures would not be permitted above the pipeline.

Public Meetings Comments



§e91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



9291-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LT91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8C91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6291-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0€91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-30

PM1-30

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



1€91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



ce91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-31

PM1-31

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to
groundwater resources. Note that trench breakers would be installed where
necessary to preferred flow paths through the trench.

Public Meetings Comments



€e91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-32

PM1-32

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing

factor.

Public Meetings Comments



ye91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Ge91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-33

PM1-33

Section 3.0 discusses Project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing

factor.

Public Meetings Comments



9¢91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-34

PM1-34

Use of electric motor-driven compressors is discussed in section 3.5.3.

Public Meetings Comments



LE9T-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8¢€91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-35

PM1-35

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Public Meetings Comments



6€91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-36

PM1-37

PM1-36

PM1-37

Potential affects in the vicinity of Missionary Island are addressed in section
4.11.1.1. No ground disturbance is planned on the island, as it will be avoided
by an HDD. No historic properties identified within NEXUS' construction
workspace on either side of Maumee River.

As demonstrated in section 4.12.1.3, all air emissions sources associated with
the Projects would comply with the NAAQS.

Public Meetings Comments



0¥91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



791-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-38

PM1-38

See section 4.8.1.1 for a discussion of the potential impacts to the Indiana bat

and northern long-eared bat.

Public Meetings Comments



w91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



ero1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-39

PM1-39

Compressor station alternatives, including alternative site selection criteria,

are discussed in section 3.5.

Public Meetings Comments



Pr91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



SPo1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-40

PM1-41

PM1-40
PM1-41

Comment noted.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



9191-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-42

PM1-43

PM1-42

PM1-43

Section 4.13.2 describes corrosion-related incidents and methods to protect
the pipeline against corrosion, including protective coatings and cathodic
protection. Section 4.13.2 also states that the NGT and TEAL Projects would
use protective coatings that can withstand water, oxygen, and other chemicals.

Mitigation measures for impacts to soils are discussed in section 4.2.2.

Public Meetings Comments



L¥91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-44

PM1-44

The Oak Openings Route Alternative is discussed in section 3.3.10.

Public Meetings Comments



8V91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-45

PM1-45

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values and
section 4.10.3 discusses estimates for potential local hiring as well as direct,
indirect, and induced economic impacts of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



6¥91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-46

PM1-46

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings

Region.

Public Meetings Comments



0591-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-47

PM1-48

PM1-47

PM1-48

Sections 4.12.1 states that the projects would comply with the NAAQS, which
protect human health and welfare and describes the low potential for
radioactive gas (radon) exposure. Section 4.12.2 discusses noise impacts
from construction and operation, which would meet FERC standards, and
section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the NGT and TEAL
Projects.

See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that
will be used to protect groundwater and surface water resources, respectively.

Public Meetings Comments



1691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-49

PM1-50

PM1-49

PM1-50

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the
DRAFT EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Public Meetings Comments



cs91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-51

PM1-51

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings

Region.

Public Meetings Comments



€S91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-52

PM1-53

PM1-52

PM1-53

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Section 4.13 addresses pipeline and compressor station safety, including more
stringent design and operating measures for facilities located in increasingly
populated areas, incident statistics, the low likelihood of an incident, and the
impact of an incident.

Public Meetings Comments



ySo1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Geo1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-54

PM1-54

Section 4.12 addresses air quality impacts from operation of the compressor
station, including impacts from blowdowns. Based on our experience and
information provided by NEXUS, blowdowns would occur infrequently.

Public Meetings Comments



9691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-55

PM1-55

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings

Region.

Public Meetings Comments



LS91-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-56

PM1-57

PM1-56

PM1-57

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to
groundwater resources.

Section 4.14.3.1 discusses shale formation Natural Gas Production.

Public Meetings Comments



8S91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-58

PM1-58

Section 1.1 addresses the Purpose and Need of the Project.

Public Meetings Comments



6591-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-59

PM1-59

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



0991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-60

PM1-60

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



1991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-61

PM1-62

PM1-61
PM1-62

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Section 4.10.5 addresses public services and emergency response planning.

Public Meetings Comments



7991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-63

PM1-63

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



§991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-64
(cont’d)

PM1-64

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



9991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-65

PM1-65

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



L991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-66

PM1-66

Section 4.1.3.4 addresses concerns regarding karst geology. NEXUS is
conducting similar geophysical studies to detect hidden karst features.

Public Meetings Comments



6991-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-67

PM1-67

Cumulative impacts of FERC Jurisdictional Pipeline Projects are discussed in

section 4.14.4.

Public Meetings Comments



0L91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-68

PM1-68

Section 4.9.5 addresses impacts on agricultural areas. Section 4.9.7 addresses
impacts on recreation and special interest areas, including conversion of land
use types. Land uses in most locations would be allowed to revert to previous
use.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues
unique to Ohio and Michigan.

Public Meetings Comments



1L91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-69

PM1-69

Section 4.14.3.1 discusses shale formation Natural Gas Production.

Public Meetings Comments



¢L91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€L91-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-70

PM1-71

PM1-70

PM1-71

See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that
will be used to protect groundwater and surface water resources, respectively.

Pipeline companies are required to submit a separate application and
environmental review for the decommissioning of a project. Environmental
impacts will be evaluated at that time.

Public Meetings Comments



vL91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-72

PM1-73

PM1-72

PM1-73

Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with
compressor stations would not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the
NAAQS. NEXUS would comply with all monitoring and reporting
requirements required by state and federal permits, and permitting agencies
may conduct periodic inspections.

Potential affects in the vicinity of Missionary Island and Fallen Timbers
Battlefield are addressed in section 4.11.1.1. No historic archaeological sites
identified related to military battles have been identified within NEXUS'
environmental survey corridor.

Public Meetings Comments



GLIT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-74

PM1-74

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



9L91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LL91-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-75

PM1-75

Compressor stations are routinely operated remotely. NEXUS employees
would live and work along the pipeline route and would be available to

respond to pipeline emergencies.

Public Meetings Comments



8L91-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-76

PM1-76

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing

factor.

Public Meetings Comments



6L91-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-77

PM1-77

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to

groundwater resources.

Public Meetings Comments



1891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-78

PM1-78

The role of the EPA is described in section 1.2.2.

Public Meetings Comments



€891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-79

PM1-80

PM1-79

PM1-80

Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
Waterville Compressor Station would not cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the NAAQS. NEXUS would comply with all monitoring and
reporting requirements required by state and federal permits, and permitting
agencies may conduct periodic inspections.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location
requirements.

Public Meetings Comments



¥891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



G891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-81

PM1-81

The proposed pipeline would be buried at least 3 feet below the ground. The
depth of cover may vary depending on site-specific conditions.

Public Meetings Comments



9891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-81
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



L891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-81
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-81
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6891-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-82

PM1-82

Compressor station alternatives, including alternative site selection criteria,

are discussed in section 3.5.

Public Meetings Comments



0691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



1691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-83

PM1-83

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to

groundwater resources.

Public Meetings Comments



€691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



7691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-84

PM1-84

See the following sections of the EIS for a comprehensive list of wetlands that
occur within to the proposed corridor, and were recently delineated:

- section 4.4.2.2
- section 4.4.3.1
- table 4.4.3-1
- table 4.4.3-2
- table 4.4.3-3

Note that approved wetland delineation data that is over 5 years old is
considered out-of-date and inaccurate by regulatory agencies such as the
USACE (Regulatory Guidance Letter 90-06), therefore a citation for the
referenced 1981 document is not required.

Public Meetings Comments



S691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-85

PM1-85

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings

Region.

Public Meetings Comments



9691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-86

PM1-86

Noise and vibration impacts during operation of compressor stations is

addressed in section 4.12.2.2.

Public Meetings Comments



L691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6691-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-87

PM1-87

Section 4.10.9 addresses estimated tax revenue from property taxes paid by

NEXUS and Texas Eastern.

Public Meetings Comments



00L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



10L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-88

PM1-88

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Public Meetings Comments



c0LT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-88
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€0LT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-89

PM1-90

PM1-89

PM1-90

Noise and vibration impacts during operation of compressor stations is
addressed in section 4.12.2.2. The noise impacts from operating the
compressor stations would be well below the levels established by EPA as
resulting in hearing loss or damage.

Sections 4.12.1.2 and 4.12.1.3 address state and federal permit requirements,
which include monitoring and testing provisions. NEXUS would comply
with all monitoring and testing requirements required by state and federal
permit programs. State agencies may conduct periodic inspections and
reviews.

Public Meetings Comments



YOLT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



SOLT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-91

PM1-91

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

Public Meetings Comments



90L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LOLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-92

PM1-92

Section 1.1 addresses the Purpose and Need of the Project. The Existing
Pipeline Systems discussion in section 3.2.1 details the rationale for
eliminating existing pipeline systems as an alternative for consideration.

Public Meetings Comments



80L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-93

PM1-93

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of mitigation procedures for groundwater
resources including water supply wells.

Public Meetings Comments



60L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



01L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



T1L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-94

PM1-94

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing

factor.

Public Meetings Comments



CILT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-94
(cont’d)

PM1-95

PM1-96

PM1-95

PM1-96

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to
groundwater resources.

Section 4.12.1 addresses compressor station blowdowns. Methane is the
primary pollutant emitted during blowdowns, with minor levels of volatile
organic compounds. As demonstrated in section 4.12.1.3, compressor
stations associated with the proposed projects would not exceed the NAAQS.

Public Meetings Comments



EILT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



PILT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



SILT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-97

PM1-97

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



91LT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-98

PM1-98

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing

factor.

Public Meetings Comments



LILT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-99

PM1-99

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



8ILI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-100

PM1-101

PM1-100

PM1-101

The commenter does not provide the basis for concluding that the Project will
increase air pollutants within a 30-mile radius. However, section 4.12.1.3
address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN modeling results
demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the proposed compressors
stations would not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the NAAQS.

Section 4.13.4 addresses concerns regarding terrorism.

Public Meetings Comments



61L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-102

PM1-103

PM1-102

PM1-103

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings
Region.

Section 1.1 addresses the Purpose and Need of the Project. The Existing
Pipeline Systems discussion in section 3.2.1 details the rationale for
eliminating existing pipeline systems as an alternative for consideration.

Public Meetings Comments



0cL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-104

PM1-104

Section 1.1 discusses the Project purpose and need, which is to transport gas
to markets in northern Ohio, southeastern Michigan, and Dawn, Ontario.
Alternative routes are discussed in section 3.

Public Meetings Comments



IcL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Lo

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-105

PM1-105

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



€CLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



yeL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



GCLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-106

PM1-106

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



9¢LI-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-107

PM1-107

Compressor station alternatives, including alternative site selection criteria,

are discussed in section 3.5.

Public Meetings Comments



LTLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-108

PM1-108

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



8CLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-109

PM1-109

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Public Meetings Comments



6CLI-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-110

PM1-111

PM1-110

PMI1-111

Section 4.12.1.3 includes conservative AERSCREEN modeling results for
short-term and long-term exposures, demonstrating that all compressor
stations associated with the proposed projects would comply with the
NAAQS, which were established to protect human health, including sensitive
populations such as children, the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory
problems.

Section 4.9.7 addresses impacts on recreation and special interest areas.

Public Meetings Comments



0€LT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-112

PM1-112

Section 4.12.1.3 demonstrate that all compressor stations associated with the
proposed projects would comply with the NAAQS, which were established to
protect human health, including sensitive populations such as children, the
elderly, and those with chronic respiratory problems. AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
proposed compressor stations would not cause or contribute to an exceedance
of the NAAQS. Noise impacts are addressed in section 4.12.2.2.

Public Meetings Comments



[€L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PMI1-112
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



ceLT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-113

PM1-113

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



€ELT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



veLT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PMI1-114

PMI1-114

Section 4.12.1.3 demonstrate that all compressor stations associated with the
proposed projects would comply with the NAAQS, which were established to
protect human health, including sensitive populations such as children, the
elderly, and those with chronic respiratory problems. AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
proposed compressor stations would not cause or contribute to an exceedance
of the NAAQS. Noise impacts are addressed in section 4.12.2.2.

Public Meetings Comments



GELT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-115

PM1-116

PM1-117

PMI1-115

PM1-116

PM1-117

Section 2.4 addresses construction schedule and duration. Construction in
any single area would be expected to last between 8 to 16 weeks.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values and
Section 4.10.5 for emergency services.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



9¢LT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-118

PM1-118

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



LELT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8¢LT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-119

PM1-119

See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings

Region.

Public Meetings Comments



6¢€L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0rL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



IvL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



rL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

PM1-120

PM1-120

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing
factor. The Oak Openings Route Alternative is discussed in section 3.3.10.

Public Meetings Comments



evLI-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM1 — Public Meeting in Swanton, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



PrL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio

PM2-1

PM2-1

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



SYLI-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-2

PM2-2

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



orL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-3

PM2-4

PM2-3

PM2-4

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

NEXUS would need to make any such request with PHMSA and PHMSA
would be responsible for authorizing any such waivers.

Public Meetings Comments



LyL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-4
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



VLI

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-5

PM2-5

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



6vL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-6

PM2-7

PM2-6
PM2-7

Comment noted.

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to
groundwater resources. See discussion in section 4.3.1.2 regarding impacts

of leaks from a natural gas pipeline.

Public Meetings Comments



0SLI-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-8

PM2-8

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



ISLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-9

PM2-9

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.
Section 3.2 addresses existing pipeline systems and modification, which could
be potential alternatives to the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



CSLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-10

PM2-10

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€SLT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-11

PM2-11

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



PSLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-12

PM2-12

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



GSLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-13

PM2-13

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



9CL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-14

PM2-15

PM2-14
PM2-15

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



LSLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-16

PM2-17

PM2-16

PM2-17

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location
requirements.

As discussed in section 4.10.3, Texas Eastern estimates that 40 to 60 percent
of the construction workforce would be local hires (i.e., 128 to 282 local
employees). Additionally, NEXUS estimates that over $449.6 million would
be spent toward direct local construction labor income with approximately
$400.6 million in Ohio and approximately $49 million in Michigan.

NEXUS' and Texas Eastern's estimate of local hiring and payroll is just an
estimate. The source of final worker hires would depend on the existing pool
of available workers at the time of construction. This will include local labor
and trade expertise, including agricultural inspectors and train tile repair
professionals to the extent practicable.

Public Meetings Comments



8SL1-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6SL1-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-18

PM2-19

PM2-18

PM2-19

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the
proposed project and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures
NEXUS would implement along the pipeline route, including compliance
with Class location requirements.

As discussed in section 4.9.3, if an easement cannot be negotiated with a
landowner and the Projects have been certificated by FERC, then NEXUS and
Texas Eastern may use the right of eminent domain granted to it under Section
7(h) of the NGA and the procedure set forth under the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure (Rule 71A) to obtain the areas needed for construction and
operation. Eminent domain would not apply to lands under federal ownership
but would apply to lands owned by Ypsilanti Township.

Public Meetings Comments



09L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-19
(cont’d)

PM2-20

PM2-20

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.
The purpose of the NGT Project would be to transport 1.5 Dth/d of
Appalachian Basin shale gas, including Utica and Marcellus shale gas to
markets in northern Ohio, southeastern Michigan, and Dawn, Ontario.

Public Meetings Comments



19L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-21

PM2-21

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



9L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-22

PM2-22

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€9L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-22
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



POLT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-23

PM2-24

PM2-23

PM2-23
PM2-24

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



S9LT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-23
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



99L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-25

PM2-26

PM2-25

PM2-26

Section 2.5.5 of the EIS describes the post-construction monitoring required
for the Project. Section 2.6 of the EIS provides a discussion operations and
maintenance procedures for the Projects including required pipeline survey
and inspections along with right-of-way maintenance. Section 4.13 explains
the PHMSA inspects natural gas transmission facilities during operation for
compliance with its pipeline safety regulations.

Section 4.3.1 provides a discussion of wellhead protection areas along the
Project route along with any associated impacts and mitigation.

Public Meetings Comments



L9L1-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-27

PM2-27

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



89L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

2

PM2-28

PM2-28

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



69L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-29

PM2-29

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the
proposed project and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures
NEXUS would implement along the pipeline route, including compliance

with Class location requirements.

Public Meetings Comments



0LLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-30

PM2-31

PM2-30

PM2-31

Section 2.3.1.1 provides a discussion of survey and staking that will be
required prior to construction. NEXUS and Texas Eastern would contact the
One Call system for each state to locate, identify, and flag existing
underground utilities to prevent accidental damage during pipeline
construction.

See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water
supply wells, springs, and wellhead protection areas.

Public Meetings Comments



[LLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-32

PM2-32

Section 2.3.1.3 of the EIS discusses trenching and bury depth. The trench
would be excavated to a depth that would provide sufficient cover over the
pipeline in accordance with DOT standards in 49 CFR 192.237.

Public Meetings Comments



CLLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-33

PM2-33

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops. Construction and operation of the pipeline are
not expected to impact septic systems that are not within the construction
zone.

Public Meetings Comments



€LLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



VLLI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



GLLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



9LLTI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-34

PM2-34

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops.

Public Meetings Comments



LLLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-35

PM2-35

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops.

Public Meetings Comments



8LLT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-36

PM2-37

PM2-38

PM2-36

PM2-37

PM2-38

See section 4.10.9 for a discussion of economic and tax revenues associated
with the Project. This section also discloses the number jobs and total
economic impacts of the Project long-term during operations.

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of mitigation procedures for groundwater
resources including water supply wells.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



6LL1-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-38
(cont’d)

PM2-39

PM2-39

See section 4.10.9 for a discussion of economic and tax revenues associated
with the Project. This section also discloses the number jobs and total
economic impacts of the Project long-term during operations.

Public Meetings Comments



08L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-40

PM2-41

PM2-40

PM2-41

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

See section 4.1.3 for a discussion of the potential impacts associated with
geologic hazards, including earthquakes. Section 4.12.1.3 provides methane
emissions for all Project facilities.

Public Meetings Comments



I8L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8LI-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-42

PM2-42

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€8L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



P8LI-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-43

PM2-44

PM2-43
PM2-44

The Projects are not proposing to drill wells or perform fracking.

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



G8LI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-45

PM2-45

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location

requirements.

Public Meetings Comments



98L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-46

PM2-46

Section 4.9.7.4 of the EIS discusses impacts to recreational and special
interest lands, specifically the Ponds at Lakeshore Disc Golf Course.
Following construction, these areas would be restored, and areas outside of
the permanent right-of-way would be returned to pre-construction conditions
in accordance with NEXUS’ E&SCP. The ATWS associated with the
crossing appears to avoid tree clearing within the forest/woodland.
Recreational uses of the facility would be allowed to continue; however, long-
term impacts associated with tree removal would be visible.

Public Meetings Comments



L8LI-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-47

PM2-47

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of mitigation procedures for groundwater
resources including water supply wells.

Public Meetings Comments



88L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-48

PM2-48

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



68L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



06L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



I6L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



c6L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€oL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



voL1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



S6L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



96L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-49

PM2-49

See section 4.2.1.2 for a discussion of impacts associated with Prime

Farmland.

Public Meetings Comments



L6L1-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-49
(cont’d)

PM2-50

PM2-50

Compliance with the Michigan Wetlands Protection Act, administered by
MDEQ, is covered under the USACE/MDEQ Section 404 Joint Permitting
Process. See sections 4.3 and 4.4 for further discussion.

Public Meetings Comments



86L1-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-50
(cont’d)

PM2-51

PM2-51

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

Public Meetings Comments



66L1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-51
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-52

PM2-53

PM2-52

PM2-53

See section 1.5 for a discussion of local zoning. FERC encourages
cooperation between NEXUS and Texas Eastern and state and local
authorities; however, state and local agencies, through the application of state
and local laws, may not prohibit or unreasonably delay the construction or
operation of facilities approved by FERC.

See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 regarding mitigation procedures for
construction near waterbodies as well as waterbody construction to minimize
or avoid impacts to surface waters.

Public Meetings Comments



1081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-54

PM2-54

See section 4.3.2 for a discussion of impacts to all surface waters, including
Paint Creek, Stoney River, and Huron River.

Public Meetings Comments



c081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-54
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-55

PM2-55

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location
requirements. The potential impact radius for the pipeline and compressor
stations is 943 feet.

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

Public Meetings Comments



Y081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-56

PM2-57

PM2-56

PM2-57

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location

requirements.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



S081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-58

PM2-58

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



9081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-58
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LO8T-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6081-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-59

PM2-59

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues
unique to Ohio and Michigan. For construction and restoration measures in
Ohio, NEXUS shall consult with the Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA)
on construction procedures to be used in agricultural land in Ohio and shall
file with the Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the
ODA.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is
no longer necessary.

Public Meetings Comments



0181-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-60

PM2-60

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location
requirements.

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

Public Meetings Comments



1181-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



c181-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



eI81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-61

PM2-61

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



P181-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-62

PM2-62

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation to surface

waters, including the Huron River.

Public Meetings Comments



SI8I-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-63

PM2-64

PM2-63
PM2-64

The Projects are not proposing to drill wells or perform fracking.

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



9181-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



L181-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-65

PM2-65

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



8181

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-66

PM2-66

Section 4.14.3 of the EIS discusses the cumulative impacts associated with

natural gas production.

Public Meetings Comments



6181-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-67

PM2-67

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation to surface

waters.

Public Meetings Comments



0Z81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-68

PM2-68

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



1281-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



ce8l-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-69

PM2-69

Section 4.14.8.9 of the EIS addresses climate change.

Public Meetings Comments



€81

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-69
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



yT81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-70

PM2-70

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Public Meetings Comments



Ge8l-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-71

PM2-71

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location
requirements.

Public Meetings Comments



981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-72

PM2-73

PM2-72

PM2-73

Section 4.14.3 of the EIS discusses the cumulative impacts associated with
natural gas production.

Section 4.12 quantifies the GHG emissions from construction and operation
of the Projects. Section 4.14.8.9 addresses climate change.

Public Meetings Comments



LT81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-74

PM2-75

PM2-74

PM2-75

Comment noted. Section 4.3.2.3 of the EIS discussed the impacts associated
with water withdrawal from the Project. Specifically, section 4.3.2.3 identifies
all proposed sources of hydrostatic test water.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location
requirements.

Public Meetings Comments



8¢81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-76

PM2-77

PM2-78

PM2-76
PM2-77

PM2-78

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

See section 2.2.1 for a discussion of access roads required for the Project.
Where necessary, NEXUS will build new roads or improve existing roads
through grading, widening, realigning, graveling, paving, and installing
culverts to accommodate construction traffic.

Routing the pipeline north to Willis Road and running east would toward
Whitaker Road would route the pipeline through Lincoln High School. If the
pipeline were route farther to the north, it would traverse through residential
subdivisions. For these reasons, we have not evaluated routing the pipeline
north to Willis Road.

Public Meetings Comments



6C81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM2 — Public Meeting in Tecumseh, Ohio (cont’d)

PM2-79

PM2-79

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location

requirements.

Public Meetings Comments



0€81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio

PM3-1

PM3-1

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



1€81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



ce81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-2

PM3-2

See section 3.4.14 for a discussion for the Luckey Road Route Variation.
Based on our environmental review of both routes and because the Luckey
Road Route Variation appears to affect an additional landowner, we do not
find the route variation provides a significant environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and do not
recommend that this variation be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



€e81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Pe8I-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-3

PM3-3

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).

Public Meetings Comments



Ge8I-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-4

PM3-4

See section 4.14.3 for a discussion of natural gas production. The USGS has
estimated that the Marcellus Shale contains about 84 trillion cubic feet of
technically recoverable natural gas. An additional 38 trillion cubic feet of
recoverable natural gas was estimated to be locked within the Utica Shale
according to USGS estimates. Natural gas from shale gas wells in Ohio
accounted for 441 bcf of production in 2014, which was an increase from the
101 bef produced in the state in 2013.

Public Meetings Comments



9¢81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LEBT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8¢8I

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6€81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0r81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-5

PM3-5

Comment noted. Please see appendix B for route maps detailing the location

of the Project.

Public Meetings Comments



I781-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



w81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-6

PM3-6

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



ev81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Pr81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-7

PM3-8

PM3-7
PM3-8

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



SP8I-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-8
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



or81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-9

PM3-9

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



LY81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-10

PM3-10

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops.

Public Meetings Comments



87381-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-11

PM3-11

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



6¥81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-12

PM3-12

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



0681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-13

PM3-14

PM3-13

PM3-14

Comment noted. Section 2.3 describes the construction procedures that
NEXUS and Texas Eastern will implement. Section 2.5 describes the
environmental inspection and compliance monitoring requirements that will
be in place during construction.

See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that
will be used to protect groundwater and surface water resources, respectively.

Public Meetings Comments



1681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-15

PM3-15

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).

Public Meetings Comments



s81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-15
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€581

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-16

PM3-16

Section 4.2.2 discusses impacts and mitigation relating to soil compaction and
crop losses. The applicants would minimize impacts on soil resources by
constructing and operating the NGT and TEAL Projects in accordance with
the applicants’ E&SCPs discussed throughout this EIS. Additionally, prior to
construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural Impact
Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration measures to be
implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues unique to Ohio
and Michigan. Prior to construction, NEXUS shall also file with the Secretary
a 5-year post-construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity
in areas impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall
stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity
are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide
documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners have
agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary.

Public Meetings Comments



Pe81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

2

Public Meetings Comments



Ge81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-17

PM3-17

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



9681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-18

PM3-18

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



LS8I-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-19

PM3-19

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



8681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

2

PM3-20

PM3-20

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



6581-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



1981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-21

PM3-21

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-21
(cont’d)

PM3-22

PM3-22

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops. Additionally, prior to construction, NEXUS
shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP)
detailing construction and restoration measures to be implemented on the
NGT Project to address agricultural issues unique to Ohio and Michigan.

Public Meetings Comments



€981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



G981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-23

PM3-23

Section 4.9.3 discusses easement agreements and explains that the effect that
a pipeline easement may have on property value/economic output is a
damage-related issue between the applicants and affected property owners.

Public Meetings Comments



9981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-24

PM3-24

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project,
including analysis of historic incident data.

Public Meetings Comments



L981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-25

PM3-26

PM3-25

PM3-26

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

See section 4.6.6 and the Migratory Bird Conservation Plan for a discussion
of potential impacts on migratory birds.

Public Meetings Comments



8981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-27

PM3-27

Section 4.9.3 discusses easement agreements and explains that the effect that
a pipeline easement may have on property value/economic output is a
damage-related issue between the applicants and affected property owners.

Public Meetings Comments



6981-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-28

PM3-28

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



0L81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-29

PM3-29

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



[L81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-29
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



¢L81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-29
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€L8I-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



PL81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-30

PM3-30

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



GL8I-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-31

PM3-31

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



9L81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LL8I-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8L381-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-32

PM3-32

See section 4.3.2.2 for discussion on mitigation procedures that will be
implemented to protect surface waters. Impacts and mitigation pertaining to
flooding and flash floods are addressed in section 4.1.5.7.

Public Meetings Comments



6L81-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-32
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-33

PM3-34

PM3-33
PM3-34

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops.

Public Meetings Comments



1881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-35

PM3-35

NEXUS will only be permitted to use farm lands if identified as temporary
access roads and included in the access agreement with individual
landowners. Per section 2.3.2.5, a total of 3 feet of cover will be required over

the pipeline in agricultural fields.

Public Meetings Comments



881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-36

PM3-36

Section 4.1.3 of the NEXUS' E&SCP discussion specific steps that would be
taken by NEXUS concerning soil compaction mitigation and restoration.

Public Meetings Comments



€881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-37

PM3-38

PM3-37
PM3-38

Comment noted.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



¥881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-38
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



G881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-38
(cont’d)

PM3-39

PM3-39

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.
Section 3.2 addresses existing pipeline systems and modification, which could
be potential alternatives to the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



9881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-40

PM3-40

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



L881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-41

PM3-41

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



8881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-42

PM3-42

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



6881-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-43

PM3-44

PM3-43
PM3-44

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



0681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



1681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-45

PM3-45

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-45
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-46

PM3-46

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



7681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-47

PM3-47

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops.

Public Meetings Comments



S681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



9681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-48

PM3-48

Section 4.9.3 discusses easement agreements and explains that the effect that
a pipeline easement may have on property value/economic output is a
damage-related issue between the applicants and affected property owners.

Public Meetings Comments



L681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-49

PM3-49

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



8681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-50

PM3-51

PM3-50

PM3-51

See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of general mitigation measures and specific
conditions that will be required when backfilling excess glacial subsoil that
could displace other soils layers in the pipeline trench.

Additionally, prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an
Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and
restoration measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address
agricultural issues unique to Ohio and Michigan. Specifically, the 4IMP
should address plans for segregating topsoil in areas where the depth of topsoil
is greater than 12 inches; triple stripping topsoil, subsoil, and substratum; and
ensuring that excess spoil removed from the right-of-way during backfilling
consists of substratum, and then, if needed, subsoil.

See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of general mitigation measures and specific
conditions that will be required when backfilling excess glacial subsoil that
could displace other soils layers in the pipeline trench.

Additionally, prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an
Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and
restoration measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address
agricultural issues unique to Ohio and Michigan. Specifically, the 4IMP
should address plans for segregating topsoil in areas where the depth of topsoil
is greater than 12 inches; triple stripping topsoil, subsoil, and substratum; and
ensuring that excess spoil removed from the right-of-way during backfilling
consists of substratum, and then, if needed, subsoil.

Public Meetings Comments



6681-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-52

PM3-52

See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 regarding procedures to restore
contours and drainage patterns to pre-construction conditions.

Public Meetings Comments



0061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-53

PM3-54

PM3-53
PM3-54

See section 3.5 for a discussion of aboveground facilities alternatives.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



1061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-55

PM3-55

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).

Public Meetings Comments



c061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

PM3-56

PM3-56

Comment noted. The specific location of each compressor stations is not final
until the FERC issues a certificate to the Project.

Public Meetings Comments



€061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM3 — Public Meeting in Fremont, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio

PM4-1

PM4-1

Section 4.10.3 discusses estimates for potential positive economic effects to
the study area including estimates on local hiring as well as direct, indirect,
and induced economic impacts of the Projects on the study area.

Public Meetings Comments



S061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-2

PM4-2

The pipeline would be buried with a minimum of 3 feet of cover. Section

4.13 addresses pipeline safety.

Public Meetings Comments



9061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



L061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-3

PM4-4

PM4-3

PM4-4

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing
factor.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



8061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-4
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6061-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0lel-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-5

PM4-5

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

Public Meetings Comments



[161-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-6

PM4-6

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to

groundwater resources.

Public Meetings Comments



clel-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-7 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

PM4-6
(cont’d)

PM4-7

Public Meetings Comments



er61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



vlol-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Slel-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-8

PM4-9

PM4-8
PM4-9

Section 4.10.5 addresses public services and emergency response planning.

Section 4.9.2 states that permanent fences and structures would not be

permitted above the pipeline.

Public Meetings Comments



9161-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-10 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

PM4-9
(cont’d)

PM4-10

Public Meetings Comments



L161-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-11

PM4-11

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



8l61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-11
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6161-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-12

PM4-12

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



0c61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-13

PM4-13

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



1c61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



ccol-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

R

PM4-14

PM4-14

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€co1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-15

PM4-15

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



vcol-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Gol-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-16

PM4-16

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).

Public Meetings Comments



9c61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-17

PM4-17

See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that
will be used to protect groundwater and surface water resources, respectively.
Historically, the installation and operation of pipelines adhering to proper
mitigation procedures supports the conclusions.

Public Meetings Comments



Lzcel-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-18

PM4-18

See the response to comment COS8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



8C61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

h
286

1 number of citizens to distrust their Government.
2 Thank you,

3

4

5

6

(Thereupon, the proceedings were

concluded at ©:30 o'clock p.m.)

20
21
22
23
24

25

Public Meetings Comments



6c61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-19

PM4-20

PM4-19
PM4-20

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Section 3.0 discusses Project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.
Per 18 CFR 380.15, proximity to people is not specified as a pipeline routing
factor.

Public Meetings Comments



0c61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-21

PM4-21

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



Ie61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-22

PM4-22

Potential affects in the vicinity of Abbott-Page House and Fries' landing are
addressed in section 4.11.1.1. No ground disturbance is planned across this
property, as it will be avoided by an HDD. At this time, NEXUS has not
completed survey of this property due to denied access.

Public Meetings Comments



ceol-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

2

PM4-23

PM4-23

Section 4.1.3.4 addresses concerns surrounding karst geology.

Public Meetings Comments



€e61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-24

PM4-24

See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that
will be used to protect surface waters and groundwater, respectively.
Historically, the installation and operation of pipelines adhering to proper
mitigation procedures supports the conclusions.

Public Meetings Comments



veol-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-25

PM4-26

PM4-25
PM4-26

See section 1.1 for a revised purpose and need discussion.

FERC has no authority over the USACE permitting process.

Public Meetings Comments



Geol-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-27

PM4-27

Surveys for protected bat species were complete as of August 13, 2016. No
delay in the FERC review process is anticipated.

Public Meetings Comments



9¢61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-28

PM4-28

Section 3.0 discusses project alternatives, including the criteria used in the
consideration and comparison of alternatives. Impacts to the natural and
human environment were taken into consideration as described in section 3.0.

Public Meetings Comments



Le61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-29

PM4-29

Mitigation measures for impacts to soils are discussed in section 4.2.2.

Public Meetings Comments



8¢61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6¢61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-30

PM4-30

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Section 4.9.2 states that crops
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be
compensated for the lost crops. Section 4.9.2 states that permanent fences and
structures would not be permitted above the pipeline.

Public Meetings Comments



0r61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-30
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Ir61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-31

PM4-32

PM4-31

PM4-32

Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative
provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the
corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it
be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is
no longer necessary.

Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS'
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).

Public Meetings Comments



w6l-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-33

PM4-34

PM4-33
PM4-34

See response to PM4-31.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



evo1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM4 — Public Meeting in Elyria, Ohio (cont’d)

PM4-35

PM4-35

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



Pro1-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH

PMS5-1

PMS5-2
PMS5-3

PM5-4

PMS5-1

PMS5-2

PMS5-3

PM5-4

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water
supply wells and wellhead protection areas.

As stated in section 4.12.1.3, NEXUS and Texas Eastern would implement
measures to control fugitive dust emissions. Each company has prepared
separate project-specific Fugitive Dust Control Plans. NEXUS and Texas
Eastern would implement emission reduction measures such as water
suppression, covering truckloads during transit, limiting on-site vehicle
speed, stabilizing exposed soil, and removing track-out on public roads.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



SPol-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-5

PMS5-6

PMS5-5
PMS5-6

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



9r61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-7

PMS5-8

PM5-7
PMS5-8

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



Ly61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-9

PM5-9

Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
Wadsworth Compressor Station would not cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the NAAQS or the Ohio EPA's acceptable incremental impact
levels. The emissions provided in the EIS include total station emissions,
including those exempted from the Ohio EPA air permit requirements (e.g.,
process heater, storage tanks, and emergency generator). Further, the Ohio
EPA states in its response to comments on the Wadsworth Compressor Station
(referenced by the commenter) that there are no facility-wide limits on the
station, instead there are limits on specific emissions sources at the station.

Public Meetings Comments



8761-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-9
(cont’d)

PMS5-10

PMS5-10

Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
Wadsworth Compressor Station would not cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the NAAQS or the Ohio EPA's acceptable incremental impact
levels. The emissions provided in the EIS include total station emissions,
including those exempted from the Ohio EPA air permit requirements (e.g.,
process heater, storage tanks, and emergency generator). Further, the Ohio
EPA states in its response to comments on the Wadsworth Compressor Station
(referenced by the commenter) that there are no facility-wide limits on the
station, instead there are limits on specific emissions sources at the station.

Public Meetings Comments



6¥61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-10
(cont’d)

PMS5-11

PMS5-12

PMS5-11
PM5-12

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



0s61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-12
(cont’d)

PMS5-13

PM5-14

PM5-13
PM5-14

Comment noted.

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



[s61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-15

PMS5-15

Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
Wadsworth Compressor Station would not cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the NAAQS or the Ohio EPA's acceptable incremental impact
levels. The emissions provided in the EIS include total station emissions,
including those exempted from the Ohio EPA air permit requirements (e.g.,
process heater, storage tanks, and emergency generator). Further, the Ohio
EPA states in its response to comments on the Wadsworth Compressor Station
(referenced by the commenter) that there are no facility-wide limits on the
station, instead there are limits on specific emissions sources at the station.

Public Meetings Comments



cs61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

23

PMS5-16

PMS5-17

PMS5-18

PMS5-16

PM5-17

PMS5-18

As discussed throughout section 4.12.1, NEXUS would comply with all
monitoring and reporting requirements required by state and federal permits,
and permitting agencies may conduct periodic inspections.

Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
Waterford Compressor Station would not cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the NAAQS or the OEPA's acceptable incremental impact
levels.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€561

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-18
(cont’d)

PMS5-19

PM5-19

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



ys61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-20

PMS5-21

PM5-20

PM5-21

Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
Waterford Compressor Station would not cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the NAAQS or the OEPA's acceptable incremental impact
levels. OEPA would be responsible for ensuring that operation of the
compressor station complies with applicable federal and state air permit
requirements.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



gs61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-22

PMS5-23

PM5-22

PM5-23

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

As stated in Section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS' Drain Tile Mitigation Plan
(appendix E-3), NEXUS would work with individual landowners prior to
construction to identify and mark drain tile systems.

Public Meetings Comments



9¢61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-23
(cont’d)

PMS5-24

PM5-24

NEXUS and Texas Eastern would conduct follow-up inspections and monitor
disturbed areas after the first and second growing seasons at a minimum,
including until revegetation thresholds are met and temporary erosion control
devices are removed. NEXUS and Texas Eastern would submit quarterly
monitoring reports for at least 2 years following construction.

Public Meetings Comments



LS61-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-24
(cont’d)

PMS5-25

PMS5-26

PMS5-25
PM5-26

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



8S61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-26
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6561-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-26
(cont’d)

PMS5-27

PMS5-28

PMS5-29

PM5-27
PM5-28

PM5-29

Comment noted.

Section 4.3.1.2 states that "[t]he applicants would offer to conduct pre- and
post-construction testing of water quality and yield in all wells and springs
within 150 feet of the construction workspace."

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



0961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-30

PMS5-31

PMS5-32

PMS5-33

PM5-30
PMS5-31

PM5-32

PM5-33

Comment noted.

It has been FERC's experience that, in general, stripping the full width of
topsoil up to 12 inches, storing the topsoil in a reserved windrow maintained
separate from the trench subsoil, and returning the topsoil to the surface of the
subsoil during the backfill process results in minimal impacts to soil
productivity. While there may be special circumstances where segregation of
additional soil layers will minimize mixing of subsoil layers with different
soil plant growth characteristics, applying three or more lift soil handling
techniques to all soils trenched for the pipeline would not justify the increased
disturbance to the construction right-of-way needed to separately strip and
store individual soil layers. If landowners have specific information or
concerns regarding the need for special soil handling procedures on their
property, the applicant would consider the request and make special soil
handling techniques a condition of their easement agreement. The Applicant
should evaluate construction right-of-way width requirements in this specific
situation, and request a variance from the FERC to increase the construction
right-of-way width as necessary.

Additionally, prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an
Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and
restoration measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address
agricultural issues unique to Ohio and Michigan. Specifically, the AIMP
should address plans for segregating topsoil in areas where the depth of
topsoil is greater than 12 inches; triple stripping topsoil, subsoil, and
substratum; and ensuring that excess spoil removed from the right-of-way
during backfilling consists of substratum, and then, if needed, subsoil. For
construction and restoration measures in Ohio, NEXUS shall consult with the
Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA) on construction procedures to be used
in agricultural land in Ohio and shall file with the Secretary any measures that
result from coordination with the ODA. Any comments received from ODA
shall also be filed with the Secretary.

Comment noted. Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4
and in NEXUS' Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). Sections 4.2.1.4
and 4.2.2 include a discussion of compaction prone soils and proposed
mitigation measures.

Section V.A.4. of FERC’s Plan outlines that excess rock from at least the top
12 inches of soil will be removed in all cultivated or rotated cropland,
managed pastures, hayfields, and residential areas, as well as other areas at
the landowner’s request. The size, density and distribution of rock on the
construction work area shall be similar to adjacent areas not disturbed by
construction. If landowners have specific information or concerns regarding
the need for special soil handling procedures on their property, including such
as specific rock removal, the applicant would consider the request and make
special soil handling techniques a condition of their easement agreement.

Public Meetings Comments



1961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-34

PMS5-35

PMS5-36

PMS5-37

PM5-34

PMS5-35
PM5-36
PM5-37

Comment noted. Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4
and in NEXUS' Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).

Comment noted.
Comment noted.

Table 4.9.4-1 lists the construction and operation impacts from the project.
Footnote a states that mainline valve impacts are included under Pipeline
Facilities. Mainline valve locations are listed in table 2.1.1-2 and discussed
in section 2.1. Section 4.9.10.2 discusses acreages and measures to minimize
the visual impacts of mainline valves. Known agricultural drain tiles crossed
by the NGT Project are listed in appendix K-5. Impacts on drain tile systems
are addressed in Section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS' Drain Tile Mitigation Plan
(appendix E-3). Fencing is addressed in Sections 4.9.2 9 (in residential and
pasture land), 4.9.10.2 (at aboveground facilities), and 4.13.4 (used for
security purposes).

Public Meetings Comments



2961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-37
(cont’d)

PMS5-38

PMS5-39

PMS5-40

PM5-38
PM5-39

PM5-40

Comment noted.

See section 4.1.5.7 for a discussion of potential impacts and mitigation
measures for flash flooding.

See section 4.13.1, specifically, "NEXUS would develop a Public Awareness
Program as outlined in 49 CFR 192.616, which would provide outreach
measures to the affected public, emergency responders, and public officials.
NEXUS’ program would use multiple media channels (e.g., direct mail, e-
mail, social networking, public service announcements, print advertisement,
and public meetings) to engage these core audiences. In addition, NEXUS
would also mail informational brochures to landowners, businesses, potential
excavators, and public officials along the pipeline system each year to inform
them of the presence of the pipeline and instruct them on how to recognize
and react to unusual activity in the area. These brochures would provide
emergency contact phone numbers and reinforce the need for excavators to
use the “811 Call Before You Dig” service."

Public Meetings Comments



€961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-41

PMS5-42

PM5-43

PM5-41
PM5-42

PM5-43

Comment noted.

FERC offers a landowner helpline and email address:
Local: 202-502-6651

Toll-free: 1-877-337-2237

email: LandownerHelp@ferc.gov

Comment noted. Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary
an Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and
restoration measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address
agricultural issues unique to Ohio and Michigan. Prior to construction,
NEXUS shall also file with the Secretary a 5-year post-construction
monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas impacted by the
construction of the Project.

Public Meetings Comments



961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-43
(cont’d)

PM5-44 ‘

PMS5-45

PM5-46

PM5-44
PM5-45

PM5-46

Comment noted.

Detailed alignment sheets of the City of Green route alternative were posted
to the FERC docket on 9/2/2016.

See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of mitigation measures on agricultural lands.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is
no longer necessary.

Public Meetings Comments



S961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-47

PMS5-48

PMS5-49

PMS5-50

PMS5-51

PM5-47

PM5-48

PM5-49

PMS5-50

PMS5-51

FERC is reviewing its public outreach programs and applicant requirements
to better serve the Amish and other communities/individuals with limited
access to certain forms of communication.

Detailed alignment sheets of the City of Green route alternative were posted
to the FERC docket on 9/2/2016.

See section 4.9.5.1 for a discussion of potential impacts, mitigation measures,
and restoration plans for organic farms. FERC will also "recommend that
NEXUS develop Organic Farm Protection Plans in coordination with
organic farm landowners and applicable certitying agencies for each certified
organic farm that would be crossed or be within 1.0 mile of the NGT Project
that has the potential to experience direct and indirect effects as a result of
construction or operation (e.g., pesticide drift, water migration, weeds)."

FERC is reviewing its public outreach programs and applicant requirements
to better serve the Amish and other communities/individuals with limited
access to certain forms of communication.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



9961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-52

PMS5-53

PMS5-54

PM5-52

PMS5-53
PM5-54

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of mitigation measures on agricultural lands.

Detailed alignment sheets of the City of Green route alternative were posted
to the FERC docket on 9/2/2016. FERC is reviewing its public outreach
programs and applicant requirements to better serve the Amish and other
communities/individuals with limited access to certain forms of
communication.

Public Meetings Comments



L961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-54
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

a

PMS5-55

PMS5-56

PMS5-55
PMS5-56

See section 4.13.1 for a discussion of HCAs.

See section 4.3.2.2 for a discussion of potential impacts on surface waters and

mitigation measures.

Public Meetings Comments



6961-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-57

PMS5-58

PMS5-59

PM5-57

PMS5-58

PMS5-59

Section 4.12.1.3 addresses air quality impacts associated with the proposed
Projects. The NGT Project compressor stations would be minor sources of
air emissions and would not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the
NAAQS, which were established to protect human health and welfare. A
“self-contained” compressor station is not technically feasible at this time.

FERC does not have the regulatory authority to create an "energy corridor" or
route pipelines onto a common shared right-of-way.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



0L61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-60

PMS5-61

PM5-60

PMS5-61

See section 2.6 for a discussion of operations and maintenance activities and

responsibilities.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



IL61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-62

PMS5-63

PM5-62
PM5-63

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



cLel-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-64

PM5-64

See section 4.13.1 for a discussion of HCAs.

Public Meetings Comments



€L61-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-64
(cont’d)

PMS5-65

PM5-65

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



vL61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-66

PM5-66

Comment noted. Issues surrounding mail fraud are outside of the scope of the

NEPA review.

Public Meetings Comments



GL61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-67

PM5-67

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



9L61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LL61-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-68

PMS5-69

PM5-68
PM5-69

Comment noted.

NEXUS committed to using FERC Compliance Monitors on the NGT Project
that would monitor construction, mitigation, and restoration activities.

Public Meetings Comments



8L61-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-69
(cont’d)

PMS5-70

PM5-71

PM5-72

PM5-73

PM5-74

PM5-70
PM5-71

PM5-72
PM5-73

PM5-74

See section 1.1 for a discussion of the Projects' purpose and need.

See sections 4.10.3 and 4.10.9 for a discussion of potential tax revenue
generated and jobs created.

Comment noted.

In the event of an explosion or other incident, the party found responsible for
causing the incident would, in most cases, be held liable for damages. For
example, if a third-party contractor struck the line while digging it is likely
that the contractor would be responsible for covering costs associated with
emergency response.

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

Public Meetings Comments



6L61-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-75

PMS5-76

PMS-77

PMS5-78

PMS5-75

PM5-76

PM5-77
PMS5-78

See section 1.2 for a discussion of the scope of the EIS. The description of the
affected environment is based on a combination of data sources, including
desktop resources such as scientific literature and regulatory agency reports
as well as field data collected by NEXUS and Texas Eastern.

See section 2.5.5 for a discussion of post-construction monitoring. NEXUS
and Texas Eastern would conduct follow-up inspections and monitor
disturbed areas after the first and second growing seasons at a minimum,
including until revegetation thresholds are met and temporary erosion control
devices are removed. NEXUS and Texas Eastern would submit quarterly
monitoring reports for at least 2 years following construction. Restoration is
deemed complete when the density and cover of non-nuisance vegetation are
similar in density and cover to adjacent, undisturbed areas.

The purpose of the EIS is to 1) identify and assess potential impacts on the
natural and human environment that would result from constructing and
operating the NGT and TEAL Projects; 2) describe and evaluate reasonable
alternatives to the NGT and TEAL Projects that would avoid or substantially
reduce adverse effects of the Projects on the environment while still meeting
the Projects’ objectives; 3) identify and recommend specific mitigation
measures, as necessary, to avoid or further reduce/minimize environmental
impacts; and 4) encourage and facilitate involvement by the public and
interested agencies in the environmental review process per the National
Environmental Policy Act (18 CFR 380). Please see section 1.2 for additional
information regarding the purpose of the EIS.

See the response to comment CO8-17.

As stated in section 4.13.1, NEXUS employees and local emergency response
personnel would meet for emergency drills periodically to test staff readiness
and identify improvement opportunities. In accordance with 49 CFR 192.615,
NEXUS would develop, maintain, and implement a written emergency
response plan to minimize the hazards from a pipeline emergency. NEXUS
would also develop a Public Awareness Program as outlined in 49 CFR
192.616, which would provide outreach measures to the affected public,
emergency responders, and public officials.

Public Meetings Comments



0861-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-79

PM5-80

PMS5-81

PM5-79

PM5-80

PM5-81

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

As discussed in section 4.13.1 of the EIS, the DOT prescribes minimum
standards for operating and maintaining pipeline facilities, including
requirements for the pipeline operator to perform routine safety inspections
on their pipeline systems. Further, the Departments of Transportation in Ohio
and Michigan also perform safety inspections on interstate natural gas
pipeline pipelines.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



1861-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-82

PM5-83

PM5-82

PM5-83

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

See section 4.10.9 for a discussion of potential tax revenue generated, and
sections 4.10.4 and 4.10.5 for a discussion of impacts on housing and public

services.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-83
(cont’d)

PM5-84

PMS5-85

PM5-86

PM5-84
PM5-85
PM5-86

See section 1.1 for a discussion of the Projects' purpose and need.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-86
(cont’d)

PM5-87

PM5-87

Section 4.14.3 of the EIS discusses the cumulative impacts associated with

natural gas production.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-88

PM5-88

NEXUS and Texas Eastern have committed to participating in FERC's third
party compliance monitoring program. The overall objective of a third-party
compliance monitoring program is threefold: to assess environmental
compliance during construction in order to achieve a higher level of
environmental compliance throughout a project; to assist FERC staff in
screening and processing variance requests during construction; and to create
and maintain a database of daily reports documenting compliance and
instances of noncompliance.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-88
(cont’d)

PM5-89

PM5-90

PM5-91

PM5-89

PM5-90

Access to documents issued and received by the FERC are available on the
on the FERC’s eLibrary Website. The FERC also maintains a Public
Reference Room as a place for members of the public to view official
Commission documents. The Public Reference Room, along with eLibrary,
are the Commission's primary channels for disseminating information.
Interested parties may visit the public workstations to access FERC's website
and to view FERC documents at no charge. Written request for information
also may be sent to the Public Reference Room. Fees are charged for printing
and photocopying FERC official documents. The Public Reference Room
does not offer printing or copying services for materials which have not been
officially submitted to or issued by FERC.

Members of the public may visit the Public Reference Room at Commission
headquarters:

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

Room 2-A

888 First Street, N.E.

Washington, DC 20426

Hours are from 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. Eastern time, Monday through Friday. It
is closed on federal holidays.

Individuals have the option to intervene in Commission proceedings.
Intervenors becomes participants in a proceeding and have the right to request
rehearing of Commission orders and seek relief of final agency actions in the
U.S. Circuit Courts of Appeal. All motions to intervene should be submitted
to the Commission pursuant to 18 CFR 385.214. The Commission expects
parties to intervene in a timely manner based on the reasonably foreseeable
issues arising from the applicant's filing and the Commission’s notice of
filing.

Motions to intervene must be served on the applicant. Any subsequent
submissions by an intervenor must be served on the applicant and all other
parties to the proceeding.

A key purpose of the intervention deadline is to determine, early on, who the
interested parties are and what information and arguments they can bring to
bear. Interested parties are not entitled to hold back awaiting the outcome of
the proceeding, or to intervene when events take a turn not to their liking.
Late intervention at the early stages of a proceeding generally does not disrupt
the proceeding or prejudice the interest of any party. The Commission is
therefore more liberal in granting late intervention at the early stages of a
proceeding. A petitioner for late intervention, however, bears a higher burden
to show good cause for late intervention after the issuance of a final order in
a proceeding and generally it is Commission policy to deny late intervention
at the rehearing stage, even when the movant claims that the decision
established a broad policy of general application.

The Commission encourages electronic submission of motions to intervene
via the eFiling link on the Commission's website.
Persons unable to file electronically should send an original and three copies
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-91
(cont’d)

PMS5-92

PM5-93

PM5-94

PM5-90
(cont’d)

PM5-91

PM5-92

PM5-93

PM5-94

of the motion to intervene by overnight services to:

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Nathaniel J. Davis, Sr., Deputy Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, N.E.

Washington, DC 20426

Receipt of mail sent via the US Postal Service may be subject to irradiation
and significant delays.

FERC reviews each application and independently verifies the information
provided while drafting its EIS.

Most of the surveys required for the environmental review, such as
geotechnical investigations, are completed by the applicant, or contractors
hired by the applicant. Many of these surveys require the services of certified
or licensed professionals. The certification or licensing process is established
to ensure the competence of the person performing the work and safeguard
public welfare and other interests. Additionally, some surveys are field
verified by agency staff. For example, wetland delineations are typically
spot-checked by the USACE. In this case, the USACE is a cooperating
agency on this EIS. Finally, FERC regulations 18 CFR 157.6(a)(4)(i) requires
that the applicant submitting the survey reports knows the contents of the
reports and certifies that they are true.

See section 2.5.2 for a description of Environmental Inspectors and their
responsibilities, as well as appendix E-4 (NEXUS' HDD Monitoring and
Inadvertent Return Contingency Plan) for a discussion of inadvertent release
reporting.

The Wadsworth Compressor Station would be constructed on land owned by
NEXUS and would not be open to the public without prior permission and
safety training. If a landowner smells gas or believes there are unusual
operating conditions, he/she could contact a company official and/or
emergency responders to report the issue. If a landowner has environmental
concerns with a pipeline facility (e.g., noise and restoration), he/she should
contact the FERC Landowner Helpline at 1-877-337-2237.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-95

PM5-94
(cont’d)

PMS5-95

After evaluating where this property is situated as it relates to the compressor
station, it was determine that the distance was too great for FERC to compel
NEXUS to complete pre- and post-construction well monitoring. The
commenter is encouraged to discuss the request directly with NEXUS.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-96

PMS5-97

PM5-98

PM5-96

PM5-97

PM5-98

Recommendations in the Final EIS will be based on the comments received,
and the applicant's response to recommendations listed in the Draft EIS.
Please refer to section 5 for a list of recommendations included in the Final
EIS.

Section 2.2.1.1 discusses justification for why NEXUS cannot maintain
setbacks in certain areas - NEXUS has requested 1,358.1 acres of ATWS in
several locations due to the presence of wetlands, waterbodies, roads,
railroads, and utilities, and for other site-specific, construction-related
reasons. Appendix C-2 identifies where NEXUS has requested ATWS as well
as justification for the use of each.

All data requests, responses, and reports filed by the applicant are available at
FERC's eLibrary.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-99

PM5-100

PM5-99
PM5-100

Comment noted.

There are six metering and regulation stations and 13 additional tee-tap
locations along the proposed route. Please see section 2.1.1.2 of the EIS for
more discussion of the aboveground facilities.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-101

PM5-100
(cont’d)

PM5-101

Impacts due to fragmentation and Edge Habitat are discussed in section 4.5.5.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-102

PM5-103

PM5-102

PM5-103

See section 4.6 for a discussion of potential Project impacts on wildlife
species, and section 4.6.4 for a discussion on fragmentation. Mitigation to
reduce impacts is also discussed in these sections.

Impacts to the Oak Openings Region are discussed in section 4.5.1.1. Surveys
indicated that two types of Oak Openings community types would be
impacted by the Project, including Swamp White Oak-Pin Oak Flatwoods and
Black Oak-White Oak/Blueberry Forest. In locations where these
communities would be crossed, existing disturbances and invasive species
were noted and only some of the indicator species were present. Areas of
higher quality Oak Openings communities were avoided.

Public Meetings Comments



661-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-103
(cont’d)

PM5-104

PM5-104

Sections 4.5.6.1 and 4.5.6.2 state that NEXUS will consult with the FWS to
ensure mitigation measures are consistent with the Presidential Memorandum
regarding promotion of pollinator habitat. Prior to the start of construction,
NEXUS and TEAL are to provide a plan detailing the feasibility of using seed
mixes that support pollinators.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-104
(cont’d)

PMS5-105

PM5-105

Noxious and invasive species mitigation measures are discussed in section

4.5.4 and the NEXUS/TEAL ISMPs.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-106

PM5-107

PM5-106
PM5-107

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

See the Migratory Bird Conservation Plan and section 4.6.6 for a discussion
of timing windows for routine right-of-way maintenance.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-107
(cont’d)

PM5-108

PM5-109

PM5-110

PM5-108

PM5-109

PM5-110

Informal and formal consultations with the FWS are based on the types of
impacts a project may have on threatened and endangered species. NEXUS
first initiated informal consultations with the FWS because Project schedules
avoided most impacts on protected species. As Project schedules have
changed, NEXUS continues to consult with the FWS. Formal consultations
may or may not be necessary depending on the impacts of the Project on
protected species.

See section 4.8.1 for a discussion of potential impacts on protected species.

Mowing contractors, along with affected landowners, will be trained on
NEXUS' public awareness program.

Issue Resolution Plans for both the NGT and TEAL Projects can be found on
the FERC eLibrary at accession numbers 20151120-5299 and 20151120~
5254, respectively.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM35-110
(cont’d)

PMS5-111

PM5-112

PM5-113

PM5-111

PM5-112
PM5-113

Section 4.5.4, the Invasive Plant Species Management Plan, and the Erosion
and Sedimentation Control Plan describe measures used to control the
introduction and spread of invasive plants, including herbicide application
procedures, methods, and measures that would be used to control noxious
weeds and invasive species, including near sensitive features such as wetlands
and waterbodies. Application of herbicide would only be at the approval of
the landowner and appropriate agencies.

Comment noted.

Section 4.9.9 conditions NEXUS to file results on 11 sites where file reviews
were recommended (101 sites were not recommended for file reviews).
NEXUS and Texas Eastern would be required to ensure its Project follows
the construction procedures and mitigation measures described in its
applications and supplements including responses to staff data requests and
as identified in the EIS, unless modified by any Order, and fulfills the intent
of its various Project-related plans. Failure to meet certain performance
standards would result in issuance of noncompliance reports and, if the
violation is repeated, could result in a stop-work order or enforcement actions
by the FERC.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-113
(cont’d)

PMS5-114

PM5-114

NEXUS filed site-specific compressor station visual screening plans in
August 2016. Per these plans, the Wadsworth Compressor Station will be
screened on the northern and western sides by tree plantings.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-115

PM5-116
PMS5-115

PM5-117
PM5-116
PM5-117

See section 4.4.3.1 of the EIS: Wetlands will not be affected by the
construction or operation of compressor stations.

The comment references the Ohio SHPO letter dated February 1, 2016,
whereby the Ohio SHPO recommended Phase I testing and evaluation of two
additional sites and a re-assessment of NRHP-eligibility and
recommendations for 12 archaeological sites. Additionally, the Ohio SHPO
requested additional information and assessment of 13 above ground
structures and NRHP listed properties, additional information regarding canal
crossings, and an avoidance plan for the identified cemeteries. NEXUS has
not yet provided documentation that it has addressed all of the SHPO’s
comments. NEXUS has submitted a second Addendum report and a research
design for Phase II testing of six sites that are pending SHPO review and
comment. Conditions presented in Section 4.11.4 shall be met before
compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA is completed.

If the Commission determines that a project is required by the public
convenience and necessity, a Certificate would be issued under Section 7(c)
of the NGA and part 157 of the Commission’s regulations. The Certificate
would stipulate that construction cannot begin until the applicant has satisfied
all federal, state, and local permitting processes. This would include Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-117
(cont’d)

PM5-118

PM5-119

PMS5-120

PM5-118

PM5-119

PM5-120

Local emissions may be elevated, and nearby residents may notice elevated
levels of fugitive dust, but these would not be significant, and air quality
impacts would be temporary and localized. NEXUS and TEAL would
implement their respective Fugitive Dust Control Plans. See section 4.12.1.3
for additional information on air quality impacts and mitigation.

As discussed in section 4.12.2.2, blowdowns are infrequent and short in
duration. NEXUS has indicated they would minimize noise by incorporating
silencers during blowdown events. Therefore, we do not find it necessary to
require NEXUS to give landowners prior notice of planned blowdowns.
However, individuals seeking advance notification should contact NEXUS to
make any such requests.

As shown in section 4.12.2.2, all compressor stations associated with the
proposed Projects would comply with the FERC’s noise guidelines of 55
dBA, Ldn. The noise-sensitive area for the NGT Project was measured from
the noise source to the physical NSA.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-121

PM5-122

PM5-121
PM5-122

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

If the Commission determines that a project is required by the public
convenience and necessity, a Certificate would be issued under Section 7(c)
of the NGA and part 157 of the Commission’s regulations. The Commission
bases its decision not only on environmental impact, but also technical
competence, financing, rates, market demand, gas supply, long-term
feasibility, and other issues concerning a proposed project.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-122
(cont’d)

PM5-123

PM5-124

PM5-125

PM5-123

PM5-124

PM5-125

Recommendations that remain in the Final EIS would become conditions in
the Final Order.

The need for a project is not specifically determined by a minimum number
of metering and regulating stations or a minimum number of customers.
Rather, the Commission’s analysis of whether a proposed project is required
by the public convenience and necessity consists of multiple steps as
explained in more detail in section 1.1.1 of the EIS.

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-125
(cont’d)

PM5-126

PMS5-127

PM5-126

PM5-127

Section 2.6 of the EIS discusses the operations and maintenance requirements
for the Project should it be constructed. This includes pipeline surveys and
inspections in addition to right-of-way maintenance.

Landowners are encouraged to contact NEXUS and requesting to be added to

their distribution list.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-127
(cont’d)

PM5-128

PM5-128

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-129

PM5-130

PM5-129

PM5-130

As demonstrated in section 4.12.1.3, all compressor stations associated with
the projects would comply with the NAAQS, which were established to
protect human health and public welfare. Fugitive leaks from valves and
equipment at the stations were included in the stations' emissions estimates.
Section 4.12.1.3 also provides emissions estimates for fugitive pipeline leaks,
which would be minor. Blowdowns/ventings are expected to be an infrequent
occurrence.

Comment noted. Issues surrounding mail fraud are outside of the scope of the
NEPA review.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-131

PM5-132

PM5-131

PM5-132

Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s Project
objectives, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists. The
need for the project this will be determined separately by the Commission
when it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is
issued). Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can
be found on the FERC website at http:/www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf. Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000”
in the URL with “001” and “002.”

The types of impacts on orchards, wetlands, wildlife, migratory birds, forests,
endangered species farming, groundwater, pollinator habitat, drain tiles,
invasive species, foreign utilities, and emergency response would be similar
on the City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed route. Various
sections throughout section 4 describe the nature of these impacts. However,
based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative
provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the
corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it
be incorporated as part of the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-133

PM5-134

PMS5-135

PMS5-136

PM5-133
PM5-134
PM5-135
PM5-136

See response to comment PMS5-132.
See response to comment PMS5-132.
See response to comment PMS5-132.

See response to comment PMS5-132.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM35-136
(cont’d)

PMS5-137

PMS5-138

PM5-139

PM5-137
PM5-138
PM5-139

See response to comment PMS5-132.
See response to comment PMS5-132.

See response to comment PMS5-132.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-139
(cont’d)

PMS5-140

PM5-141

PM5-142

PM5-140
PM5-141
PM5-142

See response to comment PMS5-132.
See response to comment PMS5-132.

See response to comment PMS5-132.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-143

PM5-144

PM5-145

PM5-143
PM5-144
PM5-145

See response to comment PMS5-132.
See response to comment PMS5-132.

See response to comment PMS5-132.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-145
(cont’d)

PM5-146

PM5-146

See response to comment PMS5-132.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-147

PM5-147

See section 3.5.1.2 for a discussion of moving the Wadsworth Compressor
Station into an industrial zoned area in Wadsworth, Seville, or Medina.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-147
(cont’d)

PM5-148

PM5-148

PM5-148.5

As discussed in section 3.3.3 and 4.13, the transportation of natural gas by
pipeline does involve some incremental risk to the public due to the potential
for an accidental release of natural gas. However, DOT regulations are
intended to ensure that people and the environment are protected from the
risk of pipeline incidents. This does not mean that pipeline incidents could
not or would not occur, rather, it means that prudent measures are in place
for mitigating this risk to a reasonable level. Based on our review, we did
not find the CORN Western Route Alternative or other major route
alternatives provide a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend
that they be incorporated as part of the Projects. See section 1.1 for a
discussion of the Projects' purpose and need.

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-147
(cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-148

PM5-149

PM5-150

PM5-149
PM5-150

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Section 4.1.3.1 provides a discussion of the potential impacts of earthquakes

on the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-151

PMS5-151

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-152

PM5-153

PM5-152
PM5-153

Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-154

PM5-154

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-155

PM5-155

Section 4.9.2 states that crops within the construction work areas would be
taken out of production for one growing season while construction occurs and
landowners would be compensated for the lost crops. Compensation would
be determined through the easement negotiation process (Section 4.9.3),
Section 4.9.5.1 discusses impacts on Organic Farm Lands and Specialty
Crops, measures that would be taken to minimize impact, and includes a
condition that NEXUS provides site specific Organic Farm Protection Plans
to the FERC. Additionally, the E&SCP also provides information on general
measures that would be taken to minimize impacts on farms during
construction.

Public Meetings Comments



120C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-156

PM5-157

PM5-158

PMS5-159

PM5-156
PM5-157
PM5-158

PM5-159

Comment noted.
Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

See section 4.9.7 for a discussion of impacts on public parks including the
Medina County parks.

Section 4.14.8.9 addresses climate change impacts and has been updated to
include additional information.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-160

PM5-159
(cont’d)

PM5-160

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-161

PMS5-161

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-162

PM5-163

PM5-162
PM5-163

Comment noted.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-164

PM5-164

Section 4.12.2.1 addresses noise impacts and mitigation, including noise

related to aboveground facilities.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-165

PM5-166

PM5-165

PM5-166

Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts. Conservative AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
Wadsworth Compressor Station would not cause or contribute to an
exceedance of the NAAQS or the Ohio EPA's acceptable incremental impact
levels. The emissions provided in the EIS include total station emissions,
including those exempted from the Ohio EPA air permit requirements (e.g.,
process heater, storage tanks, and emergency generator). Further, the Ohio
EPA states in its response to comments on the Wadsworth Compressor Station
(referenced by the commenter) that there are no facility-wide limits on the
station, instead there are limits on specific emissions sources at the station.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-167

PMS5-168

PM5-167

PM5-168

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route
Variations. Also see section 4.9.4 for a general discussion of land use
restrictions placed on the 50-foot-wide permanent easement after
construction.

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route
Variations. Also see section 4.9.4 for a general discussion of land use
restrictions placed on the 50-foot-wide permanent easement after
construction.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-168
(cont’d)

PMS5-169

PMS5-170

PM5-169

PM5-170

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route
Variations, including a general discussion of impacts on watersheds and
hydrology.

See section 3.3 for a discussion of several alternatives that follow a more
"rural" southern route, including the Rover, Southern, City of Green, Canton
A, Canton B, Canton C, and Doylestown route alternatives.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-171

PM5-171

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-171

(cont’d)

PM5-172

PM5-173

PM5-174

PM5-172

PM5-173

PM5-174

Impacts on commercial lands are discussed Sections 4.9.2 and 4.9.4.1. Section
4.10.9 discusses economic impacts of the proposed Projects.

See sections 3.3.8, 3.4.4, and 3.4.5 for discussions of the Doylestown Route
Alternative, Interstate 76 Route Variation, and Route 21 Route Variation,
which would avoid the Village of Doylestown. Based on our review, we did
not find that any of these route alternatives or variations provides a substantial
environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding segment of the
proposed route and did not recommend that any of them be incorporated as
part of the Projects. Further, based on our review, it appears that the proposed
route does not cross any residential lots within the Village of Doylestown,
although it is located directly adjacent to about a dozen residential lots within
the village limits.

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-174
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-175

PM5-176

PM5-177

PM5-175

PM5-176

PM5-177

NEXUS and Texas Eastern have developed Spill Prevention Control and
Countermeasure (SPCC) plans for both NGT and TEAL. See Table 2.3-2 for
information on how to access the respective SPCC plans.

See section 4.6.2 for a discussion of potential noise impacts on wildlife.
Mitigation to reduce impacts is also discussed in this section.

Section 4.9.2 addresses impacts to forested lands, which would not revert
back to pre-construction conditions on the permanent easement. Section 4.9.3
discusses land ownership and easements.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-177
(cont’d)

PM5-178

PM5-178

See sections 4.4.2.1 and 4.4.2.2 of the EIS. Construction impacts to wetlands
will be minimized by reducing the right-of-way width to 75-feet in wetland
areas, pre-construction contours will be restored following construction.
Operational impacts will be reduced by limiting annual herbaceous vegetative
maintenance to a 10-foot wide strip, and in PFO wetlands, by selectively
clearing trees over 15 feet tall within 15 feet of the pipe's centerline every 3
years.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-179

PM5-179

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-179
(cont’d)

PM5-180

PMS5-181

PM5-182

PM5-180
PM5-181
PM5-182

Comment noted.
Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-182
(cont’d)

PM5-183

PM5-183

The types of impacts on farming, topsoil, wildlife, and endangered species
would be similar on the City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed route.
Sections 4.9.2, 4.2, 4.6, and 4.8 describe the nature of these impacts. Based
on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative provides
a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding
segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it be incorporated
as part of the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-183
(cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-183
(cont’d)

PM5-184

PM5-185

PM5-186

PM5-184
PM5-185
PM5-186

See response to comment PMS5-183.
See response to comment PMS5-183.

See response to comment PMS5-183.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-187

PM5-188

PM5-187
PM5-188

See section 1.1 for a discussion of the Projects' purpose and need.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-188
(cont’d)

PM5-189

PM5-189

The types of impacts on farming would be similar on the City of Green Route
Alternative as the proposed route. Section 4.9.2 describes the nature of these
impacts. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-189
(cont’d)

PM5-190

PM5-190

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-191

PM5-191

See response to comment PMS5-189.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-192

PM5-193

PM5-192
PM5-193

Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-194

PM5-195

PM5-194
PM5-195

Comment noted.

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-195
(cont’d)

PM5-196

PM5-196

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-197

PMS5-198

PM5-197

PM5-198

Construction on the property would not be excluded on account of the
proposed Project. Dwelling cannot be built on top of the permanent easement.

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM35-198
(cont’d)

PM5-199

PM5-200

PM5-199

PM5-200

NEXUS and Texas Eastern would monitor the pipeline as required by DOT
regulations at 49 CFR 192 to ensure the pipelines are safely operated. As
discussed in section 4.13.1, NEXUS would mail informational brochures to
landowners along the pipeline system each year to inform them of the
presence of the pipeline and instruct them on how to recognize and react to
unusual activity in the area. It is common for companies to inform landowners
in proximity to pipelines about basic operation and request that they report
unusual activity, such as a “gas smell”’; however, informing landowners does
not absolve a company of its responsibilities or replace its role in ensuring
pipeline safety.

See the response to comment CO8-17.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-201

PM5-202

PM5-201

PM5-202

Section 4.12.1.3 demonstrate that all compressor stations associated with the
proposed projects would comply with the NAAQS, which were established to
protect human health, including sensitive populations such as children, the
elderly, and those with chronic respiratory problems. AERSCREEN
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the
proposed compressor stations would not cause or contribute to an exceedance
of the NAAQS. Section 4.12.2 addresses noise impacts.

Comment noted. Issues surrounding mail fraud are outside of the scope of the
NEPA review.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-203

PM5-204

PM5-203

PM5-204

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Section 4.9.2 addresses impacts to forested lands, which would not revert
back to pre-construction conditions on the permanent easement. Section 4.9.3
discusses land ownership and easements.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-204
(cont’d)

PM5-205

PM5-206

PM5-205

PM5-206

Impacts to land use, including residential areas and agricultural lands, are
discussed in section 4.9. The Issue Resolution Plan for NEXUS is provided
on the FERC eLibrary (accession No. 20151120-5299).

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the

proposed Project.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-206
(cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-206
(cont’d)

PM5-207

PM5-207

Section 4.13.4 addresses concerns regarding terrorism.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-207
(cont’d)

PM5-208

PM5-208

Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire,
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel,
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-209

PM5-209

At this time, NEXUS has not completed cultural resources survey within one
mile of this property in Summit County, OH due to denied access. To date,
no sites have been identified in the vicinity of this property. Conditions
presented in Section 4.11.4 shall be met before compliance with Section 106
of the NHPA is completed.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-209
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-209
(cont’d)

PM5-210

PM5-211

PM5-212

PM5-210
PM5-211

PM5-212

Comment noted.

At this time, NEXUS has not completed cultural resources survey within one
mile of this property in Summit County, OH due to denied access. To date,
no sites have been identified in the vicinity of this property. Conditions
presented in Section 4.11.4 shall be met before compliance with Section 106
of the NHPA is completed.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-212
(cont’d)

PM5-213

PM5-213

Surveys for protected bat species were 100% complete along the entire NGT
Project route as of August 13, 2016. See section 4.8.1 for a discussion of

survey results.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-213
(cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-214

PM5-214

At this time, NEXUS has not completed cultural resources survey within one
mile of this property in Summit County, OH due to denied access. To date,
no sites have been identified in the vicinity of this property. Conditions
presented in Section 4.11.4 shall be met before compliance with Section 106
of the NHPA is completed.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-215

PM5-215

See the response to comment CO8-17.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-216

PM5-216

See the response to comment CO8-17.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-217

PM5-218

PM5-217

PM5-218

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the

proposed Project.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-219

PM5-220

PM5-221

PM5-219

PM5-220
PM5-221

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Comment noted. Section 2.5.5 address all post-construction monitoring.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-221
(cont’d)

PM5-222

PM5-222

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-223

PM5-224

PM5-223

PM5-224

Section 4.9.7 states that NEXUS and Texan Eastern would notify adjacent
landowners prior to construction to minimize conflicts with hunting activities.
Currently, construction of the TEAL Project is planned from March 2017
through October 2017. Construction of the NGT Project is planned from
March 2017 through November 2017.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-224
(cont’d)

PM5-225

PM5-226

PM5-225
PM5-226

Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed project.
Structure are not allowed to be constructed on top of the permanent right-of-
way in the event that the pipeline needs to be accessed for inspection or to

complete repairs.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-226
(cont’d)

PMS5-227

PM5-227

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-228

PM5-228

Section 3.5.8 of NEXUS’ E&SCP outlines that any excess material will be
spread within the right-of-way in upland areas and land contours will be
roughed-in to match adjacent topography. Also see section 4.2.2 for a
discussion of general mitigation measures and specific conditions that will be
required when backfilling excess glacial subsoil that could displace other soils
layers in the pipeline trench. If landowners have specific information or
concerns regarding the need for special soil handling procedures on their
property, the applicant would consider the request and make special soil
handling techniques a condition of their easement agreement.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-228
(cont’d)

PM5-229

PM5-229

See response to comment PMS5-227.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-230

PM5-230

Section 4.3.1.1 states that "NEXUS and Texas Eastern would continue to
identify nearby water supply sources through ongoing surveys and landowner
communications" within 150 feet of the Project workspace.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-230
(cont’d)

PM5-231

PM5-232

PM5-231

PM5-232

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion regarding impacts and mitigation of
pipeline installation using conventional and horizontal directional drilling
bore methods.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-232
(cont’d)

PM5-233

PM5-233

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-234

PMS5-235

PM5-234

PM5-235

Section 4.9.3 discusses easement agreements and explains that the effect that
a pipeline easement may have on property value/economic output is a
damage-related issue between the applicants and affected property owners.

See discussion of the Mount Eaton Road Route Variation in section 3.4.5.
This alternative was considered but not recommended because it did not
appear to offer any environmental advantage over the proposed route and
would merely shift impacts to another area. The discussion in sections 4.3.1.2
and 4.3.2.2 presents the mitigation procedures that will be used to protect
groundwater and surface waters, respectively.

Public Meetings Comments



9L0T-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-235
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-235
(cont’d)

PM5-236

PM5-236

See discussion in section 4.3.1.1 that indicates the applicants' intention to
continue identifying nearby water supply sources within 150 feet of the
Project workspace through ongoing surveys and landowner communications.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-237

PM5-238

PM5-237

PM5-238

See discussion in section 4.3.1.1 that indicates the applicants' intention to
continue identifying nearby water supply sources within 150 feet of the
Project workspace through ongoing surveys and landowner communications.

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to
groundwater resources. This section also states that the applicants would
offer to conduct pre- and post-construction testing of water quality and yield
in all wells within 150 feet of the construction workspace, and would repair
or replace any wells that are damaged, or otherwise compensate the well
owner. Impacts to yield or water quality of wells beyond 150 feet from the
construction work space would not be expected.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-238
(cont’d)

PM5-239

PM5-240

PM5-239

PM5-240

Section 4.3.1.1 states that "NEXUS and Texas Eastern would continue to
identify nearby water supply sources through ongoing surveys and landowner
communications" within 150 feet of the project workspace. This refers to

both wells and springs.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-240
(cont’d)

PMS5-241

PMS5-242

PM5-241

PM5-242

See section 4.3.2.1 for a discussion regarding mitigation in the event of
reduced yield or diminished water quality as a result of construction activities.
The applicants are required to offer pre- and post-construction testing of water
quality and yield in all wells within 150 feet of the construction workspace,
and will ensure a temporary source of water is provided until the damaged
water well is restored to its former capacity and quality, that a replacement
source is provided, or that the landowner is compensated for the damages.

Adherence to the mitigation strategies presented in Sections 4.3.1.2 and
4322 that will be used to protect groundwater and surface waters,
respectively, are expected to protect potable water supplies. Collective
experience over decades and on many similar projects supports the conclusion
that the specified mitigation procedures will protect water supplies.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-242
(cont’d)

PM5-243

PM5-244

PM5-243
PM5-244

Comment noted.

All surface waters and wetlands crossed by the Project are or will be field
surveyed. See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that will

be used to protect surface waters.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-244
(cont’d)

PM5-245

PM5-246

PM5-245

PM5-246

See section 4.8.1 for a discussion of potential impacts on protected bat
species. Mitigation to reduce impacts is also discussed in this section.

See section 4.6 for a discussion of potential impacts on wildlife species and
habitats, and section 4.8.1 for a discussion of potential impacts on protected
species. Mitigation to reduce impacts is also discussed in these sections.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-246
(cont’d)

PM5-247

PM5-248

PM5-247

PM5-248

Section 4.3.1.1 indicates that NEXUS and Texas Eastern would continue to
identify water supply wells within 150 feet of the Project workspace through
ongoing surveys and landowner communications.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-248
(cont’d)
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-248
(cont’d)

PM5-249

PM5-249

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-249
(cont’d)

PM5-250

PMS5-251

PM5-250

PM5-251

Impacts and mitigation measures for residential areas are discussed in section
4.9.4.1. Traffic impacts are discussed in section 4.10.7.

Comment noted.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-252

PM5-253

PM5-252

PM5-253

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

See the response to comment CO8-17.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-253
(cont’d)

PM5-254

PMS5-255

PMS5-256

PM5-254

PM5-255

PM5-256

Section 4.3.1.2 states that "[t]he applicants would offer to conduct pre- and
post-construction testing of water quality and yield in all wells and springs
within 150 feet of the construction workspace."

Section 4.12.3 addresses air quality impacts and mitigation from both
construction and operations.

Section 4.12.1.3 demonstrate that all compressor stations associated with the
proposed Projects would comply with the NAAQS, which were established
to protect human health.

Public Meetings Comments



060C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-257

PMS5-258

PM5-259

PM5-260

PM5-257
PM5-258

PM5-259

PM5-260

See Section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Reliability and safety, specifically pipeline accident data, is discussed in

section 4.13.2.

Public services, including local fire department response, is discussed in

section 4.10.5.

Noise impacts from construction and operations are discussed in section

4.12.2.

Public Meetings Comments



160C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM35-260
(cont’d)

PM5-261

PM5-262

PM5-261

PM5-262

See section 3.5.1.2 for a discussion of moving the Wadsworth Compressor
Station into an industrial zoned area in Wadsworth, Seville, or Medina.

FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-263

PM5-264

PM5-265

PM5-263

PM5-264

PM5-265

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the
proposed Project.

Comment noted. See sections 4.9.4 and 4.3.1 for a discussion of the potential
impacts on septic systems and wells. Based on our review, we did not find
the City of Green Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental
advantage when compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed
route and did not recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to
groundwater resources and the impacts of leaks from a natural gas pipeline.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-265
(cont’d)

PM5-266

PM5-267

PM5-268

PM5-269

PM5-266

PM5-267

PM5-268

PM5-269

Volatile organic compound emissions from the compressor station would be
limited since they will meet state and federal air quality standards, and any
emissions would rapidly disperse and be diluted. Moreover, given their
volatility, the level at which these compounds would partition into meteoric
water would be negligible, and therefore would not impact the quality of
receiving surface waters or groundwater.

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the
proposed Project.

See sections 4.4.2.1 and 4.4.2.2 of the EIS. Construction impacts to wetlands
will be minimized by reducing the right-of-way width to 75-feet in wetland
areas, pre-construction contours will be restored following construction.
Operational impacts will be reduced by limiting annual herbaceous vegetative
maintenance to a 10-foot-wide strip, and in PFO wetlands, by selectively
clearing trees over 15 feet tall within 15 feet of the pipe's centerline every 3
years.

Noise impacts from construction and operations are discussed in section
4.12.2.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-270

PMS5-271

PMS5-272

PM5-270
PM5-271

PM5-272

Alternatives are discussed in Section 3.0.

See section 3.5.1.2 for a discussion of moving the Wadsworth Compressor
Station into an industrial zoned area in Wadsworth, Seville, or Medina. We
also note that the proposed site would be developed without affecting
wetlands, waterbodies, or forested land.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PMS5-273

PM5-274

PM5-273
PM5-274

Comment noted.

Impacts to crop yields are discussed in section 4.2.2. Purpose and need for
the pipeline is discussed in section 1.1.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-274
(cont’d)

PM5-275

PM5-275

Reliability and safety are discussed in section 4.13.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-275
(cont’d)

PM5-276

PM5-277

PM5-276

PM5-277

Section 4.12.1.3 demonstrate that all compressor stations associated with the
proposed projects would comply with the NAAQS, which were established to
protect human health, including sensitive populations such as children, the
elderly, and those with chronic respiratory problems.

Section 4.10.5 discusses local public services. Section 4.13.1 discusses
pipeline safety standards, including remote monitoring.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-277
(cont’d)

PM5-278

PM5-279

PM5-278

PM5-279

Purpose of and need for the Project are discussed in section 1.1. Eminent
domain is discussed in section 4.9.3.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-280

PM5-281

PM5-280

PM5-281

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Comment noted. Refer to section 1.1.1 for an updated discussion on the
purpose and need for the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-281
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-281
(cont’d)

PM5-282

PM5-282

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-283

PM5-283

General impacts and mitigation for soils is discussed in section 4.2.2 and the
applicants' E&SCPs.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues
unique to Ohio and Michigan. For construction and restoration measures in
Ohio, NEXUS shall consult with the Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA)
on construction procedures to be used in agricultural land in Ohio and shall
file with the Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the
ODA.

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is
no longer necessary.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-283
(cont’d)

PM5-284

PM5-284

Impacts to agricultural and forested lands are discussed in section 4.5.2.
Property values are discussed in section 4.10.8.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-284
(cont’d)

PM5-285

PM5-286

PM5-285
PM5-286

Comment noted.

General impacts and mitigation for soils, including drain tile systems, is

discussed in section 4.2.2.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-286
(cont’d)

PM5-287

PM5-287

The purpose of and need for the Project are discussed in section 1.1.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-288

PM5-289

PM5-288

PM5-289

Comment noted. Refer to section 1.1.1 for an updated discussion on the
purpose and need for the Projects.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-289
(cont’d)

PM5-290

PM5-290

In section 4.9.4.2, the FERC has conditioned the applicant to provide an
update on consultations with developer(s) regarding development
construction timing and any requested mitigation measures for any planned
developments that are crossed by the NGT Project and listed in appendix K-
3. This would include the AR Lockhart Development and planned residential
developments in Doylestown.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-290
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-290
(cont’d)

PMS5-291

PM5-291

Property values are discussed in 4.10.8. Impacts to planned developments are

discussed in section 4.9.4.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-291
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-292

PM5-292

See section 3 of the EIS for an analysis of system alternatives, major route
alternatives, minor route variations, and aboveground facility site alternatives.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-292
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



ered

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-293

PM5-293

Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s Project
objectives, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists. The
need for the project this will be determined separately by the Commission
when it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is
issued). Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can
be found on the FERC website at http:/www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf. Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000”
in the URL with “001” and “002.”

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-293
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-293
(cont’d)

PM5-294

PMS5-295

PM5-294

PM5-295

Section 4.13 addresses the safety impacts associated with the proposed
pipelines and section 4.13.1 addresses pipelines in populated areas. NEXUS
has already committed to implementing design measures that meet or exceed
DOT standards at 49 CFR 192. Further, should the population increase at any
point along the pipeline, NEXUS would decrease the MAOP or replace the
affected pipeline. Section 4.12.3 addresses air quality impacts associated with
the proposed Projects. The Wadsworth Compressor Station would comply
with the NAAQS, which was established to protect human health and welfare.
Section 4.13 addresses pipeline safety impacts and discusses incident data.

See section 4.6 for a discussion of potential impacts on wildlife species.
Mitigation to reduce impacts is also discussed in this section.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-295
(cont’d)

PM5-296

PM5-297

PM5-296
PM5-297

Comment noted.

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-297
(cont’d)

PM5-298

PM5-299

PM5-300

PM5-298

PM5-299

PM5-300

Section 4.9.5.1 discusses impacts on Organic Farm Lands and Specialty
Crops, measures that would be taken to minimize impact, and includes a
condition that NEXUS provides site specific Organic Farm Protection Plans.
Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues
unique to Ohio and Michigan. For construction and restoration measures in
Ohio, NEXUS shall consult with the Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA)
on construction procedures to be used in agricultural land in Ohio and shall
file with the Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the
ODA.

Comment noted. Section 4.9.7 discusses parks and recreations, including
information regarding past contamination on the Ariss Park property.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-300
(cont’d)

PM5-301

PM5-301

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative or other major route alternatives to the south provide a
substantial environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding
segment of the proposed route and did not recommend they be incorporated
as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM35-301
(cont’d)

PM5-302

PM5-303

PM5-302

PM5-303

The Natural Gas Act gives the Commission the authority to, among other
things, establish rates on the interstate transmission of natural gas. In
evaluating whether a project is in the public convenience and necessity, the
Commission’s goal is to give appropriate consideration to many different
factors, including the economics of the proposal, the avoidance of
unnecessary disruptions to the environment, and the exercise of eminent
domain. More information on how the Commission evaluates a project is
included in section 1.1 of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s
Statement of Policy on the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas
Pipeline Facilities, which can be found on the FERC website at
http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-reg/PL99-3-000.pdf. Clarifying
statements can be found by replacing “000” in the URL with “001” and “002.”

Thank you for your comment. The socioeconomic impacts of the Projects,
including tax revenue estimates, are discussed in section 4.10.9 of the final
EIS.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-303
(cont’d)

PM5-304

PM5-304

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route

Variations.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-304
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-304
(cont’d)

PM5-305

PM5-305

See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route

Variations.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-305
(cont’d)

PM5-304
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-305
(cont’d)

PM5-304
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-304
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-304
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-304
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-305
(cont’d)

PM5-306

PM5-306

Section 2.6.2 states NEXUS and Texas Eastern have indicated they would not
need to maintain vegetation (i.e., mow) within the 50-foot-wide permanent
right-of-way in most land use types (including pasture land). However, in
accordance with NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s construction and restoration
plans, routine vegetation maintenance clearing of the permanent right-of-way
is allowed but would not be done more frequently than every 3 years. To
facilitate periodic corrosion and leak surveys, a corridor not exceeding 10 feet
in width centered on the pipeline may be maintained annually in an
herbaceous state. In no case would routine vegetation maintenance clearing
occur between April 15 and August 1 of any year. Vegetation management is
discussed further in section 4.5.2. Additionally, as described in Section 4.9.2,
NEXUS has a landowner hotline through which landowners can call to
discuss concerns, including potential noise impacts and disturbances to horse
and cattle during construction and operations.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-306
(cont’d)

PM5-307

PM5-308

PM5-307
PM5-308

See response to comment PMS5-306.

FERC staff evaluated numerous route alternatives for the Projects to
determine if the route alternatives would avoid or reduce impacts on
environmentally sensitive resources. As discussed in section 3.0 of the EIS,
the analysis of alternatives is based on information provided by NEXUS and
Texas Eastern, as well as input from cooperating agencies, public scoping,
site visits, and our own assessments. The purpose of publishing a draft EIS
prior to issuing a final EIS is to obtain additional input from the stakeholders,
including the applicant, on issues they find important. NEXUS has provided
additional input on alternatives that are evaluated in section 3.0 of the EIS.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-308
(cont’d)

PM5-309

PM5-309

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the

proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-309
(cont’d)

PMS5-310

PM5-310

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM35-310
(cont’d)

PM5-311

PM5-312

PM5-313

PM5-311

PM5-312
PM5-313

See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of potential impacts and mitigation on
groundwater and wells.

Comment noted.

Farming and grazing would be prohibited within the work area during
construction. Where necessary, landowners would be compensated for lost
crop production and may need to make alternative arrangements for grazing.
Following construction, impacted farm land (except certain specialty crops,
such as fruit and Christmas trees) would be restored to pre-construction
conditions allowing continued use of the land for farming and grazing. See
section 4.9 for a more detailed discussion of land use impacts and mitigation.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-314

PMS5-315

PM5-314

PM5-315

Pipeline safety in the proximity to residential development is a primary
concern raised by many stakeholders. DOT safety standards are intended to
ensure adequate protection regardless of proximity to development. The
pipelines and aboveground facilities associated with the NGT and TEAL
Projects must be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained in
accordance with these safety standards. See section 4.13 for a discussion of
pipeline reliability and safety.

See discussions in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 regarding protocols for
handling of fuels, lubricants, and other substances to avoid or minimize
releases, and mitigation strategies if necessary.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-316

PM5-317

PM5-316

PM5-317

FERC does not provide input on the selection of subcontractors used by the
applicants. However, landowners reserve the option to conduct pre- and post-
construction testing of water wells using the vendors they choose.

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-318

PM5-319

PM5-318

PM5-319

The impact radius, as defined in pipeline safety regulations at 49 CFR 192,
would be 943 feet.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative or other major route alternatives to the south provide a
substantial environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding
segment of the proposed route and did not recommend they be incorporated
as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-319
(cont’d)

PM5-320

PM5-321

PM5-320
PM5-321

See section 3.5 for an analysis of aboveground facility locations.

Volatile organic compound emissions from the compressor station would be
limited since they will meet state and federal air quality standards, and any
emissions would rapidly disperse and be diluted. Moreover, given their
volatility, the level at which these compounds would partition into meteoric
water would be negligible, and therefore would not impact the quality of
receiving surface waters or groundwater.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-322

PM5-323

PM5-324

PM5-322
PM5-323

PM5-324

Comment noted.

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative or other major route alternatives to the south provide a
substantial environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding
segment of the proposed route and did not recommend they be incorporated
as part of the Projects.

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-324
(cont’d)

PM5-325

PM5-326

PM5-325
PM5-326

See response to comment PMS5-323.

Section 4.13.1 addresses safety standards for pipelines in populated areas. As
described in the EIS, NEXUS would develop a Public Awareness Program as
outlined in 49 CFR 192.616, which would provide information and outreach
to the affected public, emergency responders, and public officials. In
addition, NEXUS would implement voluntary safety measures along its
pipeline that exceed DOT requirements. Section 4.12.1.3 addresses air
quality impacts associated with the Wadsworth Compressor Station, which
would comply with the NAAQS.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-326
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-326
(cont’d)

PM5-327

PM5-328

PM5-327
PM5-328

See section 4.4 for a discussion of wetland impacts and mitigation.

As discussed in section 4.6.7, the Projects' would have some impacts on
wildlife; however, those impacts would not be expected to be significant.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-328
(cont’d)

PM5-329

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-329
(cont’d)

PM5-330

PM5-329

PM5-330

Comment noted. As discussed in Section 4.9.12, installation of the
compressor stations would permanently convert 119.9 acres of land into

industrial/commercial land.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-330
(cont’d)

PM5-331

PM5-331

Safety standards are discussed in section 4.13.1.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-331
(cont’d)

PM5-332

PM5-333

PM5-332

PM5-333

Comment noted. See section 3.3.3 for a discussion of impacts on parks
associated with City of Green Route Alternative as compared to the
corresponding section of the proposed route.

See section 3.5 for a discussion of alternative compressor station sites. In
general, the compressor stations are located on large parcels of land in semi-
rural areas.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-333
(cont’d)

PM5-334

PM5-334

NEXUS filed site-specific compressor station visual screening plans in
August 2016. Per these plans, the Wadsworth Compressor Station will be
screened on the northern and western sides by tree plantings.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-334
(cont’d)

PM5-335

PM5-335

NEXUS filed site-specific compressor station visual screening plans in
August 2016. Per these plans, the Wadsworth Compressor Station will be
screened on the northern and western sides by tree plantings.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-336

PM5-337

PM5-336
PM5-337

See the response to comment CO8-17.

Section 4.12.2.2 addresses low frequency noise and vibrations.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-337
(cont’d)

PM5-338

PM5-338

The impact radius was appropriately calculated as defined in regulations at 49

CFR 192.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-338
(cont’d)

PM5-339

PM5-340

PM5-339
PM5-340

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-340
(cont’d)

PM5-341

PM5-341

Comments noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it (along with an alternative compressor station site) be
incorporated as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-341
(cont’d)

PM5-342

PM5-342

See response to comment PMS5-341.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-342
(cont’d)

PM5-343

PM5-343

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-343
(cont’d)

PM5-344

PM5-345

PM5-346

PM5-344

PM5-345

PM5-346

Section 2.3.1.3 of the EIS discusses trenching and bury depth. The trench
would be excavated to a depth that would provide sufficient cover over the
pipeline in accordance with DOT standards in 49 CFR 192.237.

Section 4.13 addresses pipeline safety impacts. Pipeline over-pressure
protection, including release valves, are intended to ensure safe operating
conditions.  Section 4.12.1.3 provides blowdown methane emissions
associated with the Projects, which would not be significant. Regarding
Boyle’s Law, this principle applies to closed systems, which would not be the
case during a blowdown event. In addition, the quantity of the gas evacuated
from the pipeline would not change with a change in pressure.

Section 4.12.1.3 provides blowdown methane emissions for the NGT and
TEAL Projects. Emergency pipeline blowdowns are unplanned and the
primary goal is safety. Pipeline blowdown events do not occur frequently and
would not be significant.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-346
(cont’d)

PM5-347

PM5-347

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-348

PM5-349

PM5-348
PM5-349

Comment noted.

See section 3 of the EIS for an analysis of system alternatives, major route
alternatives, minor route variations, and aboveground facility site alternatives.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMS — Public Meeting in Wadsworth, OH (cont’d)

PM5-349
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PMG6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio

PM6-1

PM6-1

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-2

PM6-2

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



651C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-3

PM6-3

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-4

PM6-4

See section 3.4.5 for a discussion of the Route 21 Route Variation.

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-5

PM6-5

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.
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PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-6

PM6-7

PM6-6
PM6-7

Comment noted.

As discussed in section 4.9.3, if an easement cannot be negotiated with a
landowner and the Projects have been certificated by FERC, then NEXUS and
Texas Eastern may use the right of eminent domain granted to it under Section
7(h) of the NGA and the procedure set forth under the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure (Rule 71A) to obtain the areas needed for construction and
operation.

Public Meetings Comments



Yo1C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



S91C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-8

PM6-8

Section 4.9.7.3 discusses comments received from the City of Green
expressing concern over past dumping at Ariss Park.

Public Meetings Comments



991C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-9

PM6-9

See section 1.5 for a discussion of local zoning. FERC encourages
cooperation between NEXUS and Texas Eastern and state and local
authorities; however, state and local agencies, through the application of state
and local laws, may not prohibit or unreasonably delay the construction or
operation of facilities approved by FERC.

Public Meetings Comments



L91T-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-10

PM6-11

PM6-10

PM6-11

Not all mines provide suitable habitat for protected bat species. A desktop
review and portal surveys were conducted in 2015 and 2016 to identify
potentially suitable bat hibernacula based on survey protocols submitted to
FWS. See section 4.8.1.1 for a discussion of portal surveys and
presence/absence surveys for protected bat species.

Noxious and invasive species mitigation measures are discussed in section
4.5.4 and the NEXUS and Texas Eastern /SMPs.

Public Meetings Comments



891C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



691C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-12

PM6-13

PM6-12

PM6-13

See section 4.4.3.1 of the EIS. All Category 3 wetlands along the NGT Project
would be crossed using HDD techniques to minimize impacts on vegetation,
soil, and hydrology. Furthermore, appropriate wetland mitigation procedures
would be conducted in accordance with all permits and approvals from the
USACE, OEPA, and MDEQ.

As indicated in section 4.4.1 of the EIS, the functionality of wetlands in Ohio
was assessed and quantified in accordance with OEPA’s ORAM for Wetlands
V.5.0.

Public Meetings Comments



0LTC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-14

PM6-15

PM6-14

PM6-15

Only one of five wetlands within the vicinity has been field delineated (C15-
113), while the other wetlands (AWB-SU-221, 222, 203, and 204) were
analyzed using desktop assessment procedures. Wetland C15-113 was
classified as a Category 2 wetland, and is being avoided by the route. The
desktop delineated features were estimated as Category 2 wetlands, based on
desktop analyses. However, the applicant should field verify wetlands AWB-
SU-221, 222, 203, and 204 to obtain an accurate ORAM score, and file with
the Secretary and updated Wetland Delineation Report, NWP 12 Pre-
Construction Notification, and Wetland Mitigation Plan, as applicable.

Note to commenter: There are many metrics analyzed when scoring wetlands
in accordance with the ORAM including wetland size, land use, buffers,
hydrology, habitat alteration, development, adjacent wetland communities,
topography, and vegetation characteristics. While hydrology is the highest
weighted metric (up to 30% of total ORAM score), hydrology or connectivity
scores alone do not classify wetlands as Category 3 wetlands. Additionally,
Singer Lake Bog is not listed on the ORAM Summary or Categorization
Worksheet.

Topsoil segregation is discussed in section 2.3.1.2 and the E&SCP. Noxious
and invasive species mitigation measures are discussed in section 4.5.4 and
the NEXUS/Texas Eastern ISMPs.

Public Meetings Comments



ILT1C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-15
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



CLITd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-16

PM6-17

PM6-16

PM6-17

Comment noted. Section 4.10.9.1 has been updated to reflect
acknowledgement of Cleveland State University Study.

In Section 4.9.4.2, the FERC has conditioned the applicant to provide an
update on consultations with developer(s) regarding development
construction timing and any requested mitigation measures for any planned
developments that are crossed by the NGT Project and listed in Appendix K-
3. This would include the unknown status of the Ariss Park Master Plan.

Public Meetings Comments



LI

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-17
(cont’d)

PM6-18

PM6-18

Section 4.4.3.1 indicates that, since the NGT Project will not directly cross
the Singer Lake Bog, no direct impacts to this feature are anticipated.
Additionally, see Sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 regarding the mitigation
procedures that will be implemented to protect the hydrology of groundwater
and surface water, respectively.

Public Meetings Comments



YLIT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-19

PM6-19

Sections 4.1.3 and 4.1.5 address the potential for abandoned underground

mines and mine subsidence.

Public Meetings Comments



GLITY

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-20

PM6-20

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



9L1T-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-21

PM6-21

The permanent right-of-way will be kept clear of trees, but all other areas will
be allowed to regenerate. The determination of effect for the Indiana bat has
been updated based on survey results and consultations with FWS. See section
4.6 for a discussion of restoration of the right-of-way, and section 4.8.1.1 for
a discussion of the Project's potential impacts on Indiana bat.

Public Meetings Comments



LLTT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



8L1TY

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-17
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6L1Cd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-22

PM6-22

As discussed in section 3.3.3, we recognized the need for a more detailed
routing analysis in the draft EIS of the City of Green Route Alternative to
avoid forested areas and other impacts. We requested that NEXUS make
route adjustments and realignments to the City of Green Route Alternative in
order to minimize impacts on residences, forests, and other environmental
resources. During the draft EIS comment period, NEXUS filed a “Revised”
City of Green Route Alternative incorporating 37 changes to the original route
alternative. NEXUS' Revised City of Green Route Alternative is evaluated in
section 3.3.3.

Public Meetings Comments



081C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



I81C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

R

PM6-23

PM6-23

As discussed in section 4.10.9, the long-term positive economic impacts from
the NGT Project include an increase in ad valorem property taxes. As we
point out in section 3.3.3, the Cleveland State University study suggesting
large losses in property taxes due to land being taken out of development is
flawed. The study appears to assume all developable property would be
actualized to its maximum potential within 50 years, and that parts of the City
of Green development code would be amended in 10 years to allow an even
greater density of development than is currently allowed. Both of these
assumptions are exceptionally speculative.  Furthermore, the analysis
assumes that property or portions of property could not be developed after
pipeline installation, insinuating that driveways or roads cannot be
constructed over a pipeline and, therefore, certain portions of the property that
otherwise would have been developed become “cut off” from development.
This is not necessarily true because it is possible to install roads and driveways
over pipelines. The pipeline easement generally restricts constructing
permanent or immobile buildings or planting/growing trees within 25 feet of
the pipeline, but otherwise does not completely restrict use of the property.

Public Meetings Comments



81c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-24

PM6-24

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€81c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-25

PM6-26

PM6-25
PM6-26

Section 4.13 addresses pipeline safety and class location definitions.

See sections 4.3.2 and 4.9.7.3 for a discussion of impacts on the Nimisila
Reservoir, Ariss Park, and Singer Lake Bog.

Public Meetings Comments



¥81C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-27

PM6-27

Comment noted. We do not agree that the entire Lot 21 of CAK International
Business Park 3 is entirely undevelopable. Our review suggest that more than
8 acres of the parcel could be developed.

Public Meetings Comments



G81C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



981C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-28

PM6-28

Workforce numbers have been revised in section 2.4.

Public Meetings Comments



L81Td

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



881C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-29

PM6-30

PM6-29

PM6-30

Section 4.3.1.2 addresses restoration of the ground surface to restore pre-
construction overland flow patterns. Impacts and mitigation pertaining to
flooding and flash floods are addressed in section 4.1.5.7.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



681C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



061C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-31

PM6-31

See section 4.6 for a discussion of potential impacts on wildlife species.
Mitigation to reduce impacts is also discussed in this section.

Public Meetings Comments



I161C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-32

PM6-33

PM6-32
PM6-33

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Section 4.13.1 of the EIS explains that Commission sites natural gas pipelines
in cooperation with the DOT, which establishes and maintains pipeline safety
regulations and does not require a setback for natural gas pipelines. The
FERC has no authority to require a minimum setback.

Public Meetings Comments



c61cd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-34

PM6-34

See section 4.13 for a discussion of pipeline reliability and safety.

Public Meetings Comments



€olcd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-35

PM6-35

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



v61C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



S6l1c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-36

PM6-36

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



961C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-37

PM6-37

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



L61Td

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-38

PM6-38

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



861C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-39

PM6-39

Section 4.13.1 of the EIS explains that Commission sites natural gas pipelines
in cooperation with the DOT, which establishes and maintains pipeline safety
regulations and does not require a setback for natural gas pipelines. The
FERC has no authority to require a minimum setback.

Public Meetings Comments



661C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-39
(cont’d)

PM6-40

PM6-40

NEXUS received information from the City of Green on past use of the Ariss
Park property, current and proposed use of the property, and information
regarding the detailed soil testing that was conducted prior to their work to
develop a portion of the park site. As stated in Section 4.9.7.3, test results to-
date have not detected soil contamination. In the event contaminated media
is encountered during construction, NEXUS would stop work and contact the
appropriate state and federal agencies and would develop a site-specific
Hazardous Waste Management Plan in consultation with applicable agencies
to address management and disposal of hazardous materials in accordance
with applicable regulations.

Public Meetings Comments



00¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-41

PM6-41

See sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.4.2 of the EIS. Effects to wetland hydrology will
be temporary, and furthermore, the majority of construction for the NGT
Project would occur above the water table. In areas when the water table
would be within the trench, ground water impacts will be temporary,
localized, and minor. Such temporary impacts include elevation and flow
alterations, and increased turbidity.

Public Meetings Comments



10¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-42

PM6-42

Table 3.3.3-1 has been updated to include the Ohio-to-Erie Trail.

Public Meetings Comments



0o

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-43

PM6-43

Section 1.1 discusses the Project purpose and need.

Public Meetings Comments



€0ccd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-44

PM6-44

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



Y0CC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-44
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



S0cc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-45

PM6-45

Pipelines are routinely and, in most cases, preferably located adjacent to
existing utilities, including power lines, to minimize environmental impact,
where possible. As discussed in section 4.13.1, NEXUS and Texas Eastern
would work implement an emergency response plan and work with
emergency responders, as required by 49 CFR 192 to minimize the impacts
associated with a pipeline incident.

Public Meetings Comments



90¢C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LOTTd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



80¢C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-46

PM6-46

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



60CC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



01¢cc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



11¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-47

PM6-47

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



[4¥44n:!

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



erced

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-48

PM6-48

Comment noted. Section 4.13.1 of the EIS explains that Commission sites
natural gas pipelines in cooperation with the DOT, which establishes and
maintains pipeline safety regulations and does not require a setback for natural
gas pipelines. The FERC has no authority to require a minimum setback.

Public Meetings Comments



y1¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



SIce-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



91¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



L1TTd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-49

PM6-49

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



81¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-50

PM6-50

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the

proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



61¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-51

PM6-52

PM6-51

PM6-52

Comment noted. Section 4.10.9.1 has been updated to reflect
acknowledgement of Cleveland State University Study.

Section 4.9.7 of the EIS addresses impacts to recreational areas as a result of

the proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



0ccc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



1ccc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



e

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-53

PM6-53

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€ceed

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



yTcc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-54

PM6-54

Comment noted. Section 4.13.1 of the EIS explains that Commission sites
natural gas pipelines in cooperation with the DOT, which establishes and
maintains pipeline safety regulations and does not require a setback for natural
gas pipelines. The FERC has no authority to require a minimum setback.

Public Meetings Comments



§eed

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-55

PM6-55

Only the area proposed for the NGT Project construction is reviewed for the
possible presence of protected species and habitats. Surveys may be required
to determine the presence or probable absence for certain species within a pre-
determined survey corridor. A review of an alternative route would likely
result in the possible presence of species as well. See section 2.0 for a
discussion of Project routing, and section 4.6 for a discussion of potential
Project impacts to wildlife species. See section 4.8.2 for a discussion of state-
listed threatened and endangered species.

Public Meetings Comments



9¢Cc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-56

PM6-56

Section 1.1 discusses the Project purpose and need.

Public Meetings Comments



LTTTd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-57

PM6-57

See the response to comment IND95-4.

Public Meetings Comments



8CCd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6CCCd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-58

PM6-58

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



0€ccd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



1€¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-59

PM6-59

Comment noted. Section 4.13.1 of the EIS explains that Commission sites
natural gas pipelines in cooperation with the DOT, which establishes and
maintains pipeline safety regulations and does not require a setback for natural
gas pipelines. The FERC has no authority to require a minimum setback.

Public Meetings Comments



ceced

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-60

PM6-60

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€eCed

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



yece-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-61

PM6-61

See the response to comment CO22-14.

Public Meetings Comments



STy

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-61
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



9¢Cc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-62

PM6-62

See the response to comment IND95-4.

Public Meetings Comments



LETTH

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-62
(cont’d)

PM6-63

PM6-63

See the response to comment IND95-4.

Public Meetings Comments



8¢Cd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6€CCd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-64

PM6-65

PM6-64

PM6-65

Comment noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed project
and concludes that the proposed route would represent a minor increase in risk
to public safety. This section also states that NEXUS would implement
appropriate safety measures based on population/pipeline Class locations.

Public Meetings Comments



0¥cc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-66

PM6-66

The proposed route crosses Ariss Park in an area that is present cultivated
field and woodland. It does not cross the park's maintained athletic fields,
which are about 1,200 feet to the north and northwest.

Public Meetings Comments



Ivcc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-67

PM6-67

Section 4.13 addresses pipeline safety and class location definitions.

Public Meetings Comments



wrec-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-68

PM6-69

PM6-68

PM6-69

See section 4.9.7 for a discussion on Portage Lakes State Park (Nimisila
Reservoir). The reservoir would be crossed using the HDD method.

Construction and operation of the Project are expected to have no impact on
dams. Impacts and mitigation pertaining to flooding and flash floods are
addressed in section 4.1.5.7.

Public Meetings Comments



eveed

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-70

PM6-70

See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water
supply wells and wellhead protection areas. Section 4.9.4.1 addresses the
process for identifying, repairing, and mitigating impacts to septic systems.
Table 4.9.3-4 lists known septic systems crossed by the NGT Project.

Public Meetings Comments



Yo

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-70
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



SYee-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



9rcc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



LYTT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-71

PM6-71

Construction and operation of the pipeline are not expected to impact septic
systems that are not within the construction zone. Section 4.3.1.2 addresses
restoration of the ground surface to restore pre-construction overland flow
patterns, and section 4.3.2.2 addresses restoration of stream beds and banks.

Public Meetings Comments



8¥cc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-72

PM6-72

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Public Meetings Comments



6¥Cc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



0sCc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-73

PM6-73

See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water
supply wells and wellhead protection areas.

Public Meetings Comments



16CC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



[454%:!

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-74

PM6-75

PM6-74
PM6-75

Comment noted.

Section 4.9.4.1 addresses the process for identifying, repairing, and mitigating
impacts to septic systems. Table 4.9.3-4 lists known septic systems crossed

by the NGT Project.

Public Meetings Comments



€5y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



ySCc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-76

PM6-77

PM6-76
PM6-77

Section 4.13 addresses pipeline safety.

Section 4.10.9 describes the economic benefits of the NGT and TEAL

Projects in the form of tax revenues.

Public Meetings Comments



geeed

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-77
(cont’d)

PM6-78

PM6-78

See the response to comment COS8-17.

Public Meetings Comments



96¢7c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-79

PM6-79

Section 4.10.9 describes the economic benefits of the NGT and TEAL

Projects in the form of tax revenues.

Public Meetings Comments



LSTT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-80

PM6-80

Section 4.13 addresses safety issues associated with the proposed
projects. Pipelines are routinely and, in most cases, preferably located
adjacent to existing utilities, including other pipelines, to minimize
environmental impact. Potential vibration impacts associated are addressed
in section 4.12.2. Through FERC’s dispute resolution service helpline, we
are aware that induced vibration, or a low frequency sound from pipelines,
has occurred at a limited number of natural gas facilities in the over 300,000
miles of transmission pipeline in the Unites States. However, we are unaware
of wide-scale cases of low frequency noise from natural gas transmission
pipelines. With hundreds of thousands of residents near natural gas pipelines,
we have seen no system evidence that natural gas pipelines are inducing noise
effects on local residences. This appears to be an isolated issue that continues
to be addressed through the dispute resolution service and landowner
helpline.

Public Meetings Comments



86CCd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-81

PM6-81

See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water
supply wells and wellhead protection areas. Section 4.9.4.1 addresses the
process for identifying, repairing, and mitigating impacts to septic systems.
Table 4.9.3-4 lists known septic systems crossed by the NGT Project.

Public Meetings Comments



657Cd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



09¢C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-82

PM6-82

See the response to comment IND95-4.

Public Meetings Comments



19¢C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-83

PM6-83

See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that will be used
to protect surface waters. Historically, the installation and operation of
pipelines adhering to proper mitigation procedures supports the conclusions.

Public Meetings Comments



97Cd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-84

PM6-84

See section 4.6 for a discussion of potential impacts on wildlife.

Public Meetings Comments



€9y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



Y9CC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-85

PM6-85

See section 4.8.1 for a discussion of potential NGT Project impacts on

sensitive species.

Public Meetings Comments



§9Tc-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-86

PM6-86

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the

proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



997C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-86
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



L9TT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



89¢C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



697C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-87

PM6-88

PM6-89

PM6-87

PM6-88
PM6-89

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the

proposed Project.

See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



0LTC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-90

PM6-90

See the response to comment IND95-4.

Public Meetings Comments



[LTC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-91

PM6-92

PM6-91
PM6-92

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



CLTTd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-93

PM6-94

PM6-93

PM6-94

See section 4.9.7.4 for a discussion of the Singer Lake Bog and anticipated
impacts from the proposed Project.

As stated in section 4.10.5, NEXUS would develop, maintain, and implement
emergency response plans as required by applicable DOT regulations.
NEXUS employees would join local emergency response personnel for
emergency drills to test staff readiness and identify improvement
opportunities.

Public Meetings Comments



€LTTY

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



YLTT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



GLTTd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



9LTT-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-95

PM6-95

There is no evidence to support this claim. PHMSA inspects pipelines
routinely throughout operation. Section 4.13.1 addresses safety standards
including those associated with schools.

Public Meetings Comments



LLTT-Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-96

PM6-96

See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that will be used

to protect surface waters.

Public Meetings Comments



8LTC Y

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



6L7Cd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-97

PM6-98

PM6-97

PM6-98

Section 2.2.1.1 discusses justification for why NEXUS cannot maintain
setbacks in certain areas - NEXUS has requested 1,358.1 acres of ATWS in
several locations due to the presence of wetlands, waterbodies, roads,
railroads, and utilities, and for other site-specific, construction-related
reasons. Appendix C-2 identifies where NEXUS has requested ATWS as well
as justification for the use of each.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



08¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-98
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



18¢C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-99

PM6-99

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the

proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



8Ccd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-100

PM6-101

PM6-100

PM6-101

Known septic systems crossed by the project are listed in Table 4.9.3-1.
Section 4.9.4.1 describes the process NEXUS would use to verify locations
of septic systems prior to construction, and measures that would be taken if
avoidance is not possible. Section 4.9.1.1 discusses how tree removal in
temporary construction workspaces would be allowed to reestablish as forest,
but not within the permanent 50-foot right-of-way. Visual impacts resulting
from vegetation removal on residential properties, including time required for
forested land to regenerate, is addressed in Section 4.9.10.

Comment noted.

Public Meetings Comments



€8¢

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



¥8CC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-102

PM6-103

PM6-102
PM6-103

Comment noted.

Comment noted. Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the

proposed Project.

Public Meetings Comments



G8¢Cd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



98¢c-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-104

PM6-104

See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that will be used
to protect surface waters. See discussion in section 4.3.1.2 regarding impacts

of leaks from a natural gas pipeline.

Public Meetings Comments



L8TTd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-105

PM6-105

The analysis of alternatives is based on information provided by NEXUS and
Texas Eastern, as well as input from cooperating agencies, public scoping,
site visits, and our own assessments. We compared each of the alternatives
to the Projects using the following three criteria:

* Does the alternative have the ability to meet the Projects’ objectives?
« Is the alternative technically and economically feasible and practical?

* Does the alternative offer a substantial environmental advantage over the
proposed Projects?

See section 3 for additional information regarding how alternatives are
evaluated.

Public Meetings Comments



88¢Cd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-106

PM6-106

Section 4.10.3 outlines the anticipated duration of construction workforce
jobs. NEXUS' and Texas Eastern's estimate of local hiring and payroll is just
an estimate. The source of final worker hires would depend on the existing
pool of available workers at the time of construction. This will include local
labor and trade expertise, including agricultural inspectors and train tile repair
professionals to the extent practicable.

Public Meetings Comments



68¢C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-107

PM6-107

See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to

groundwater resources.

Public Meetings Comments



06¢C-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



16CC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-108

PM6-108

See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water
supply wells and wellhead protection areas.

Public Meetings Comments



c6Ccd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



€6ccd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-109

PM6-109

Comments noted. Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.

Public Meetings Comments



Y6CC-d

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-109
(cont’d)

Public Meetings Comments



S6CCd

PUBLIC MEETINGS
PM6 — Public Meeting in City of Green, Ohio (cont’d)

PM6-110

PM6-110

See response to comment PM6-109.

Public Meetings Comments
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