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Federal Agencies 

FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
FA1-1 Comment noted.  See the responses to EPA's specific comments below. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 

 
 

 
 
 

 
FA1-2 Section 1.6 of the final EIS has been updated to include the additional permits 

and authorizations required for construction and operation within the DNPP. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-3 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments FA1-4 through FA1-73. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-4 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-5 The final EIS has been revised to incorporate the Denali Alternative into the 
proposed Mainline Pipeline route. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-6 AGDC has not proposed improvements to transportation, recreation, or utility 
infrastructure within or near the DNPP that would support induced growth or 
indirect land development.  The NPS would determine consistency with its 
applicable plans. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-7 See the response to comment FA1-2. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-8 AGDC would provide information to the EPA on wastewater discharges to 
surface waters within the DNPP (e.g., type, treatment processes, volumes, 
locations, rates, and frequencies) as part of its NPDES permit application for 
the Project.  See the updates to sections 4.3.2.4, 4.3.3.3, and 4.3.4.2 of the final 
EIS. 

 
 
 
 
 

FA1-9 See the responses to comments FA1-2 and FA1-8 and the updates to sections 
4.3.2.4 and 4.4 of the final EIS. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-10 Section 4.15.4 of the final EIS has been updated with additional information 
regarding the timing of permitting for temporary construction equipment and 
regulatory authority for these permits. 

 
 
 
 
 

FA1-11 The locations of emission-generating aboveground facilities for the Project 
have not changed due to the adoption of the Denali Alternative.  Therefore, 
there are no updates to the AQRV analyses provided in section 4.15.5 of the 
final EIS.  ADEC and FLMs will have opportunities to provide additional input 
on the impact assessment and mitigation or minimization measures during the 
PSD permitting process for the GTP and Liquefaction Facilities. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-12 See the response to comment FA1-11. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-13 See the response to comment FA1-5. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

FA1-14 Comment noted.  See the discussion in section 4.19.2.5 of the final EIS. 
 
 
 
 

FA1-15 Comment noted. 
 

 
FA1-16 AGDC has not proposed improvements to transportation or recreation 

infrastructure within or near the DNPP. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-17 Information on water use for the Project, including source locations, volumes, 
discharges, and BMPs, is provided in section 4.3.4 of the final EIS and in the 
Project Water Use Plan; instructions for accessing this plan are provided in 
table 2.2-1 of the final EIS.  AGDC would file a final Water Use Plan prior to 
construction that would evaluate the potential for reuse of hydrostatic test 
water, demonstrate that reuse of water has been applied where practicable, and 
provide updated information on water volumes, source and discharge locations, 
and water treatments.  Fish presence in source waters used for construction and 
mitigation measures for withdrawals from and discharges to these waters are 
described in section 4.7.1.6 of the final EIS.  Information on fish presence is 
also provided in the Project Water Use Plan.  See also the response to comment 
FA1-8. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-18 Waterbodies and wetlands crossed by the Project, including those within the 
DNPP, are identified in appendices I and K of the final EIS.  Waterbody and 
wetland crossing methods are described in section 2.2.2.2 of the final EIS.  
Specific construction methods for each waterbody crossing are provided in 
appendix I of the final EIS.  Impacts on waterbodies and wetlands are 
discussed in sections 4.3.2.4, 4.3.2.5, 4.4.2, and 4.4.3 of the final EIS.  A 
cumulative impacts analysis for waterbodies is provided in section 4.19.4 of 
the final EIS.  AGDC would construct the Mainline Pipeline through the DNPP 
beginning in late September (last month of the summer season) and continuing 
into winter.  Additional requirements for Project activities on DNPP lands 
could be included as conditions in the right-of-way permit issued by the NPS 
or the NPDES permit issued by the EPA for the Project. 

FA1-19 There are no proposed material sites within or adjacent to the DNPP. 
 
 
 

FA1-20 The Project does not include, and would not require, a natural gas lateral 
serving the DNPP and surrounding areas.  See the discussion in section 
4.19.2.5 of the final EIS. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-21 Safe operation of the pipeline falls under the jurisdiction of PHMSA.  
PHMSA's review of the offshore pipeline is ongoing.  To date, PHMSA has 
not determined that adverse impacts, based on AGDC’s design of the offshore 
pipeline, would require consideration of other designs or installation methods.  
See the updated discussion in section 2.2.2.2 of the final EIS regarding the 
status of PHMSA's review of the offshore pipeline. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-22 Impacts on Cook Inlet beluga whales are discussed in section 4.8.1.3 of the 
final EIS and section 7.4 of the Biological Assessment, which is provided as 
appendix O of the final EIS.  Safety measures that would be implemented for 
the pipeline are discussed in section 4.18.10 of the final EIS.  See the response 
to comment FA1-21. 

FA1-23 See the response to comment FA1-21.  Alternative construction methods 
evaluated for the shoreline crossing of Cook Inlet are discussed in section 
4.3.3.3 of the final EIS. 
 
 
 

FA1-24 See the response to comment FA1-21.  Safety measures that would be 
implemented for the pipeline are discussed in section 4.18.10 of the final EIS. 
 

FA1-25 Potential impacts associated with a breach of Suneva Lake Dam on the 
integrity of the Mainline Pipeline are addressed in section 4.1.3.10 of the final 
EIS.  Section 3.6.1.2 of the final EIS evaluates an alternative shoreline 
approach west of Boulder Point (i.e., the Cook Inlet West Alternative).   
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-26 AGDC would not dispose of dredged material in federal waters in either Cook 
Inlet or Prudhoe Bay so the MPRSA is not applicable to the Project.  See the 
updates to section 1.6.1.12 and table 1.6-1 of the final EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-27 The Sediment Characterization Report and Sampling Analysis Plan were filed 
as appendices to Resource Report 2 of AGDC’s application to FERC on April 
17, 2017 (Accession No. 201704175341).  While arsenic, chromium, nickel, 
and selenium levels were detected at concentrations exceeding the ADEC 
Method 2 Cleanup Levels for migration to groundwater, no potential 
contaminants were detected at concentrations above the associated screening 
levels identified in the COE User Manual.  As discussed in section 4.7.1.7 of 
the final EIS, dredging could increase turbidity and release contaminated 
sediments from the seabed in the short term, but examination of sediment 
samples collected in Cook Inlet sites in the general Project area indicates that 
sediments do not contain high levels of contaminants.  For this reason, the 
release of high levels of contaminants during dredging would not be expected 
in Cook Inlet.  With regard to dredge material disposal, AGDC has committed 
to testing dredged material in accordance with the User Manual.  If test results 
do not meet the standards in the manual, then no in-water placement would 
occur and dredged material would be beneficially reused or placed in approved 
upland disposal sites. 

FA1-28 As discussed in section 4.7.2.3 of the final EIS, due to the presence of heavy 
metals in sediment near the Marine Terminal in Cook Inlet, construction and 
maintenance dredging activities would cause localized effects on marine 
benthic invertebrates, which would be long term (because of the multi-year 
impacts). 

 
  



 

C
C

-219 

FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-29 Instructions for accessing AGDC’s modeling report, Sediment Modeling Study 
Material – Offloading Facility Construction, were provided in section 4.3.3.3 
of the draft EIS and likewise are provided in section 4.3.3.3 of the final EIS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-30 Impacts from and mitigation measures for the disposal of dredge material at 
the offshore disposal site are addressed throughout the final EIS, including 
sections 4.2.5.3 (sediments), 4.3.3.3 (marine waters), and 4.2.4.3 (benthic 
invertebrates).  Additional measures, including a requirement for a post-
construction dredged material disposal site monitoring plan, could be included 
as conditions to the COE’s Department of the Army authorization for the 
Project. 

FA1-31 The approximate location of the Class I UIC injection wells is depicted on 
figures 2.1.3-1 and 2.1.3-2 of the final EIS.  The anticipated waste streams 
from construction and operation of the GTP, including liquid waste streams, 
are provided in the Project Waste Management Plan.  Instructions for 
accessing this plan were provided in table 2.2-1 of the draft EIS and likewise 
are provided in table 2.2-1 of the final EIS.  AGDC has committed to 
constructing and operating the Class I UIC injection wells in accordance with 
applicable federal and state permitting programs.  The EPA's permitting 
program for Class I injection wells is discussed in sections 1.2.3 and 1.6.9 of 
the final EIS and the applicable permit is listed on table 1.6-1 of the final EIS. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 

 

 
FA1-32 The feed gas produced from the PTU and PBU contains CO2 and H2S.  These 

compounds would be removed from the feed gas at the GTP and sent by 
pipelines to the PBU for reinjection into the field.  Construction and operation 
of these pipelines would be part of the PBU MGS Project, which is discussed 
in section 4.19.2.2 of the final EIS as a nonjurisdictional facility. 
Excess hydrocarbons and CO2 produced at the GTP as part of normal plant 
operations would be flared through two flare stacks at the facility.  As 
discussed in section 4.15.3.1 of the final EIS, GTP operations would be subject 
to PSD permitting because facility emissions would exceed the 250 tpy 
threshold under this program.  The emissions from GTP operations identified 
in section 4.15.5.1 of the final EIS are based on AGDC’s proposed design for 
the facility.  The PSD permitting process requires a BACT analysis to identify 
appropriate control technologies for GHG emissions.  Depending on the 
specific BACT identified in the permit, operating emissions could be less than 
those identified in the final EIS.  EPA or ADEC could require an assessment of 
reinjection as part of the BACT analysis. 
Instructions for accessing the Project Waste Management Plan were provided 
in table 2.2-1 of the draft EIS and are provided in table 2.2-1 of the final EIS. 

FA1-33 Information on wastewater discharges is provided in the Project Waste 
Management Plan.  Instructions for accessing this plan were provided in table 
2.2-1 of the draft EIS and likewise are provided in table 2.2-1 of the final EIS.  
While AGDC has not specified the volume, type, frequency, rates, treatments, 
and disposal mechanisms for all wastewater discharges, this information would 
be developed by AGDC in preparation of federal (EPA) and state (ADEC) 
permits.  See the updates to sections 4.3.3.3 and 4.3.4.2 of the final EIS. 

FA1-34 Sections 4.3.3.3 and 4.3.4.2 of the final EIS have been updated to address this 
comment.  Prior to construction, AGDC would file updates to the Project 
Water Use Plan and Waste Management Plan, which would provide additional 
information on wastewater discharges during Project construction and 
operation.  Instructions for accessing this plan were provided in table 2.2-1 of 
the draft EIS and likewise are provided in table 2.2-1 of the final EIS.  AGDC 
has committed to obtaining and complying with the conditions of applicable 
permits for wastewater discharges. 

FA1-35 See the response to comment FA1-33.  Section 4.3.4.4 of the final EIS notes 
that wastewater discharges would be subject to APDES and EPA permitting.  
The permits required for wastewater discharges, including an APDES permit 
under Section 402 of the CWA, are listed in table 1.6-1 of the final EIS. 

FA1-36 The Project Waste Management Plan identifies sludge, food waste, filters, 
small amounts of medical waste, and general debris as types of waste that may 
be incinerated.  Estimated volumes of these wastes as well as estimated 
volumes of ash from incineration are also provided in this plan.  AGDC has 
committed to incinerating wastes and disposing of ash in accordance with 
applicable state and federal regulatory requirements.  Instructions for accessing 
the Project Waste Management Plan were provided in table 2.2-1 of the draft 
EIS and likewise are provided in table 2.2-1 of the final EIS. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

FA1-37 Hydrostatic testing is discussed in sections 2.2.2, 2.2.3, and 4.3.4 of the final 
EIS.  Estimated water needs for hydrostatic testing and locations of water 
sources and discharges are provided in section 4.3.4 of the final EIS (see tables 
4.3.4-3, 4.3.4-4, and 4.3.4-5).  Hydrostatic test water from the Gas Treatment 
Facilities and one test section of the Mainline Pipeline (section ML 1-A-01) 
would be discharged into two UIC Class I wells to be built at the GTP as 
discussed in section 4.3.4.4 of the final EIS.  The permits required for water 
needs and discharges for hydrostatic testing are identified in table 1.6-1 of the 
final EIS. 

FA1-38 The discharges referenced in this comment would result from Project 
operations at the LNG Plant.  Hydrostatic testing of the Liquefaction Facilities 
is addressed in sections 2.2.3.1 and 4.3.4.4 of the final EIS, the latter of which 
identifies the source and volume of water needed for testing and notes that the 
test water would be discharged to Cook Inlet via an outfall.  Section 4.3.4.4 
similarly addresses water needs and discharges for firewater testing.  Also see 
the response to comment FA1-37. 

FA1-39 Section 4.3.3.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment.  
Vessels traveling into State of Alaska or federal waters, including LNG 
carriers, are required to comply with Coast Guard regulations for BWM 
systems, including regulations for the control of invasive species. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

FA1-40 See the response to comment FA1-39. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-41 We recommended in section 4.1.3.10 of the final EIS that, prior to 
construction, AGDC file an ARD/ML Management Plan that includes details 
for surface and groundwater monitoring in areas of known moderate and high 
ARD/ML potential. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

FA1-42 Sedimentation impacts on fish downstream of waterbody crossings where the 
Mainline Pipeline would be installed using the wet-ditch open-cut construction 
method and applicable measures for mitigating impacts are discussed in 
section 4.7.1.7 of the final EIS.  Our recommendation for AGDC to conduct in-
stream construction within the timeframes provided by the ADF&G would 
minimize impacts on sensitive fish resources. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-43 See the response to comment FA1-42. 
 
 
 

FA1-44 Section 4.3.2 and appendix I of the final EIS have been updated to include 
additional waterbody information filed by AGDC.   
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-45 See the response to comment FA1-17. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-46 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-47 AGDC did not complete a functional assessment of wetlands in the Project 
area.  Such an assessment, if needed, could be required by the COE as part of 
the CWA Section 404 permitting process for the Project. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-48 AGDC provided wetland impact data for Project construction and operation.  
We assessed the duration of wetland impacts based on irreversible and 
irretrievable outcomes by activity.  For example, granular fill placement was 
assessed as a permanent impact regardless of whether the facility would be 
used for construction or operation, because the wetland would be permanently 
lost and would therefore be an irreversible loss.  Areas that would be disturbed 
by construction but not permanently filled would be restored over time in 
accordance with the Project Revegetation Plan, but the duration of impact 
would vary depending on the type of vegetation affected and by the length of 
the growing season as discussed in section 4.4.3.2. 

FA1-49 Direct and indirect impacts associated with the Project are collectively 
discussed as noted in section 4.0 of the final EIS.  Permanent impacts from the 
conversion of forested wetlands are discussed in section 4.4.3.2 of the final 
EIS, and fragmentation of wetlands is discussed in sections 4.4.2 and 4.4.3.2 of 
the final EIS.  See the responses to comments FA1-47 and FA1-48. 

FA1-50 Comment noted.  See the discussion in section 4.4.3.2 regarding granular fill 
placement, removal, and alternatives.  We recommended in section 4.2.4 of the 
final EIS that AGDC use timber/composite mats in place of granular fill in 
wetlands on slopes of 0 to 2 percent in areas where Mode 4 construction would 
occur, which would reduce some wetland impacts from fill placement.  AGDC 
would remove the mats upon completion of construction. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-51 Information on construction mode, construction season, and application area is 
provided in section 2.2.2 and table 2.2.2-1 of the final EIS.  See the response to 
comment FA1-50. 
 
 
 

 
 

FA1-52 See the response to comment FA1-50. 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-53 As discussed in section 4.4.5 of the final EIS, AGDC is consulting with the 
COE to determine the appropriate form of mitigation offsets for unavoidable 
impacts on waters of the United States, including wetlands; specific mitigation 
requirements for the Project have not been determined. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

FA1-54 Comment noted.  See the response to comment FA1-53. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 

 
 

FA1-55 AGDC proposes to leave granular fill for work pads and access roads in place 
after construction of the Project.  Permanently placing insulating foam material 
between the granular fill and underlying wetland surface would create a semi-
permeable layer that could increase ponding.  Site-specific work pad 
requirements, including thickness of the pads, would be determined during the 
detail design phase of the Project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-56 Comment noted. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-57 Section 4.2.5.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-58 See our analysis of the Mode 4 construction method in section 4.2.4 of the 
final EIS and our response to comment FA1-50 regarding granular fill.  As 
discussed in sections 2.1.3 and 2.1.4 of the final EIS, ice roads and pads would 
be used for construction of GTP infrastructure, the PBTL and PTTL, and 
Mainline Pipeline from MPs 0.6 to 86.6 and at MPS 475.9 and 476.1.  Control 
measures for fugitive dust are discussed in sections 4.2.4 and 4.15.4 of the final 
EIS and in the Project Fugitive Dust Control Plan.  Instructions for accessing 
this plan were provided in table 2.2-1 of the draft EIS and likewise are 
provided in table 2.2-1 of the final EIS. 

 
 

FA1-59 See the response to comment FA1-50. 
 

FA1-60 Based on information provided by AGDC, fugitive dust control efficiencies 
assumed for construction emission calculations ranged from 50 percent to 100 
percent.  A 100 percent control efficiency was assumed only for the GTP, 
PTTL, and Mainline Spreads 1-2 during the 6-month winter season (October-
April/May).  See the updates in section 4.14.4 of the final EIS regarding 
fugitive dust calculations. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-61 Section 4.15.3.1 of the final EIS describes the PSD permitting process.  
Section 4.15.3.3 of the final EIS provides the results of the preliminary PSD 
impact analysis completed by AGDC, which demonstrates that the PSD 
sources associated with the Project would not likely cause or contribute to a 
violation of the PSD increment.  Section 4.15.3.3 of the final EIS has been 
updated to clarify that the full PSD increment analysis is under review by 
ADEC as part of the PSD permitting process. 
 
 
 
 

FA1-62 Section 4.15.5 of the final EIS presents our analysis of the potential effects of 
Project emissions on Class I and Class II nationally designated protected areas.  
The visibility and deposition thresholds are screening levels.  When air quality 
modelling indicates an exceedance of these levels, additional reviews by the 
permitting authority (ADEC) and FLMs are triggered.  The air quality 
permitting process, currently being completed by ADEC, provides an 
opportunity to incorporate enforceable mitigation measures, if needed, based 
on input from FLMs.  Additional mitigation measures may be identified during 
the PSD permitting process to further minimize predicted visibility and 
deposition impacts on Class I and Class II nationally designated protected 
areas.  Table 4.15.5-28 of the final EIS has been updated to identify Tuxendi 
NWR as a Class I area. 
 
 

FA1-63 Section 4.15.4 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 
 
 

FA1-64 Section 4.15.3.1 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d)  
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-65 Section 4.15.5.3 of the final EIS has been updated to include estimated 
emissions associated with minimum, average, and maximum LNG carrier 
trips.  In addition, AGDC has developed an ambient air quality monitoring 
plan to monitor air quality in the vicinity of the Liquefaction Facilities during 
years where construction, startup, and operational activities could overlap. 

FA1-66 Section 4.15.5.3 and table 4.15.5-21 of the final EIS have been updated to 
address this comment.  Our analysis demonstrates that emissions from 
operation of the Liquefaction Facilities, including marine emissions, nearby 
sources, and background, would not cause or contribute to an exceedance of 
the NAAQS or AAAQS. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-67 Section 4.15.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 
 

FA1-68 Section 4.15.5.1 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-69 Section 4.19.2.5 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

FA1-70 Section 4.19 and appendix W of the final EIS have been updated to address 
this comment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-71 Section 4.2.5.2 of the final EIS describes the extent of impacts on permafrost 
due to the Project and provides an estimate of the CO2 equivalent emissions 
resulting from the loss of permafrost, both with and without climate change.  
Section 4.19.4.2 of the final EIS provides an analysis of cumulative impacts on 
soils and sediments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-72 Sections 2.5 and 4.18 of the final EIS describe the operation, maintenance, and 
safety procedures that would be implemented for the Project, including the 
Mainline Pipeline, to ensure the long-term stability and safety of the Project. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA1-73 Comment noted. 
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FA1 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 
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FA2 – U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA2-1 The COE’s Section 404(b)(1) analysis will be included with its record of 
decision for the CWA permit. 
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FA2 – U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (cont’d) 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

FA2-2 Section 1.6 of the final EIS has been updated to reflect the latest status of 
Project permits, approvals, and consultations. 

FA2-3 Table 1.6-2 of the final EIS has been revised to remove EO 13807 as it is not 
applicable to the proposed Project. 

FA2-4 Section 1.6.15 of the final EIS has been revised to reflect the AGDC’s 
adoption of the Denali Alternative into the proposed Project. 

FA2-5 We understand that BP has agreed to sell its Alaska businesses, including BP 
Exploration (Alaska), Inc., to Hillcorp Alaska with the transaction scheduled to 
be completed in 2020, subject to state and federal regulatory approvals.  As of 
the publication of this final EIS, the sale is pending and BP Exploration 
(Alaska), Inc. remains the owner of West Dock Causeway. 

FA2-6 Section 3.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
FA2-7 Section 3.3.1 and table 3.3.1-1 of the final EIS have been updated to address 

this comment. 
FA2-8 Figure 3.3.1-1 has been updated to address this comment. 
FA2-9 Section 3.3.2.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
FA2-10 Section 3.3.2.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment.  The 

Project construction schedule is provided in section 2.3 of the final EIS. 
FA2-11 Section 3.3.2.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
FA2-12 Section 3.3.2.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-13 Section 3.3.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 

FA2-14 Section 3.3.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

 
FA2-15 Section 3.3.6 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

 

FA2-16 The dredging channel referenced in the comment is associated with the 
Saltwater Treatment Plant Alternative as discussed in section 3.3.5 of the final 
EIS.  Figure 3.3.5-1 indicates that no dredging channel would be necessary for 
Dock Head 4. 

FA2-17 Table 3.6.1-1 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
FA2-18 Section 3.3.6 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
FA2-19 Section 3.6.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
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FA2 – U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (cont’d) 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

FA2-20 Section 3.8.1.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 

FA2-21 Section 3.8.1.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-22 Section 3.8.1.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 

FA2-23 Section 3.8.1.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 
 
 

FA2-24 Section 3.8.1.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 

FA2-25 Section 3.8.1.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 

FA2-26 Section 3.8.1.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
 
 

FA2-27 Comment noted. 

FA2-28 Section 4.3.2.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-29 See the updates to section 4.3.2.4 of the final EIS. 

FA2-30 See the updates to section 4.3.2.4 of the final EIS. 

FA2-31 Section 4.3.3.3 has been updated to address this comment. 
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FA2 – U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (cont’d) 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

FA2-32 See the updates to section 4.3.3.3 of the final EIS. 

FA2-33 Section 4.3.3.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-34 Comment noted. 

FA2-35 Section 4.3.3.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-36 Section 4.3.3.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-37 Sections 4.2.5.3 and 4.3.3.3 of the final EIS have been updated to address this 
comment.  See the response to comment CM6-4. 

FA2-38 Sections 4.2.5.3 and 4.3.3.3 of the final EIS have been updated to address this 
comment.  See the response to comment CM6-4. 

FA2-39 Section 4.4 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
FA2-40 The wetland terminology used in section 4.4.1.1 of the final EIS is based on 

Gallant et al., 1995. 
FA2-41 As discussed in section 4.4.1.2 of the final EIS, AGDC’s methodology did not 

map wetland boundaries, but instead determined the approximate presence of 
wetlands along the Project route.  For this reason, we have used the 
terminology “wetland determination” rather than “wetland delineation.”  
AGDC would conduct field verified wetland delineation surveys in the Project 
area prior to construction. 

FA2-42 Sections 4.4.1.4 and 4.6.2.1 have been updated to address this comment.  
AGDC has not quantified the abundance of pendant grass within the Project 
area. 

FA2-43 Section 4.4.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
FA2-44 Section 4.4.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-45 Section 4.4.3.1 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-46 Sections 2.1.4.3, 4.4.3.1, and 4.5.3.1 of the final EIS have been updated to 
address this comment. 
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FA2-47 Section 4.4.3.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-48 Comment noted. 

FA2-49 Section 4.14 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-50 Potential estimated impacts from the Fairbanks Lateral are disclosed in 
section 3.6.3 based on a similar pipeline lateral evaluated for the ASAP.  The 
infrastructure associated with any other potential future laterals, including their 
lengths and specific routes, are unknown  

FA2-51 See the response to comment FA2-50. 

FA2-52 Section 4.19.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-53 Section 4.19.2 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-54 Based on AGDC’s response to question 43 of our EIR dated February 15, 
2018, the East Gathering Line is not proposed for the Project (Accession No. 
20180611-5159). 

FA2-55 Section 4.19.2.1 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-56 Section 4.19.2.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-57 Section 4.19.2.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 
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FA2-58 Section 4.19.4.3 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-59 Sections 4.19.4.2 and 4.19.4.4 of the final EIS has been updated to address this 
comment. 

FA2-60 Section 4.19.4.4 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-61 Section 4.19.4.4 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-62 Section 4.19.4.6 of the final EIS has been updated to address this comment. 

FA2-63 We will work with the consulting parties to develop an agreement document as 
Project effects on historic properties are determined. 

FA2-64 In accordance with staff recommendation No. 8, AGDC would propose and the 
Director of the OEP would approve or modify the number of EIs assigned to 
each construction spread.  Approval would take into account the number of 
access roads, material sites, contractor yards, and other construction areas 
associated with each spread in addition to factors such as length of spread and 
number and extent of environmentally sensitive areas. 

FA2-65 Comment noted. 
FA2-66 Comment noted. 
FA2-67 Additional requirements for the wetland delineation reports could be included 

as conditions in the COE permit for the Project. 
FA2-68 Comment noted. 
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