
See the response to LA1-4 regarding existing pipelines in 
mountainous terrain.  The FERC Plan, which has been adopted 
by Mountain Valley, contains a series of erosion and 
sedimentation control measures as discussed in sections 2.4, 4.2, 
and 4.3 of the EIS.  Sedimentation effects and mitigation 
measures, including consideration of steep slopes, aquatic 
habitats, long-term maintenance, and routing, are discussed 
throughout the EIS.  Landslides and mitigation as described in 
Mountain Valley’s revised Landslide Mitigation Plan are 
discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS.  Factors that could potentially 
contribute to landslides are provided in appendix N.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-6



Loss of stream bank cover, including temperature changes, is 
discussed in section 4.6.2 of the EIS.  Removal of vegetation 
would not be permanent except at aboveground facilities and 
permanent (graveled) access roads.  Trees would recruit and 
regrow in temporary workspaces and the permanent right-of-way 
would be a grassy/shrub corridor.  Bottom Creek is discussed in 
sections 4.3 and 4.6 of the EIS. 

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-7



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The FERC’s public outreach process is summarized in section 
1.4 of the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-8



The FERC Plan, which has been adopted by Mountain Valley, 
contains a series of erosion and sedimentation control measures 
as discussed in sections 2.4, 4.2, and 4.3 of the EIS.  
Sedimentation effects and mitigation measures, including 
consideration of steep slopes, aquatic habitats, long-term 
maintenance, and routing, are discussed throughout the EIS. 

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-9



Mountain Valley would be required to obtain applicable permits 
and fulfil the requirements of the CWA Sections 401 and 404. 

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-10



The Roanoke logperch is addressed in section 4.7 of the EIS and 
in more detail in our BA.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-11



The comments about the American chestnut are noted.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-12



As stated in section 1.2 of the EIS, Mountain Valley did not 
design its facilities to transport natural gas to an LNG export 
terminal and stated that it does not intend to seek permission to 
export natural gas overseas as LNG from either the U.S. 
Department of Energy or the FERC.  See the response to CO16-1 
regarding eminent domain.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-13



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The comment regarding the EPA Clean Power Plan is noted.  As 
stated in section 3 of the EIS, because the purpose of the MVP 
and the EEP is to transport natural gas, and the generation of 
electricity from renewable energy sources or the gains realized 
from increased energy efficiency and conservation are not 
transportation alternatives, they cannot function as a substitute 
for the projects.  The FERC is the federal regulatory agency 
responsible for evaluating applications to construct and operate 
interstate natural gas pipeline facilities under the NGA. 

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-14



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The comments regarding power generation are noted.  Emission 
rates for compressor stations, potential impacts, and air quality 
permitting requirements are discussed in section 4.11.1 of the 
EIS. 

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-15



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



CAA permitting requirements and emission limits are set in order 
to be protective of the environment and human health.  These 
requirements and limits are discussed in section 4.11.1 of the 
EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-16



Fugitive methane leaks and safety are discussed in sections 4.11 
and 4.12 of the EIS, respectively.  Climate change, GHGs, and 
cumulative impacts are discussed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the 
EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-17



CAA permitting requirements and emission limits are set in order 
to be protective of the environment and human health.  These 
requirements and limits are discussed in section 4.11.1 of the 
EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-18



Environmental justice is analyzed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-19



Environmental justice is analyzed in section 4.9 of the EIS. 

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-20

Environmental justice is analyzed in section 4.9 of the EIS.CO89-21



Terrorism is discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-22



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



There are no deficiencies in the draft EIS documentation of 
potential impacts on Historic Districts.  See section 4.10.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-23



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The Blue Ridge Parkway Historic District is discussed in section 
4.10 of the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-24



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The Blue Ridge Parkway Historic District is discussed in section 
4.10 of the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-25



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The Blue Ridge Parkway Historic District is discussed in section 
4.10 of the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-26



The Blue Ridge Parkway Historic District is discussed in section 
4.10 of the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-27

The Blue Ridge Parkway Historic District is discussed in section 
4.10 of the EIS.

CO89-28

Invasive species are discussed in section 4.4 of the EIS.CO89-29

Invasive species are discussed in section 4.4 of the EIS.
CO89-30

Revegetation would not be considered complete until vegetation 
is similar in density and cover of non-nuisance vegetation to 
adjacent undisturbed lands.  The FERC would monitor 
restoration until it is deemed complete.  Comments were 
reviewed and incorporated into section 4.10 as applicable.

CO89-31



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The Coles-Terry Historic District is discussed in section 4.10 of 
the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-32



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The Coles-Terry Historic District is discussed in section 4.10 of 
the EIS.  The crossing of Bottom Creek is discussed in section 
4.3.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-33



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



The Coles-Terry Historic District is discussed in section 4.10 of 
the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-34



The Coles-Terry Historic District is discussed in section 4.10 of 
the EIS.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-35

Mountain Valley’s contractor (New South Associations) created 
the proposed Bent Mountain Rural Historic District.  This 
Historic District is discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.

CO89-36



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



Section 4.10 of the EIS indicated that the Virginia SHPO 
previously found  the Flora Farm (site 33-389) to be eligible for 
the NRHP. The farm house is about 879 feet away from the 
proposed pipeline. Mountain Valley applied its “Methods for 
Historic Architecture Criteria of Effects Assessment for Virginia” 
to site 33-389.  Task 2 – Step 2 of the assessment indicated that 
the viewpoint from the farmstead was inferior, and no further 
analyses are necessary.  The VADHR concurred with the Task 2 
assessment, finding that the MVP would have no adverse effects 
on the Flora Farm.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-37



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



Virtually the entire pipeline route in Franklin County was 
inventoried by Mountain Valley’s consultants, and site 44FR240 
was not mentioned in their archaeological survey reports.  This 
lead us to believe that site 44FR240 is outside of the APE.

COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments

CO89-38



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments



COMPANIES AND NGOs
CO89 – Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

COMPANIES AND NGOs Comments
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