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INDIVIDUALS
IND506 – Donald Wayne Jones

Individual Comments

Table 4.10.7-3 of the final EIS lists the Adlai Jones house and
pole barn (35-412-10) as 1,781 feet away from the pipeline;
Leffell house (35-412-11) 2,039 feet away; a cemetery (35-412-
465) 135 feet away; road trace (35-412-466); and the camper
cabin at the road trace (35-412-14) 2,712 feet away, all within the
Greater Newport Rural Historic District in Giles County,
Virginia. The ANST is discussed under the Jefferson National
Forest. Our description of surveys in Craig County in section
4.10 stated that Tetra Tech recorded the Fisher Cemetery as site
22-5039, while the John Jones rock walls, Denny Jones Farm,
and Bob Jones house were recorded as one combined site (22-
5040). Copies of the historic architectural survey reports are part
of the public record of this proceeding, and can be accessed by
anyone using the internet to retrieve data on our eLibrary system.
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INDIVIDUALS
IND507 – Rose Hirschy

Individual Comments

This does not appear to be a comment on our draft EIS.IND507-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND508 – Clifford A. Shaffer

Individual Comments

See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding Amendment 1. IND508-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND508 – Clifford A. Shaffer

Individual Comments

See the response to comment LA15-6 regarding the ACP Project
and the Appalachian Connector project. Cumulative impacts are
addressed in section 4.13. See the response to comment IND26-1
regarding installation of a second pipeline.
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INDIVIDUALS
IND509 – Susan McPartland

Individual Comments

Seismic issues are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS, drinking
water in section 4.3, tourism in section 4.9, and the ANST in
section 4.8. See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding
need. A programmatic EIS is discussed in section 1.3.

IND509-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND510 – Jennifer Janney

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. Habitats
are discussed in section 4.4 of the EIS. Historic Districts are
discussed in section 4.10 of the final EIS. The project would
generate temporary jobs, as explained in section 4.9. The ANST
is discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS. The purpose of the pipeline
is to transport natural gas; it has nothing to do with oil.

IND510-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND511 – Elizabeth Reeder

Individual Comments

As stated in section 4.4 of the EIS, both Mountain Valley and
Equitrans developed Migratory Bird Habitat Conservation Plans
to minimize impacts on bird species.

IND511-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND512 – Bruce M. Coffey

Individual Comments

IND512-1 The opposition to the LRMP amendments is noted.



INDIVIDUALS
IND513 – Thomas Bouldin

Individual Comments

See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding Amendment 1.  
The remaining comments are noted.
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INDIVIDUALS
IND513 – Thomas Bouldin

Individual Comments

See the response to comment FA10-1 regarding Amendment 2.IND513-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND513 – Thomas Bouldin

Individual Comments

See the response to comment FA10-1 regarding Amendment 3.IND513-3

See the response to comment FA10-1 regarding Amendment 4.IND513-4

See the response to comment FA8-1. We conclude that with
mitigation, the project is not likely to have significant impacts on
most environmental resources. The right-of-way would be
restored and revegetated following construction (see section 2.4.2
of the EIS). See the response to comment IND18-5 regarding
independent research. Appendix F provides detailed information
regarding each waterbody crossing for the projects. Earlier
waterbody filings by Mountain Valley were further refined due to
field surveys.
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INDIVIDUALS
IND514 – Isaac Witmer

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.IND514-1

Climate change and GHGs are discussed in sections 4.11 and
4.13 of the EIS.
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INDIVIDUALS
IND515 – Andrew Williams

Individual Comments

Visual impacts to the ANST are discussed in section 4.8 of the
EIS.

IND515-1

Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. Aquatic
resources are addressed in section 4.6 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.

IND515-2

See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
Tourism is addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

IND515-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND516 – Lee Ann Williams

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing and export.

IND516-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND516 – Lee Ann Williams

Individual Comments

The right-of-way would be restored and revegetated following
construction (see section 2.4.2 of the EIS). See the response to
comment IND70-1 regarding erosion.

IND516-2

Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. A
revised discussion of sedimentation and turbidity can be found in
section 4.3 of the final EIS. See also the response to comment
FA11-15 regarding sediment and turbidity modeling.

IND516-3

Air quality is addressed in section 4.11.1 of the EIS.IND516-4

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.IND516-5

Environmental justice is addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS.IND516-6

See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
See the response to comment IND36-2 regarding farming.

IND516-7

Climate change is addressed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the EIS.IND516-8



INDIVIDUALS
IND517 – Daniel Miller

Individual Comments

The commenter's statements are noted.IND517-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND518 – Eve B. Jenkins

Individual Comments

Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND155-2 regarding forest impacts. Visual
impacts are addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS. See the response
to comment CO14-3 regarding spills.

IND518-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND519 – Tina Smusz

Individual Comments

See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding extension of the
comment period. See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding
herbicides. See the response to comment FA11-15 regarding
sedimentation and turbidity modeling. See the response to
comment CO14-3 regarding spills and comment IND92-1
regarding leaks. Section 4.3 provides a discussion of the Spring
Hollow Reservoir.

According to Mountain Valley, black powder sludge is not a
concern for the MVP. Black powder forms in higher moisture
gas systems. Mountain Valley would transport gas with a low
moisture content.
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INDIVIDUALS
IND519 – Tina Smusz

Individual Comments

See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding Amendment 1. IND519-2

See the response to comment FA10-1 regarding Amendment 2.IND519-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND520 – Robin Austin

Individual Comments

Non-environmental Commission staff will make a determination
on whether to grant a party’s out-of-time intervention request.

IND520-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND521 – Georgia Lynn Banklow

Individual Comments

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.IND521-1

See the response to comment CO5-1 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS. Courts have found that plans do not
have to complete at the NEPA level (Robertson v Methow Valley
Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 [1989]), as long as they are
completed prior to construction, as indicated in our recommended
conditions. See also the response to comment LA1-4 regarding
existing 42-inch pipelines in mountainous terrain. See the response
to comment IND152-1 regarding third-party monitoring.

IND521-2

Climate change is addressed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the EIS.IND521-3

See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic 
fracturing.

IND521-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND522 – Owen Ingram

Individual Comments

The proposed pipeline route would cross the edge of the parcel
along the southern border of the agricultural field. Impacts on
agricultural land is discussed in sections 4.2 and 4.8 of the EIS.
See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding farming. See
the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic fracturing.

IND522-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND523 – Audrey Ingram

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND522-1 regarding Four Corners
Farm.

IND523-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND524 – Kristin Peckman

Individual Comments

The Poor Mountain Natural Area Preserve was listed in table
4.8.1-10 of the draft EIS. As indicated in table 4.8.1-10, the
proposed route would be about 3.4 miles from the Poor Mountain
Natural Area Preserve.

IND524-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND525 – Christine Ingram

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND522-1 regarding Four Corners
Farm. See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.
Organic farms are discussed in sections 2, 4.2, and 4.8 of the EIS.
See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

IND525-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND526 – Chris Selmer

Individual Comments

Impacts to the ANST are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS.IND526-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND527 – Amanda Page

Individual Comments

Underground, FERC-regulated, welded steel natural gas
transportation pipelines rarely leak. The MVP would not destroy
the country-side.

IND527-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND528 – Debra Staples

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.IND528-1

See the response to comment IND92-1 and IND179-2 regarding
leaks. Air quality is discussed in section 4.11.1 of the EIS.
Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 and soil in section
4.2 of the EIS.

IND528-2

See the response to comment IND241-1 regarding induced 
development.   

IND528-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND529 – Ischa Vingle

Individual Comments

Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy. After pipeline installation underground, the
right-of-way would be restored and revegetated as discussed in
section 4.4 of the EIS.

IND529-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND530 – S. Fisher

Individual Comments

The proposed pipelines would transport natural gas not oil. After
pipeline installation underground, the right-of-way would be
restored and revegetated as discussed in section 4.4 of the EIS.

IND530-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND531 – Mandy Campbell

Individual Comments

Impacts to the ANST and the roadless area are discussed in
section 4.8 of the EIS.

IND531-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND532 – Jamie J. Virostko

Individual Comments

Section 3.0 Alternatives discusses alternatives that would avoid
crossing the Jefferson National Forest.

IND532-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND533 – Emily Pfeiffer

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
After pipeline installation underground, the right-of-way would
be restored and revegetated as discussed in section 2 of the EIS.
Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.

IND533-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND534 – Rebecca Tisherman

Individual Comments

Impacts to the ANST are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS. The
draft EIS illustrated the correct proposed pipeline route crossing
of the ANST. See the response to comment LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS.

IND534-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND535 – Deborah Kushner

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND92-1 regarding leaks. See the
response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. Water
resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.

IND535-1

See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.
See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

IND535-2

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. System
alternatives are discussed in section 3.3 of the EIS.

IND535-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND536 – Kristina Webster

Individual Comments

The proposed pipelines would transport natural gas, not oil. We
conclude that with mitigation, the project is not likely to have
significant impacts on most environmental resources (except
forest). Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3
of the EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.

IND536-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND537 – Lynn Cameron

Individual Comments

The Roadless Area Conservation Rule and impacts to roadless 
areas under this regulation are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS. 
The Brush Mountain and Peters Mountain Wildernesses would 
not be crossed by the proposed MVP pipeline route. An analysis 
of visual impacts is presented in section 4.8.2 of the EIS. 

IND537-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND538 – Shari Farrar

Individual Comments

The proposed pipelines would transport natural gas, not oil. We
conclude that with mitigation, the project is not likely to have
significant impacts on most environmental resources (except
forest). The route would not cross the “Blue Ridge Skyline” but
would cross the Blue Ridge Parkway, as discussed in section 4.8.

IND538-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND539 – Amar Kakirde

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

IND539-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND540 – Molly Naffke

Individual Comments

Section 4.8 of the EIS provides a discussion of the ANST. A
discussion of low-income communities is provided in section 4.9.
See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

IND540-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND541 – Sharon Bouge

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND92-1 regarding leaks. The EIS
addresses wildlife in section 4.5, visual resources in section 4.8,
tourism in section 4.9, and pipeline safety in section 4.12. See
the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

IND541-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND542 – Mary Scott

Individual Comments

We conclude that with mitigation, the project is not likely to have
significant impacts on most environmental resources (except
forest). Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 and forest in
section 4.4 of the EIS. See the response to comment IND2-3
regarding export.

IND542-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND543 – Mark Reilly

Individual Comments

Section 4.8 of the EIS provides a revised discussion of the
ANST. See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding
wildlife.

IND543-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND544 – Maury W. Johnson

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND222-1 regarding bat surveys.IND544-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND545 – Maury W. Johnson

Individual Comments

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS; soils in
section 4.2. Wildlife is discussed in section 4.5. Property values
are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

IND545-1

See the response to comment IND401-5 regarding wells and
springs.

IND545-2

The EIS provides a discussion of wetlands and waterbodies in
section 4.3 and karst in section 4.1.

IND545-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND545 – Maury W. Johnson

Individual Comments

Steep slopes and landslides are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.IND545-4

The commenter's photos and videos are noted.IND545-5
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INDIVIDUALS
IND545 – Maury W. Johnson

Individual Comments

Cultural resources are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS;
geology in section 4.1; forest in 4.4; and water resources in
section 4.3.

IND545-6

See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion.

IND545-7



INDIVIDUALS
IND545 – Maury W. Johnson

Individual Comments

Houses could be built outside the permanent easement.IND545-8

Erosion is addressed in sections 2 and 4.2 of the EIS; springs in
4.3.

IND545-9



INDIVIDUALS
IND545 – Maury W. Johnson

Individual Comments

The commenter's statements regarding Ellison’s Ridge Road are
noted. See the response to comment IND288-3 regarding road
repairs.

IND545-10



INDIVIDUALS
IND545 – Maury W. Johnson

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND545 – Maury W. Johnson

Individual Comments

The areas of karst that were identified in the EIS were limited to
those areas that would be impacted by construction/operation of
the projects. The commentor’s videos and photos are noted.

IND545-11
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