
INDIVIDUALS
IND1004 – J. Wendell Brooks

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1004 – J. Wendell Brooks

Individual Comments

Seismic faults are discussed in section 4.1.IND1004-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1005 – Michael Steven Carter

Individual Comments

Mr. Friedman is correct.  Mountain Valley does not propose to 
export natural gas.

IND1005-1

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.IND1005-2

We have recommended a condition for the Project Order, that 
construction may not begin until all federal permits are obtained.  
The draft EIS was not released prematurely; it is the product of 
about two years of studies.  The Roanoke logperch is discussed in 
section 4.7.

IND1005-3

Archaeological sites are discussed in section 4.10.IND1005-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND1005 – Michael Steven Carter

Individual Comments

Smith Mountain Lake is discussed in sections 4.3 and 4.13.IND1005-5



INDIVIDUALS
IND1006 – Jacklin Clark

Individual Comments

Drinking water is discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.  FERC-
regulated underground welded steel natural gas transportation 
pipelines rarely leak.

IND1006-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1007 – Bill Clark

Individual Comments

Mountain Valley does not propose to export natural gas.IND1007-1

Jobs are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.IND1007-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1008 – Bridget Kelley-Dearing

Individual Comments

The Commission would determine the need for this project.IND1008-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1008 – Bridget Kelley-Dearing

Individual Comments

Climate change is discussed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the EIS.IND1008-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1008 – Bridget Kelley-Dearing

Individual Comments

Impacts on waterbodies and wetlands are discussed in section 4.3 
of the EIS.

IND1008-3

Renewal energy alternatives are mentioned in section 3.  Property 
values are discussed in section 4.9.  Safety is addressed in section 
4.12.

IND1008-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND1008 – Bridget Kelley-Dearing

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1009 – Pat Curran Leonard

Individual Comments

Restoration and revegetation, after the pipeline is installed, would 
be monitored by the FERC staff, our third-party contractor, and 
appropriate state and federal agency representatives.

IND1009-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1010 – Gretchen Link Dudley

Individual Comments

The MVP does not involve fracking.IND1010-1



Safety is discussed in section 4.13 of the EIS.  Flooding is 
discussed in section 4.3.  Smith Mountain Lake would not be 
adversely affected by the MVP.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1011 – Alden W. Dudley, Jr.

Individual Comments

IND1011-1



As the EIS concluded, the projects would not significantly impact 
environmental resources (except for the clearing of forest).  The 
Commission would decide on the public benefits of the projects.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1012 – Caroline A. Evans

Individual Comments

IND1012-1



Renewable energy resources as alternatives are discussed in 
section 3 of the EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1013 – Joan Fanning

Individual Comments

IND1013-1



FERC-regulated buried welded steel natural gas transportation 
pipelines rarely leak.  Jobs are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1014 – Samantha Evans

Individual Comments

IND1014-1



Safety is addressed in section 4.13 of the EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1015 – Patricia Curran Leonard

Individual Comments

IND1015-1

Flooding is discussed in sections 4.1 and 4.3 of the EIS.IND1015-3

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.IND1015-2



Mountain Valley would revegetate the right-of-way after pipeline 
installation with flowering plants that would be useful for 
pollinators like bees.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1015 – Patricia Curran Leonard

Individual Comments

IND1015-4

The project has nothing to do with fracking.  Fracking is a 
method of exploration and production, that is regulated by the 
states.  The pipelines are for the transportation of natural gas that 
is regulated by FERC.  Cumulative impacts are addressed in 
section 4.13 of the EIS.

IND1015-6

Bats are discussed in sections 4.5 and 4.7 of the EIS.IND1015-5



Safety is addressed in section 4.12 of the EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1016 – Robert Leonard

Individual Comments

IND1016-1



Steep slopes and karst terrain are discussed in section 4.1 of the 
EIS; endangered species in section 4.7.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1017 – William Lattea

Individual Comments

IND1017-1

Filling of wetlands is addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.IND1017-7

Mountain Valley has decided to use dry techniques to cross the 
Elk, Gauley, and Greenbrier Rivers.

IND1017-6

Renewal energy resources as alternatives are discussed in section 
3 of the EIS.

IND1017-5

Socioeconomic issues are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.IND1017-4

Geology is discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS; drinking water in 
section 4.3.

IND1017-3

Stream crossings are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS; aquatic 
resources in section 4.6.

IND1017-2



Section 4.3 of the EIS discusses domestic drinking water wells.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1017 – William Lattea

Individual Comments

IND1017-8

The potential for landslides is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.IND1017-11

Caves and karst features are discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS.IND1017-10

Impacts on aquatic resources are discussed in section 4.6 of the 
EIS.

IND1017-9



See section 2.7 of the EIS about abandonment.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1018 – Glenn W. Loveless

Individual Comments

IND1018-1

The U.S. Congress passed a law that provides the power of 
eminent domain to private companies that obtain a Certificate 
from FERC.

IND1018-4

The FERC is funded by Congress.IND1018-3

Karst is discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS.IND1018-2



Safety is discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1018 – Glenn W. Loveless

Individual Comments

IND1018-5



The Commission would decide about the public benefits of the 
projects.  Most pipeline impacts would be temporary or short-
term.

INDIVIDUALS
IND1019 – Janice Murray

Individual Comments

IND1019-1

Property issues are addressed in section of the EIS; visual 
resources in section 4.8.

IND1019-3

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.IND1019-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1019 – Janice Murray

Individual Comments

Comment noted.IND1019-5

The U.S. Congress passed a law that provides the power of 
eminent domain to private companies that obtain a Certificate 
from FERC.

IND1019-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND1020 – Paul F. Crawford

Individual Comments

As discussed in sections 2 and 4.8 of the EIS, Mountain Valley 
would restore landscaping after pipeline installation in residential 
areas.

IND1020-3

As stated in section 2.4.2, Merchantable timber would be cut to 
useable lengths and stacked on the edge of the right-of-way. 
Typically, cut timber would be disposed in accordance with 
landowner wishes; unless the Applicants purchase the timber as 
part of their compensation agreements.

IND1020-1

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS; wildlife 
in section 4.5.  The projects would not contaminate water or 
wildlife.

IND1020-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1020 – Paul F. Crawford

Individual Comments

Wetlands are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.IND1020-6

Erosion controls are outlined in sections 2 and 4.2 of the EIS.IND1020-4

Property values are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.IND1020-5

Safety is discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.IND1020-7



INDIVIDUALS
IND1020 – Paul F. Crawford

Individual Comments

Wildlife is discussed in section 4.5 of the EIS.IND1020-8



INDIVIDUALS
IND1021 – Emilie Owen

Individual Comments

The EIS concludes that the projects would not have significant 
adverse impacts on most environmental resources (excluding the 
clearing of forest).  Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 
of the EIS; air quality in section 4.11.

IND1021-1

Tourism is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.IND1021-1

Property rights is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.IND1021-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1022 – John and Mary Rueckert

Individual Comments

This letter is in the FERC’s public record.  Safety is addressed in 
section 4.12 of the EIS.

IND1022-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1022 – John and Mary Rueckert

Individual Comments

Blasting is addressed in sections 2, 4.1, and 4.2 of the EIS.  We 
have recommended that the Commission Order include a 
condition that Mountain Valley develop a landowner complaint 
resolution process.

IND1022-2

Economic benefits are discussed in section 4.9.IND1022-7

Sections 1, 2, and 3 include a discussion of route selection.IND1022-6

Property values are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS; safety in 
section 4.12.

IND1022-5

Underground pipelines can cross ravines; and must be buried 
below scour depth.

IND1022-4

Impacts on wells are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.  
Mountain Valley must repair or replace your well to pre-
construction conditions. 

IND1022-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND1023 – Joseph and Belinda Webb

Individual Comments

The ANST and BRP are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS.IND1023-3

Safety is discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.IND1023-2

Sections 4.3 of the EIS discusses water resources; air quality in 
section 4.11.

IND1023-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1023 – Joseph and Belinda Webb

Individual Comments

Mountain Valley should be able to mitigate most environmental 
damage.

IND1023-5

The Commission would determine public need in keeping with 
the NGA.

IND1023-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND1024 – Constance Abraham

Individual Comments

Air quality is discussed in section 4.11 of the EIS; water 
resources in section 4.3; and safety in section 4.12.

IND1024-2

Jobs are discussed in section 4.9.IND1024-3

The EIS discusses climate change in sections 4.11 and 4.13.IND1024-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1024 – Constance Abraham

Individual Comments

The U.S. Congress passed a law that provides the power of 
eminent domain to private companies that obtain a Certificate 
from FERC.

IND1024-9

The final EIS would revise the draft.IND1024-10

FERC-regulated underground welded steel natural gas 
transportation pipelines rarely leak.IND1024-8

Jobs are discussed in section 4.9.IND1024-4

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3.IND1024-5

Air and noise are discussed in section 4.11; safety in section 4.12.IND1024-6

The Commission would decide whether or not the projects are 
needed.

IND1024-7

Measures to stabilize slopes are discussed in sections 2 and 4.1.IND1024-11



INDIVIDUALS
IND1025 – Thomas J. Berlin

Individual Comments

Impacts on forest are discussed in section 4.4 of the EIS.IND1025-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1025 – Thomas J. Berlin

Individual Comments

Mountain Valley indicated it would not use herbicides, unless 
required by landowners.

IND1025-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1026 – Dianne L. Broussard

Individual Comments

Our EIS discusses noise in section 4.11; and visual resources in 
section 4.8.

IND1026-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1026 – Dianne L. Broussard

Individual Comments

The EIS was prepared by professional independent scientists who 
work for FERC and cooperating agencies.

IND1026-2

Section 4.1 of the EIS, which discusses karst, was prepared by 
expert professional geologists.

IND1026-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND1026 – Dianne L. Broussard

Individual Comments

Safety is discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.IND1026-4

Karst is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.IND1026-5



INDIVIDUALS
IND1026 – Dianne L. Broussard

Individual Comments

The EIS concludes that there would not be significant adverse 
impacts on most environmental resources (except for the clearing 
of forest).  The Commission would decide whether or not to 
authorize these projects.

IND1026-6



INDIVIDUALS
IND1026 – Dianne L. Broussard

Individual Comments

Karst is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS; water resources in 
section 4.3.

IND1026-7

See the response to comment IND95-1 regarding the JNF.
Forests and wildlife are discussed in sections 4.4 and 4.5 of the
EIS, respectively.

IND1026-8



INDIVIDUALS
IND1026 – Dianne L. Broussard

Individual Comments

Impacts on water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the 
EIS; vegetation in section 4.4; and wildlife in section 4.5.

IND1026-9



INDIVIDUALS
IND1026 – Dianne L. Broussard

Individual Comments

Safety is discussed in section 4.12.IND1026-10

Impacts on water resources is discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS; 
karst in section 4.1.

IND1026-11



INDIVIDUALS
IND1026 – Dianne L. Broussard

Individual Comments

In March 2017, the WVDEQ issued a CWA Section 401 Water 
Quality Certificate to Mountain Valley.

IND1026-12



INDIVIDUALS
IND1027 – Anne M. Brown

Individual Comments

Mountain Valley proposes a nominal 125-foot-wide construction 
right-of-way.

IND1027-1

Mountain Valley proposes a nominal 125-foot-wide construction 
right-of-way.

IND1027-8

The projects would not prevent people from retiring to the area.IND1027-7

Property values are discussed in section 4.9.IND1027-6

Safety is addressed in section 4.12.IND1027-5

FERC-regulated underground welded steel natural gas 
transportation pipelines rarely leaks.  In such an unlikely event, 
natural gas is lighter than air and would dissipate into the 
atmosphere, and not contaminate water resources.

IND1027-4

Tourism is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.IND1027-3

Natural gas production has risen over the recent past.  These 
projects have nothing to do with fracking.  Fracking is used in 
exploration and production, which is regulated by states.  The 
MVP and EEP would be natural gas transportation pipelines, 
regulated by the FERC.

IND1027-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1028 – Carly Ann Brown

Individual Comments

Construction of the pipeline should not significantly affect the 
retreat center.

IND1028-1

Construction of the pipeline should not significantly affect the 
retreat center.

IND1028-3

Safety is addressed in section 4.12 of the EIS.IND1028-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1028 – Carly Ann Brown

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1029 – Anne Chopnak

Individual Comments

The location of the pipeline is illustrated on maps appended to 
the EIS.

IND1029-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1030 – James Clewell

Individual Comments

Historic farms would not be rendered unusable; in fact crops can
be grown over the pipeline right-of-way. Impacts on karst are
addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS; water in section 4.3; forest in
section 4.4. Seismic activity is discussed in section 4.1. They
have much bigger earthquakes in California, and natural gas
pipelines rarely break there during seismic events. The
Commission would decide if the projects would have public
benefits.

IND1030-1

See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding the 500-foot-wide
utility corridor in the JNF. See the response to FA11-12
regarding need.

IND1030-5

Karst is addressed in section 4.1.IND1030-4

See the response to comment IND95-1 regarding the JNF. IND1030-3

Springs are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.IND1030-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1031 – Patricia Ann “Cookie” Cole

Individual Comments

Impacts on water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the 
EIS.

IND1031-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1031 – Patricia Ann “Cookie” Cole

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1031 – Patricia Ann “Cookie” Cole

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1031 – Patricia Ann “Cookie” Cole

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1031 – Patricia Ann “Cookie” Cole

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1032 – Shirley Hall

Individual Comments

We find that Alternative 1 is not environmentally preferable to 
the proposed route.

IND1032-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1033 – Maury Johnson

Individual Comments

Leach Express has nothing to do with MVP; they are separate 
projects.

IND1033-1
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