
INDIVIDUALS
IND1061 – Pamela P. Humphrey

Individual Comments

The sessions to take comments on the draft EIS were formatted to 
allow for the most about of participation in the timeframes 
allotted.  All comments from the sessions are on the public 
record. Safety is addressed in section 4.12 of the EIS.  The EIS 
includes a recommendation that the Commission Order contain a 
condition that requires Mountain Valley to institute a compliant 
procedure.

IND1061-1

The proposed MVP pipeline route would be outside the 
boundaries of the Newport Historic District.  The pipeline would 
be about 430 feet away from the Newport Mount Olivet 
Methodist Church.  All of the resources within the indirect APE 
for the Newport Historic District and the Greater Newport Rural 
Historic District are listed on tables attached to our EIS.

IND1061-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1061 – Pamela P. Humphrey

Individual Comments

We do not support Mountain Valley; we regulate the company.IND1061-3

Dr. Kastning’s report is mentioned in section 4.1 of the EIS.IND1061-4

Property values are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.IND1061-6

In section 4.1, we discuss the underground connectivity of 
groundwater between caves; as documented by dye-trace studies.

IND1061-5



INDIVIDUALS
IND1061 – Pamela P. Humphrey

Individual Comments

Non-environmental FERC staff may address the Synaspe report 
in the Project Order.

IND1061-8

Alternatives are discussed in section 3.IND1061-9

See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding Amendment 1. IND1061-10



INDIVIDUALS
IND1061 – Pamela P. Humphrey

Individual Comments

Safety is addressed in section 4.12.  The pipeline is not a bomb.IND1061-11

The final EIS was produced by scientists who independently 
reviewed data.

IND1061-12



INDIVIDUALS
IND1062 – Carolyn Jake

Individual Comments

It is true that if an environmental review indicates that most 
impacts can be mitigated, and if there is documented customer 
demand for the transportation of natural gas, the Commission 
usually approves projects.  However, the Commission did 
recently deny a project proposed by Jordan Cove and Pacific 
Connector companies.  Mitigation plans for MVP and EEP are 
listed in section 2 of the EIS.  The No Action Alternative is 
discussed in section 3.

IND1062-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1062 – Carolyn Jake

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1063 – Roberta C. Johnson

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1063 – Roberta C. Johnson

Individual Comments

The MVP pipeline route would not cross the portion of Bottom 
Creek designated at Tier III.

IND1063-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1063 – Roberta C. Johnson

Individual Comments

The Procedures are discussed in section 2 of the EIS.IND1063-3

Endangered species are discussed in section 4.7 of the EIS.IND1063-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1064 – Mode Johnson

Individual Comments

The period for submitting comments on the draft EIS is not 
extended beyond 90-days.  Mountain Valley submitted 
supplemental information in October 2016, and the public had 
until the end of December 2016 to comment on that data, which 
is sufficient.  However, new landowners along the route 
modifications were provided an additional comment period 
ending February 21, 2017.

IND1064-2

Mountain Valley has adopted the Mount Tabor Variation as its 
proposed route; as discussed in the final EIS.  The alternative 
route proposed by the VADCR to avoid the Slussers Chapel Cave 
Conservation Site is evaluated in section 3 of the final EIS.  
Abandonment is discussed in section 2.7.

IND1064-1

Environmental data about the Mount Tabor Variation is included 
in the final EIS.

IND1064-3

Our analysis of the Mount Tabor Variation in comparison to 
other alternative routes in the area is provided in section 3.

IND1064-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND1064 – Mode Johnson

Individual Comments

The alternative route proposed by the VADCR to avoid the 
Slussers Chapel Cave Conservation Site is evaluated in section 3 
of the final EIS. 

IND1064-5

Abandonment is discussed in section 2.7 of the EIS.IND1064-6



INDIVIDUALS
IND1065 – Samuel L. Lionberger, Jr. 

Individual Comments

Comment noted.IND1065-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1065 – Samuel L. Lionberger, Jr. 

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1066 – Maura Lydon 

Individual Comments

The Commission would decide about public benefits.  The U.S. 
Congress granted the power of eminent domain to companies that 
obtain a Certificate from the FERC.  Water resources are 
discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS; safety in section 4.12.  
Mountain Valley proposes to only cross the Jefferson National 
Forest; and the FS would decide whether to approve that action.  
The MVP pipeline route would not go through the city of 
Roanoke.

IND1066-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1066 – Maura Lydon 

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1067 – Lauren Malhotra 

Individual Comments

Karst is discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS.  There are existing 
pipelines that safely cross karst terrain.  Safety is discussed in 
section 4.12.

IND1067-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1068 – Andrea A. Midkiff 

Individual Comments

While there have been no public hearings for the projects, the 
companies held 16 public open houses, the FERC held 6 public 
scoping meetings, and 7 public sessions to take comments on the 
draft EIS (see section 1.4 of the EIS about public participation).  
The Commission has not yet made its decision about the projects.  
Karst is discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS; water resources in 
section 4.3.  The U.S. Congress granted the power of eminent 
domain to private companies that receive Certificates from 
FERC.

IND1068-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1068 – Andrea A. Midkiff 

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1069 – JB Mixon 

Individual Comments

Comment noted.IND1069-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1070 – Marilyn Moody 

Individual Comments

Tourism is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS; forest in 4.4; and 
water resources in 4.3.  The MVP would not adversely effect the 
city of Roanoke.  Economic benefits are described in section 4.9.

IND1070-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1071 – Cynthia Munley 

Individual Comments

Economic benefits are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.  Visual 
resources are discussed in section 4.8.

IND1071-1

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3.IND1071-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1071 – Cynthia Munley 

Individual Comments

Water resources, including drinking water supplies, are discussed
in section 4.3 of the EIS. Applicants must repair and maintain
FERC regulated pipelines for the life of the pipeline. See the
response to IND70-1 regarding erosion.

IND1071-2

Steep slopes and caves are discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS.IND1071-3

The Commission would decide if there is public need for the 
projects.

IND1071-4

Historic Districts are discussed in section 4.10.IND1071-5

See the response to LA2-1 regarding comment sessions. See the
response to comments FA8-1 and FA10-1 regarding the LRMP
and FA15-5 regarding forest impacts.

IND1071-7



INDIVIDUALS
IND1072 – Gena Palmer 

Individual Comments

The Commission would decide if there is a need for the pipelines.  
The EIS addresses impacts on forest in section 4.4; water in 
section 4.3; and air quality in section 4.11.

IND1072-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1073 – Kristin Peckman 

Individual Comments

The Commission would discuss purpose and need in its Project 
Order.

IND1073-1

While Mountain Valley filed minor route modifications in 
October 2016 after the draft EIS was issued, that information is 
available to the public through the FERC’s eLibrary system on 
the internet, and the public had the opportunity to comment on 
the modifications.

IND1073-2

Climate change is addressed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the EIS.IND1073-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND1073 – Kristin Peckman 

Individual Comments

Mountain Valley is a new company.  This is its first FERC-
regulated project.

IND1073-4

Our conclusions are based on facts discussed in the EIS.IND1073-5

Comment noted.IND1073-6

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. 

IND1073-7



INDIVIDUALS
IND1074 – Joel and Ann Rader 

Individual Comments

The Newport Mount Olivet Methodist Church is located 430 feet 
away from the pipeline; as discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.  
Mountain Valley seeks to negotiate an easement, for which they 
compensate the landowner (there would be no taking).  Mountain 
Valley is not proposing to remove any people from their homes.  
The Rader family was denied consulting party status because you 
could not demonstrate a legal or economic relationship to the 
undertaking (as required under Part 800.2(c)(5)), and because 
FERC’s existing procedures allow the public to comment on 
cultural resources concerns (in accordance with Part 800.2(d)). 
You have been sent copies of all FERC notices.  Alignment 
sheets illustrate powerlines adjacent to a portion of the pipeline 
route.

IND1074-1

Property values are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS; water 
resources in section 4.3.

IND1074-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1074 – Joel and Ann Rader 

Individual Comments

Dr. Kastning’s report is mentioned in section 4.1 of the EIS.IND1074-3

Alternative Route Hybrid 1-A is discussed in section 3.IND1074-4

As stated in section 1.4 of the EIS, FERC staff has visited the 
project area.

IND1074-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND1075 – Michael D. Reynolds 

Individual Comments

FERC produced a draft EIS in September 2016; and a final EIS 
was issued on June 23, 2017.

IND1075-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1075 – Michael D. Reynolds 

Individual Comments

Mountain Valley has stated that it intends for the natural gas 
transported by its pipeline to be used only for domestic purposes.

IND1075-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1076 – Sandra P. Schlaudecker 

Individual Comments

See section 1.2.3 of the EIS.  The Commission would more fully 
discuss purpose and need in its Project Order.

IND1076-1

All filings are summarized in the EIS; organized by 
environmental resource topics.  About 96 percent of the MVP 
pipeline route has been surveyed.  In October 2016 Mountain 
Valley filed minor route modifications, and the public had about 
60 days to comment on those filings, which is sufficient.  The 
final EIS contains updated information derived from the 
supplemental filings, including data about blasting (in sections 2, 
4.1, and 4.2), erosion control and sedimentations (in sections 2 
and 4.3), wells and septic systems (section 4.3), steep slopes 
(section 4.1), and stream crossings (section 4.3).  The MVP 
pipeline would transport natural gas in a vapor state; not liquids.

IND1076-3

A project may be considered even if it may have impacts on 
environmental resources.  The FERC would prefer that such 
impacts be mitigated.

IND1076-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1076 – Sandra P. Schlaudecker 

Individual Comments

See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic 
fracturing.  GHG is discussed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the 
EIS.

IND1076-4

The U.S. Congress granted the power of eminent domain to 
private companies that receive Certificates from FERC.  
Mountain Valley does not propose to export any natural gas.

IND1076-6

Mountain Valley would have to repair any damaged wells or pay 
for a new well or new source of drinking water.

IND1076-5



INDIVIDUALS
IND1077 – Karen B. Scott 

Individual Comments

Soils are discussed in section 4.2 of the EIS.IND1077-1

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.IND1077-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND1077 – Karen B. Scott 

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND1078 – Michael T. Scott 

Individual Comments

Water resources and wetlands are discussed in section 4.3 of the 
EIS; endangered species in section 4.7; geology in section 4.1; 
and soils in section 4.2.

IND1078-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND1078 – Michael T. Scott 

Individual Comments

Mountain Valley would maintain access to your property.  Safety 
is addressed in section 4.12.

IND1078-2

If the project affects your drinking water supply well, Mountain 
Valley would fix it, or replace it.

IND1078-3

The Commission would decide the need for the projects.  Non-
environmental staff would review proposed rates to control 
private profits.

IND1078-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND1079 – Mildred H. Scott 

Individual Comments

Comment noted.IND1079-1



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



We believe there was an error in the transcription and the
commentor said “Pittsylvania” rather than “Pennsylvania.”
Section 4.10 of the final EIS has been revised to reflect the
comments filed by the Pittsylvania County Historical Society.
FERC procedures allow us to consider comments from the
public on cultural resources issues. Mr. Joyner has had the
opportunity to comment on the archaeological and
architectural reports filed by Mountain Valley.

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS1A1-1

The cultural resource surveys were conducted by professional
specialists, and their reports were reviewed and accepted by
the Virginia SHPO. Site 44FR240 was identified as a
previously recorded prehistoric archaeological site in Tetra
Tech’s July 2015 Phase IA site file search for Franklin
County, Virginia, but this site as not relocated during Tetra
Tech’s on-the-ground pedestrian Phase IB archaeological
surveys.

PS1A1-2



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

If you cannot provide a site number for the William Byrd site,
we have no way of addressing your comment. Section 4.10
of the final EIS has been revised to indicate that the VADHR
reviewed survey reports covering Pittsylvania County, and
concurred that eight archaeological sites (44PY417, 418, 419,
421, 422, 424, 425, and 439) were potentially eligible for the
NRHP; and should be avoided or tested. Mountain Valley
filed plans to avoid sites 44PY227 and 439, and conducted
archaeological testing at sites 44PY417, 418, 419, 421, 422,
424, 425, and 442. All of those tested sites were evaluated as
not eligible for the NRHP.

PS1A1-3



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

During conduct of the consultations with Native Americans, only
one tribe was recognized by the federal government in Virginia:
Pamunkey Nation. Both the FERC and Mountain Valley sent
letters to that Indian Tribe. In addition, as listed in table 4.10.5-1,
the FERC staff also contacted state-recognized tribes in Virginia,
including the Cheroenhaka, Chicahominy, Mattaponi, Nottoway,
Pattawomeck, Rappahannock, and Upper Mattaponi.

PS1A1-4



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment FA11-18 regarding pending
cultural resource surveys.

PS1A1-5

Section 4.10 of the EIS defines the APE. Archaeological sites
outside of the direct APE would not be directly effected.
Historic architectural sites in the indirect APE may be
indirectly affected, and an assessment of effects on historic
properties is provided in section 4.10.

PS1A1-6



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

The cultural resource surveys were conducted by professional
specialists, and their reports were reviewed by the SHPOs.

PS1A1-7

Visual impacts are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS.PS1A1-9

Road crossings would be designed and constructed in
accordance with DOT regulations.

PS1A1-8



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.PS1A1-10



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

Section 1.2 of the EIS provides a list of the subscribers for
both the MVP and the EEP. See the response to comment
IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS1A1-11

See the response to comment FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS. See the response to comment
LA1-4 regarding existing 42-inch pipelines in karst terrain.

PS1A1-12



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

Landslides are discussed in section 4.2 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. A revised
discussion of sedimentation and turbidity can be found in
section 4.3 of the EIS and in the response to comment FA11-
15.

PS1A1-13

Total GHG emissions for the MVP are estimated in table
4.13.2-1.

PS1A1-14



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

Water resources, including drinking water supplies, are
discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. As provided in table
4.3.2-4 of the EIS, the Chatham Cherrystone Creek intake
would be about 2.2 miles southwest of the pipeline. Given
the distance, impacts to drinking water are not expected.

PS1A1-15



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

Uranium is discussed in section 4.1.1.4 of the EIS. Soils
excavated from the trench would be stockpiled alongside the
trench and used for backfill. Therefore, sampling for e-coli is
not necessary.

PS1A2-1



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

The ACP was considered as an alternative in section 3 of the
EIS. See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS1A2-5

Karst terrain and sinkholes are addressed in section 4.1 of the
EIS. See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding existing
42-inch pipelines in karst terrain.

PS1A2-4

See the response to comment PS1A1-15 regarding the
Chatham Cherrystone Creek drinking water intake.

PS1A2-3

Cultural resources surveys were conducted in the project area,
including the recordation of sites that contain Native
American artifacts, as discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.

PS1A2-2



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments

The EIS concluded that the project would not have significant
impacts on most environmental resources. See section 4.3
about water resources; section 4.4 about habitats; and 4.5
about wildlife.

PS1A2-6



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1A – Chatham High School, VA – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Public Session Comments



Public Session Comments

See table 3.5.3-2 regarding the commentor’s parcel.PS1B1-1

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

The Applicants tried to collocate as much as possible when
designing the route.

PS1B1-2

The alternatives discussion in section 3 of the EIS presented
justifications for each alternative that was eliminated from
consideration.

PS1B1-3

See the response to comment PS1B1-1 regarding the
Stonewall pipeline. Collocation with existing utilities is
discussed in section 3.3 of the EIS.

PS1B1-4

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

Comments noted.PS1B1-5

Comments noted.PS1B1-6

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.PS1B1-7

The EIS provides a discussion of karst in section 4.1, water
resources in section 4.3, and air quality in section 4.11.1.

PS1B1-12

Drinking water is discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See
also the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking
water. See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding
safety.

PS1B1-8

See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.PS1B1-11

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See
the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits.

PS1B1-13

A revised discussion of flash flooding is provided in section
4.3.2 of the final EIS.

PS1B1-9

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.PS1B1-10

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

The MVP would not impact Randolph County, West Virginia.
See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing. Water quality is discussed in section 4.3 of the
EIS.

PS1B1-14

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.
Spacing of MLVs along the pipeline would be in accordance
with DOT regulations. As stated in section 4.12 of the EIS, if
unexpected pressure changes are noted that indicate the
possibility of a leak, the gas controller on duty can either shut
down the pipeline MLVs upstream and downstream of the
apparent leak and/or dispatch field technicians to investigate
the pressure change. According to information provided by
Mountain Valley, the remotely controlled MLVs could be
controlled both locally and remotely and would close within 2
minutes following issuance of a remote signal to close.

PS1B1-15

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

Safety is addressed in section 4.12 of the EIS.PS1B1-16

Earthquakes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic fracturing.
Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of
the EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1
regarding renewable energy.

PS1B1-19

Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of
the EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1
regarding renewable energy.

PS1B1-17

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

PS1B1-18

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

Comments noted.PS1B1-20

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Comments noted.PS1B1-21



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Comments noted.PS1B1-22



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 1 – November 1, 2016

Comments noted.PS1B1-23



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

The data used to determine the rate of total fatalities for
nationwide natural gas transmission lines was obtained from
PHSMA and reflects the United States only. See the response
to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS1B2-1



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

See the response to comment IND138-1 regarding setback
distances. See also the discussion of class locations in section
4.12.1 of the EIS.

PS1B2-2



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

See the response to comment FA11-15 regarding waterbody
crossing methods.

PS1B2-3



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Appendix E provides a list of access roads and improvements
that would be made to these roads. See the response to
comment IND288-3 regarding road repairs.

PS1B2-5

A revised discussion of sedimentation and turbidity can be
found in section 4.3 of the final EIS and in the response to
comment FA11-15. See the response to comment IND70-1
regarding erosion.

PS1B2-4



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See
the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing.

PS1B2-6



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

See the response to comment IND155-2 regarding forest
impacts. Vegetation is discussed in section 4.4 of the EIS.
See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.

PS1B2-7

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. The
MVP pipeline would transport natural gas in vapor state; not
LNG.

PS1B2-8



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Mountain Valley is the company proposing the project; not
Dominion. Forest corridors are discussed in section 4.5.2.2 of
the EIS.

PS1B2-9



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

See the response to comment IND155-2 regarding forest
impacts. See also the response to comment IND343-1
regarding invasive species. See the response to comment
LA1-7 regarding herbicides.

PS1B2-10



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of
the EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1
regarding renewable energy.

PS1B2-12

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

PS1B2-11

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

PS1B2-13



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Cumulative impacts are discussed in section 4.13.PS1B2-14



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Air quality is addressed in section 4.11.1 of the EIS.PS1B2-15



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See
the response to comment IND18-2 regarding emergency
response.

PS1B2-16

Alignment sheets can be found on our e-Library system.
Copies of 7.5-minute USGS topographic quadrangle maps
illustrating all facility locations are attached as an appendix to
the EIS.

PS1B2-17



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Comments noted.PS1B2-18



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Comments noted.PS1B2-19



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See
the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
Visual impacts are addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS. We
conclude that with mitigation, the project is not likely to have
significant environmental impacts on most resources.

PS1B2-20

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.PS1B2-21

See the response to comment IND152-1 regarding the
FERC’s third-party monitoring program.

PS1B2-22

Drinking water is discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See
also the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking
water.

PS1B2-23



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

See the response to comment IND177-1 regarding Mountain
Valley’s Landslide Mitigation Plan.

PS1B2-24

The statements regarding waterbody and wetland crossings
are noted.

PS1B2-25

Karst is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.PS1B2-26

Earthquakes and sinkholes are addressed in section 4.1 of the
EIS. See the response to comment IND18-2 regarding
emergency response.

PS1B2-27

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. The
potential health effects regarding methane are discussed in
section 4.12 of the EIS.

PS1B2-28

Safety is discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.PS1B2-29

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See
the response to comment FA11-2 regarding preparation of the
draft EIS. The period for commenting would not be extended.
The final EIS revises the draft.

PS1B2-30



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.PS1B2-31

Socioeconomics are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.PS1B2-32



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Environmental justice is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.PS1B2-33

As discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS, the MVP would
employ more than 1,200 local workers in West Virginia
during construction. During operation of the MVP, a total of
about 54 direct and indirect jobs would be supported in West
Virginia, with average annual salaries of about $65,000.
Mountain Valley would pay a total of up to $17 million in
property of ad valorem taxes in West Virginia annually (FTI
Consulting, 2015a).

PS1B2-34



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Section 1.2 of the EIS provides a list of the subscribers for
both the MVP and the EEP. See the response to comment
IND2-3 regarding export.

PS1B2-35



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

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

PS1B2-36

Air quality is discussed in section 4.11.1 of the EIS.PS1B2-37

The statements regarding Mountain Valley’s land agents are
noted. The FERC expects applicants to enter into good faith
negotiations with all landowners. For more information on
eminent domain see sections 1.3 and 4.9 of the EIS. The U.S.
Congress granted the power of eminent domain to private
companies that obtain a Certificate from the FERC.

PS1B2-38

Socioeconomics are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.PS1B2-39

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

PS1B2-40

See the response to comment PS1B1-10 regarding the
potential impact radius. See the response to comment IND2-1
regarding safety.

PS1B2-41



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016

Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.PS1B2-42



Public Session Comments

PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS1B – Lewis County High School, WV – Room 2 – November 1, 2016



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See table 3.5.3-2 regarding the commentor’s parcel. See also
the response to comment PS2A1-3.

PS2A1-1

See table 3.5.3-2 regarding the commentor’s parcel. See also
the response to comment PS2A1-3.

PS2A1-2



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

The Bernard home was recorded as historic architectural site
#33-5398 by Mountain Valley’s contractor. It has been found
eligible for the NRHP. The pipeline would be about 170
away from the house. The Virginia SHPO agrees with
Mountain Valley’s assessment that the MVP would have no
adverse effects on site #33-5398.

Archaeological site 44FR191 was tested by Mountain
Valley’s contractor and found to be not eligible for the
NRHP.

PS2A1-3



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

The EIS documents that the MVP would not have significant
adverse impacts on most environmental resources.
Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of
the EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1
regarding renewable energy. See the response to comment
PS1B2-34 regarding jobs in West Virginia. See the response
to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS2A1-4

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See
the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. Non-
environmental FERC staff may address the Synapse report in
the Project Order.

PS2A1-5



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See section 4.9 of the EIS. See the response to comment
PS1B2-34 regarding jobs in West Virginia. The Commission
would decide about the benefits and need for these projects.
The EIS documents that the MVP would not have significant
adverse impacts on most environmental resources.

PS2A1-6



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

Air quality is addressed in section 4.11.1 of the EIS. The
potential health effects regarding methane are discussed in
section 4.12 of the EIS.

PS2A1-8

The EIS addresses water resources in section 4.3 and aquatic
resources in section 4.6. Drinking water is discussed in
section 4.3 of the EIS. See also the response to comment
IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS2A1-7



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

The statements regarding Mountain Valley’s land agents are
noted. The FERC expects applicants to enter into good faith
negotiations with all landowners. For more information on
eminent domain see sections 1.3 and 4.9 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A1-10

Tourism is addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS.PS2A1-9



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See
the response to comment IND18-2 regarding emergency
response. See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding
existing 42-inch pipelines in mountainous terrain.

PS2A1-11



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

The EIS provides a discussion of water resources in section
4.3. The EIS discusses the currently proposed projects.
However, the FERC staff use their extensive knowledge of
existing pipelines to prepare the EIS.

PS2A1-12

Drinking water is discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See
also the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking
water. Most water for hydrostatic testing would be obtained
from municipal sources. See the response to comment
PS1A1-15 regarding working with the Applicant during and
after construction regarding impacts.

PS2A1-13



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

A revised discussion of flash flooding is provided in the final
EIS.

PS2A1-14

As stated in section 4.4 of the EIS, Mountain Valley, in
partnership with the Wildlife Habitat Council, would promote
growth of ground cover species that flower for long durations
throughout the growing season in an attempt to create new
habitat for native and domestic pollinators such as bees and
butterflies.

PS2A1-15



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

As discussed in section 4.7 of the EIS, Mountain Valley
conducted bat surveys in the areas that would be impacted by
the MVP.

PS2A1-16

See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing. Cumulative impacts are discussed in section 4.13
of the EIS.

PS2A1-17

Historic Districts are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.
The Flora Farm was previously recorded as historic
architectural site #33-389. It is eligible for the NRHP. The
pipeline would be about 879 feet away from the farm house.
The Virginia SHPO agrees with Mountain Valley that the
MVP would have no adverse effects on site #33-389.

PS2A1-18



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions.

PS2A1-19



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion.
The Applicant would be responsible for maintaining erosion
control measures.

PS2A1-20

Cultural resources are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.PS2A1-21



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

Wildlife is discussed in section 4.5 of the EIS; aquatic
resources in section 4.6. Threatened and endangered species
are discussed in section 4.7 of the EIS. See the response to
comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS2A1-22



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment on IND70-1 regarding erosion.
See the responses to letter CO14 regarding Smith Mountain
Lake. See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding
property values. Tourism is discussed in section 4.9 of the
EIS. Jobs are also discussed in section 4.9.

PS2A1-23



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

The statements regarding Mountain Valley’s land agents are
noted. The FERC expects applicants to enter into good faith
negotiations with all landowners.

PS2A1-24



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export. See
the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS2A1-25

See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent
domain. See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding
benefits.

PS2A1-26



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.PS2A1-27

See the response to comment IND137-1 regarding the
KeyLog report. See the response to comment IND12-1
regarding property values.

PS2A1-28



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

Section 2.7 of the EIS provides an overview of future plans
and abandonment. Abandonment in place is one of several
options.

PS2A1-29

The EIS provides a discussion of water resources in section
4.3; and geology, karst, sinkholes, and steep slopes in section
4.1. See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding
erosion. A revised discussion of flash flooding is provided in
section 4.3 of the final EIS.

PS2A1-30



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND28-3 regarding financial
responsibility.

PS2A1-31

See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent
domain.

PS2A1-33

See the response to comment IND196-5 review of the
projects. The FERC is funded by the United States Congress,
“which has no relationship to the number of approved
pipelines or quantity of gas being transported” (Delaware
Riverkeeper et al. v FERC No. 16-416 D.D.C Mar. 22, 2016).
It is true that the third-party contracting system is established
so that the Applicant are financially responsible for funding
the program. However, third-party contractors work under
the sole direction and control of the FERC staff, not the
Applicants.

PS2A1-32



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See
the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS2A1-34

The EIS provides a discussion of earthquakes, including the
Giles County Seismic Zone, in section 4.1.

PS2A1-36

See the response to comment PS1B1-15 regarding the
potential impact radius and MLVs.

PS2A1-35



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2A – Franklin County High School, Rocky Mount, VA– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

Both the Ridgeway and Bowens Creek Faults are inactive,
and would not pose a risk to the MVP.

PS2A1-37

A revised discussion of flash flooding is provided in section
4.3.2 of the EIS. See the response to comment IND2-1
regarding safety. Mr. Bay is no longer with the Commission.
There are existing pipeline installed in mountainous
topography; such as the Rockies, Sierra, and Cascades.

PS2A1-39

Comment noted.PS2A1-38
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