
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.PS2A1-41

Steep slopes and rugged topography are discussed in section
4.1 of the EIS. See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding
existing 42-inch-pipelines in mountainous terrain.

PS2A1-40



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

Public Session Comments

Mountain Valley would be responsible for any damage to
structures, including water wells, due to blasting.

PS2A1-45

See the response to comment IND226-17 regarding water
wells and blasting.

PS2A1-43

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

PS2A1-44

See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding herbicides.PS2A1-46

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

PS2A1-42



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

Public Session Comments

The proposed projects would transport natural gas, not oil.
See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing.

PS2A1-48

As stated in table 4.9.2-3, Franklin County, Virginia would
receive about $2.1 million in annual taxes. After pipeline
installation underground, the right-of-way would be restored
and revegetated. Section 4.8 of the EIS discusses visual
resources.

PS2A1-47

See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.PS2A1-49



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

Public Session Comments

Cultural resources are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS.PS2A1-52

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.PS2A1-51

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

PS2A1-53

See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property
values and comment IND12-2 regarding mortgages.

PS2A1-50



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits. See
the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS2A1-56

The statements regarding surveys are noted.PS2A1-55

See the response to comment IND281-2 regarding jobs in
Virginia.

PS2A1-57

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

PS2A1-54



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. The
DOT regulations determine class pipeline thickness as
described in section 4.12 of the EIS.

PS2A1-60

See the response to comment IND226-17 regarding water
wells and blasting. See the response to comment PS2A1-47
regarding tax revenue for Franklin County.

PS2A1-59

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

PS2A1-58



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.PS2A1-62

See the response to comment IND2-1. Landowners would
continue to inhabit their homes adjacent to the proposed
pipelines.

PS2A1-61



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND12-2 regarding
homeowners insurance.

PS2A1-64

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See
the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A1-63

See the response to comment IND12-2 regarding mortgages.PS2A1-65

See the response to comment IND226-17 regarding water
wells and blasting.

PS2A1-66

Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See
also the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking
water.

PS2A1-67

Waterbodies are addressed in section 4.3 and wildlife in
section 4.5 of the EIS.

PS2A1-68



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property
value.

PS2A1-70

See the response to comment IND600-1 regarding the
commentor’s parcel.

PS2A1-69

Cultural resources are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.PS2A1-71

Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See
also the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking
water. See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding
erosion. See the response to FA11-15 regarding
sedimentation and turbidity at waterbody crossings.

PS2A1-72

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

PS2A1-73



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

Public Session Comments

Comments noted.PS2A1-74



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

Public Session Comments

Monitoring for leaks is discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS.
See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A1-76

Steep slopes are discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the
response to comment LA1-4 regarding existing 42-inch
pipelines in mountainous terrain.

PS2A1-75



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

Public Session Comments

Comments noted.PS2A1-77



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

Public Session Comments

Socioeconomics are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS. See
the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits.

PS2A1-78



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

Public Session Comments

Comments noted.PS2A1-79



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND338 regarding the
commentor’s parcel.

PS2A1-80 



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 IND338 regarding the
commentor’s parcel.

PS2A1-81 

Comments noted.PS2A1-82 



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



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment PS1A1-7 regarding cultural
resource survey personnel.

PS2A1-85 

See the response to comment LA5-1 regarding preparation of
the EIS.

PS2A1-86 

Waterbody crossing methods and proposed mitigation are
discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS2A1-83 

It is common for applicants to make route adjustments during
the environmental review process, prior to a pipeline being
authorized by the Commission. Re-routes filed after issuance
of the draft EIS are discussed in the final EIS.

PS2A1-84 



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment FA15-5 regarding impacts to
forests.

PS2A1-87 



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

Public Session Comments

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

PS2A1-90 

See the responses to comment letter IND1020.PS2A1-89 

Pipelines can be constructed within marshes.PS2A1-91 

See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking
water. See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding
wildlife.

PS2A1-88 



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.PS2A1-92 

See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.PS2A1-93 



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

Public Session Comments

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). See the
response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS.

PS2A1-94 

See the response to LA5-1 regarding stakeholder comments.PS2A1-95 



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment IND36-2 regarding farming.PS2A1-96 

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

PS2A1-99 

See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding heavy
equipment.

PS2A1-98 

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See
also the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking
water. See the responses to comment letter CO14 regarding
Smith Mountain Lake.

PS2A1-97 



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.PS2A1-100 

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding a decision
on the projects.

PS2A1-103 

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.PS2A1-102 

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See
the response to comment IND28-3 regarding financial
responsibility. See the response to comment IND18-2
regarding emergency response.

PS2A1-101 



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

Public Session Comments

Threatened and endangered species are addressed in section
4.7 of the EIS.

PS2A1-104 

Comments noted.PS2A1-107 

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
IND2-3 regarding hydraulic fracturing.

PS2A1-106 

See the response to comment IND18-2 regarding emergency
response.

PS2A1-105 



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

Public Session Comments

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

PS2A1-108 

After pipeline installation underground, the right-of-way
would be restored and revegetated. Tourism is addressed in
section 4.9 of the EIS. Agriculture is addressed in section 4.8
of the EIS. Waterbody crossing are addressed in section 4.3.
See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion.

PS2A1-110 

See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.PS2A1-109 



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

Public Session Comments

Since the COE is a cooperating agency for review of the
MVP, it is customary to postpone permit decisions until after
completion of the FERC EIS process. See the response to
comment FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding preparation of the
draft EIS.

PS2A1-111 

Cultural resources are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS.PS2A1-113 

Section 4.7 of the EIS states that Roanoke logperch can be
found in the Pigg River and provides a discussion of potential
impacts.

PS2A1-112 

See the responses to comment letter CO14 regarding Smith
Mountain Lake. 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.

PS2A1-114 



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

Public Session Comments

See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits.
Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS2A1-115 

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

PS2A1-116 

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

PS2A1-117 



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 IND179-2 regarding leaks within
waterbodies.

PS2A1-118 

See the response to IND70-1 regarding erosion.PS2A1-119 

See table 3.5.3-1 for an updated discussion on the
commentor’s parcel.

PS2A1-120 

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See
the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A1-121 

See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.PS2A1-122 



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.PS2A1-123 

See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding herbicides.PS2A1-124 

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

PS2A1-125 



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 IND332-1 regarding cattle.PS2A1-126 

See table 3.5.3-2 regarding the commentor’s parcel.PS2A1-127 

PS2A1-128 See table 3.5.3-2 regarding the commentor’s parcel.



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.PS2A1-129 

See table 3.5.3-2 regarding the commentor’s parcel.PS2A1-130 

PS2A1-131 See table 3.5.3-2 regarding the commentor’s parcel.



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.PS2A1-132 

PS2A1-133 The commentor’s silence is noted.



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.PS2A1-134 

PS2A1-136 Existing pipeline systems as an alternative to the MVP was
examined in section 3 of the EIS.

PS2A1-135 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent
domain.



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.PS2A1-137 

PS2A1-139 Wetlands and waterbodies are discussed in section 4.3 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. Information regarding the CWA
is provided in section 1.5 of the EIS.

PS2A1-138 See the response to comment FA15-10 regarding emissions
due to consumption of gas. GHGs and climate change are
discussed in section 4.13 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.PS2A1-143 

PS2A1-144 The commentor’s statements are noted.

PS2A1-140 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property
values.

PS2A1-141 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent
domain. See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding
safety.

PS2A1-142 Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.



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 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-1 The projects are not near the coastline. Climate change is
discussed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-2 See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding existing 42-inch
pipelines in karst terrain. See the response to comment IND2-1
regarding safety. See the response to comment IND18-2
regarding emergency response. See the response to comment
PS1B1-15 regarding the potential impact radius and MLVs.

PS2A2-3 Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See also
the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-4 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.
Mountain Valley has not proposed to export natural gas. The
Commission would decide about the public benefits of the
projects. Visual impacts are addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-5 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
If you are not an affected landowner, you would not be sent
notices from the FERC. However, FERC notices are published
in the Federal Register, sent to local libraries and newspapers to
be disseminated to the public; and are posted on the FERC
webpage.

PS2A2-6 See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-7 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-8 Water resources are discussed in section 4.2 of the EIS. The
pipeline would be buried below scour depth at stream crossings.
The FERC and DOT require applicants to maintain their
pipelines for the life of the project.

PS2A2-9 The FERC expects applicants to enter into good faith
negotiations with all landowners. See the response to comment
IND2-3 regarding export.

PS2A2-10 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See the
response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain

PS2A2-11 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-12 See the response to comment IND12-2 regarding homeowners
insurance. Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND3-1 regarding
drinking water.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-13 As stated in the EIS, the FERC urges Mountain Valley to use
good faith negotiations to reach mutual agreements with
landowners for its easements. We guess that the company uses
real estate appraisals to come up with its easement offer.

PS2A2-14 See the response to comment IND47-1 regarding preparation of
the draft EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-15 Sinkholes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the
response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.

PS2A2-16 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. Steep
slopes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.

PS2A2-17 Bat surveys were conducted as described in section 4.7 of the
EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-18 See the response to comment PS1B1-10 regarding the potential
impact radius. See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding
safety.

PS2A2-19 See the response to comment IND76-1 regarding bees.

PS2A2-20 Specific mitigation measures for sinkholes are addressed in
section 4.1.2.5 of the EIS. Section 2.7 of the EIS provides an
overview of future plans and abandonment.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-21 The pipeline would only transport natural gas. Section 1.2
identifies the contractually obligated shippers for each project.

PS2A2-22 Mountain Valley picked its pipeline route to go from the point of
production in Wetzel County, West Virginia to the delivery
terminus at the Transco Station 165 in Pittsylvania County,
Virginia

PS2A2-23 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions. The sessions were open to the public, and all
comments were placed in the public record.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-
24/25 

Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. Blasting
is discussed in sections 2, 4.1, and 4.2.

PS2A2-26 See the response to comment IND152-1 regarding the FERC’s
third-party monitoring program.

PS2A2-27 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment PS1B1-15 regarding the potential impact
radius. See the response to comment IND18-2 regarding
emergency services.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-28 Karst and caves is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.

PS2A2-29 See the response to comment LA5-1 regarding preparation of the
EIS.

PS2A2-30 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See the
response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits. See the
response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-31 As stated in section 4.8 of the EIS, landowners could not build
structures or plant trees on the permanent easement. The
company would compensate landowners for the loss of
trees/timber.

PS2A2-32 Noise is discussed in section 4.12.1 of the EIS. See the response
to IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-33 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. The
company would pay landowners money for the easement.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-34 We urge the company to reach a mutually negotiated agreement
with landowners.

PS2A2-35 Franklin County does not make any decisions about authorizing
the project; that can only be done by the FERC. We urge the
company to reach a mutually negotiated agreement with
landowners. Safety is addressed in section 4.12 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-36 Socioeconomics are addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values. Safety
is discussed in section 4.12 and water resources are discussed in
section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS2A2-37 Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See also
the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
Natural gas is mostly methane, which is lighter than air. In the
unlikely event of a leak, the natural gas would dissipate into the
atmosphere and not contaminate groundwater.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-38 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions. All comments were placed into the public
record; and can be read through the internet on the FERC’s
eLibrary system.

PS2A2-39 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See the
response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS2A2-40 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-41 See the responses to letter CO14 regarding Smith Mountain
Lake. Mountain Valley would utilize erosion control measures to
keep sediments on the right-of-way. As stated in section 4.2.1 of
the EIS, Mountain Valley has prepared an Unanticipated
Discovery of Contamination Plan, which would be used in the
event that unknown areas of contaminated soils are encountered
during construction of the MVP. Impacts on drinking water
sources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS2A2-42 The DOT regulations determine class pipeline thickness as
described in section 4.12 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-43 Mountain Valley would maintain access to landowners (see
discussion of transportation in section 4.9 of the EIS). See the
response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the response
to comment IND18-2 regarding emergency response.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-44 The final EIS has been revised to correctly summarize the use of
access roads.

PS2A2-45 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. We are
also appalled that no Virginia resource agencies agreed to be
cooperators.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-46 Mitigation measures are discussed throughout the EIS. Plans are
listed in section 2.

PS2A2-47 Water resources, drinking water and surface waterbody crossings,
are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. Depth of cover for the
proposed pipelines are provided in table 2.4-3. Access roads are
discussed in sections 2 and 4.8.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-49 Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife.

PS2A2-50 See the response to comment FA11-15 regarding waterbody
crossings.

PS2A2-48 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-52 The proposed pipeline route would avoid going over Cahas
Mountain. Visual impacts are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS;
including KOPs from Cahas Mountain.

PS2A2-53 See the response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.

PS2A2-51 See the response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting. See the
response to comment LA1-7 regarding herbicides.

PS2A2-54 The government is not taking any land. We urge the company to
reach mutual agreements with landowners. See the response to
comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain. See the response to
comment FA11-12 regarding need.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-58 Cultural resources are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.

PS2A2-60 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-55 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-61 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-56 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits. See the
response to comment PS2A1-47 regarding tax revenue for
Franklin County.

PS2A2-57 Noise impacts from blasting are discussed in section 4.11.2 of the
EIS. As stated in the EIS, sound levels produced during blasting
would be instantaneous, and would vary based on a number of
factors, such as the type and amount of explosives used, distance
of the NSA to the blast site, below-ground depth of explosives,
and noise mitigation applied. However, typical construction
blasting operation noise levels have been documented at about 94
dBA at a distance of 50 feet (FHWA, 2006). A worst-case
scenario (i.e.; assuming no noise shield or barrier between the
noise source and sensitive receptor), the nearest distance at which
a sound level of 94 dBA attenuates to the 55 dBA criterion would
be at a distance of about 4,500 feet. Because noise from blasting
would occur infrequently and instantaneously for very short
durations, noise impacts on the NSAs from blasting would not be
significant.

PS2A2-59 Hunting is discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS.

PS2A2-62 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS2A2-63 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment PS1B1-15 regarding the potential impact
radius.

PS2A2-64 Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS2A2-65 Visual impacts are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-69 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS2A2-71 Landslides are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-66 DOT regulates pipeline design, including wall thickness, as
explained in section 4.12 of the EIS.

PS2A2-72 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-67 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS2A2-68 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-70 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing. Earthquakes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.

PS2A2-73 Hunting is addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS. Given the depth
at which the pipeline would be buried (see table 2.4-3 in the EIS),
a bullet used for hunting would not reach the pipeline.

PS2A2-74 Terrorism and security issues are addressed in section 4.12.4 of
the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-76 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-77 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits. See the
response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS2A2-75 After pipeline installation underground, the right-of-way would
be restored and revegetated.

PS2A2-78 See the response to comment PS2A1-47 regarding tax revenue
for Franklin County. The MVP pipeline would terminate in
Pittsylvania County, Virginia. See the response to comment
IND2-3 regarding export.

PS2A2-79 As discussed in section 2.4 of the EIS, the pipeline would be 48
inches below the streambed in normal soil and 24 inches below
the streambed in consolidated rock. Trees would not be
permitted to grow within the permanent 50-foot right-of-way as
their roots can compromise the integrity of the pipeline. See the
response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. See the
response to comment LA1-7 regarding herbicides.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-81 See the response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.
Impacts on groundwater resources are addressed in section 4.3 of
the EIS.

PS2A2-82 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment IND12-2 regarding homeowners’
insurance.

PS2A2-80 The EIS addresses dust in section 4.11.1 and noise in section
4.11.2 of the EIS. Those impacts would be only temporary
during construction. After the pipeline is installed and during
operation peace and quite would return.

PS2A2-83 See the response to comment IND92-1 regarding leaks.

PS2A2-84 Section 4.4 of the EIS discusses forest; section 4.8 addresses
visual impacts. See the response to comment IND270-1
regarding wildlife.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-85 Table 4.4.1-4 in the EIS identifies Japanese stiltgrass as highly
invasive in Franklin County. See the response to comment
IND343-1 regarding invasive species.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-86 See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding herbicides.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-87 See the response to comment IND343-1 regarding invasive
species.

PS2A2-88 We urge the company to reach mutually negotiated agreements
with landowners.

PS2A2-89 See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding farming.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-90 Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS2A2-91 Cultural resources are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS.
Mountain Valley’s contractor recorded four archaeological sites
(44FR398, 399, 400, and 404) on Mr. Angle’s property. All four
of these sites were evaluated to be not eligible for the NRHP.

PS2A2-92 See the response to comment IND738-2 regarding the 
commentor’s apiary.

PS2A2-93 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS2A2-94 Wetlands are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the
response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding preparation
of the draft EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-95 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS2A2-97 Climate change and cumulative impacts are discussed in section
4.13.

PS2A2-98 See the response to comment IND241-1 regarding induced
development and comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing.

PS2A2-99 Section 4 of the EIS provides an assessment of project-related
impacts on a range of natural resources, such as water,
vegetation, geology, soils, and wildlife. See the response to
comment LA1-4 regarding existing 42-inch-diameter pipelines in
mountainous terrain.

PS2A2-100 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-96 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-101 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. Non-
environmental FERC staff may address the Synapse report in the
Project Order.

PS2A2-102 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. The
right-of-way would be restored and revegetated following
construction (see section 2.4.2 of the EIS). Water resources are
discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. The project would not take
private property if landowners reach agreements with the
company; in all cases they would be compensated for the
easement.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-103 The MVP pipeline route does not pass through Floyd County,
Virginia. Earthquakes and karst are discussed in section 4.1 of
the EIS. See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding existing
42-inch diameter pipelines in karst terrain.

PS2A2-104 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing and export.

PS2A2-105 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-106 There is no fracking involved with the projects. Water resources
are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. The MVP pipeline would
transport natural gas; not oil. Earthquakes and karst are
discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-108 Terrorism is discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-107 See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding existing 42-inch
diameter pipelines in karst terrain. There are many existing
pipelines crossing mountains; including the Rockies, Sierra, and
Cascades. Safety is discussed in section 4.12.

PS2A2-109 Mountain Valley would only install one pipeline in a cleared
125-foot-wide right-of-way; see recommended condition 4 in
section 5.2. Mountain Valley would not clear a 500-foot-wide
right-of-way.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-111 Comment noted.

PS2A2-110 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-113 Economic benefits are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS. See
the response to comment FA11-2 regarding need. See the
response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS2A2-112 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions. The sessions were open to the public; and all
comments were placed into the public record.

PS2A2-114 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits.

PS2A2-115 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-116 See the response to comment IND288-3 regarding road repairs.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-118 As discussed in section 1.2 of the EIS, the MVP pipeline would
be tapped to supply natural gas to Roanoke Gas, an LDC serving
southwestern Virginia.

PS2A2-117 See the response to comment IND288-3 regarding road repairs.

PS2A2-119 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS2A2-120 Our EIS concludes that the projects would not result in
significant adverse impacts on most environmental resources
(except for the clearing of forest). These conclusions are based
on facts. Erosion controls are discussed in sections 2 and 4.2 of
the EIS. See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding
herbicides. See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding
drinking water.

PS2A2-121 FERC-regulated underground welded steel natural gas
transportation pipelines rarely leak. See the response to comment
IND2-1 regarding safety. See the response to comment IND18-2
regarding emergency response.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-123 The MVP pipeline would transport vaporized natural gas not
LNG. See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS2A2-122 Climate change is discussed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the EIS.
See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
The EIS addresses air quality in section 4.11.1 and water
resources in section 4.3.

PS2A2-124 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing.

PS2A2-125 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-127 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS2A2-126 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS2A2-128 The Commission carries out its mandates under the NGA. It is
the President and Congress who establish national energy
policies. The EIS discusses impacts on water resources in section
4.3; air quality in section 4.11; farmlands in section 4.2; property
values in section 4.9; and safety in section 4.11.

PS2A2-129 Groundwater, surface water, and wetlands are discussed in
section 4.3 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-130 The pipeline coating would not release dangerous chemicals into
the ground. Coal ash would not be used to backfill the trench.
The pipeline would transport vaporized natural gas only; not
LNG. See the response to comment IND92-1 regarding leaks.
See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing.

PS2A2-131 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. See
the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-132 Comment noted.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-133 As stated in section 1.3 of the EIS, the FERC requested that the
VADGIF and the VADEQ participate as cooperating agencies.
However, these agencies declined.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-135 See the response to comment IND147-1 regarding
recommendations.

PS2A2-134 The term “stakeholder” can be used to indicate the interested
public, landowners, government representatives, and agencies.
The FERC solicits feedback from anyone who wishes to
comment on the projects. The terms “we,” “us,” or “our” used in
the EIS refers to the FERC staff, third-party contractor, and
cooperating agencies who participated in the production of the
EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-138 See the response to comment IND270-1 regarding wildlife. See
the response to comment IND155-2 regarding forest impacts.
See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding herbicides.

PS2A2-137 See also the response to comment IND374-3 regarding water
wells outside of 150 feet (500 feet in karst) of project areas.

PS2A2-136 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. See
the response to comment IND152-1 regarding the FERC’s third-
party monitoring program.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-142 As stated in section 4.9.1.6 of the EIS, FERC staff conducted
independent research regarding mortgages and insurance.

PS2A2-140 See the response to comment IND196-5 regarding FERC
approvals.

PS2A2-139 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS2A2-141 See the response to comment IND12-1 and IND12-2 regarding
property values, insurance, and mortgages.

PS2A2-143 Cultural resources are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-146 Section 3 of the EIS provided an analysis of looping existing 
systems. 

PS2A2-144 As discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS, the Applicants would
design, construct, operate, and maintain the proposed facilities in
accordance with the DOT’s Minimum Federal Safety Standards
in 49 CFR 192. See the response to comment IND152-1
regarding the FERC’s third-party monitoring program.

PS2A2-145 Cumulative impacts are addressed in section 4.13.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-148 Section 3.5 of the final EIS has been updated with new
information regarding this parcel.

PS2A2-147 As stated in section 3 of the EIS, the one-pipe alternative is not
feasible from a construction and engineering standpoint.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-152 See the response to comment PS2A1-47 regarding tax revenue
for Franklin County.

PS2A2-150 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-149 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-151 Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-157 Visual impacts are addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS.

PS2A2-154
As stated in section 1.2.1 of the EIS, the MVP pipeline would
transport natural gas from areas of production in the Appalachian
Basin industrial users and power generators in the Mid-Atlantic
and Southeastern United States, as well as to LDCs in Virginia.
The pipeline is for domestic use.

PS2A2-153 See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding farming.

PS2A2-155 See the response to comment PS2A1-47 regarding tax revenue
for Franklin County.

PS2A2-156 Construction and operation of the projects would be monitored
by regulatory agencies.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-159 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-158 Impacts on water resources are discussed in section 4.3;
recreation in 4.8. A revised discussion of sedimentation and
turbidity can be found in section 4.3 of the EIS and in comment
FA11-15. See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding
drinking water.

PS2A2-160 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment IND18-2 regarding emergency response.
See the response to comment IND334-3 regarding valve shut-off
time.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-162 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion and
erosion control devices. The final EIS has been revised to
discuss flash flooding.

PS2A2-161 The Commission would make its decision about the projects
based on the consolidated record.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-164 See the response to comment FA11-2 regarding survey of the
route.

PS2A2-163 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS2A2-165 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion and
erosion control devices.

PS2A2-166 See the response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-167 A revised discussion of flash flooding is provided in section 4.3.2
of the EIS.

PS2A2-168 See the response to comment PS2A1-47 regarding tax revenue
for Franklin County. Impacts on water resources are discussed
in section 4.3 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-169 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-172 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-170 See the response to comment PS2A1-47 regarding tax revenue
for Franklin County. See the response to comment IND281-2
regarding jobs in Virginia.

PS2A2-171 Section 1.4 of the EIS provides an overview of public
involvement. The Commission would make a determination of
public benefits.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-173 Mountain Valley does not propose to export natural gas.

PS2A2-178 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion.

PS2A2-174
See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding farming.  See 
the response to IND2-1 regarding safety.  Section 3.5 of the final 
EIS has been updated with new information regarding this parcel. 
See the response to comment PS1B1-15 regarding the potential 
impact radius.

PS2A2-176 Earthquakes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.

PS2A2-175 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing.

PS2A2-177 See the response to comment IND92-1 regarding leaks.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-179 The commentor’s statements regarding their building site are
noted.

PS2A2-180 Access roads are discussed in section 2.3.5 and appendix E. See
the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-181 Section 4.2 of the EIS discusses shallow bedrock. See the
response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.

PS2A2-183 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS2A2-182 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-184 Property rights are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-186 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS2A2-185 See the response to comment PS2A2-184.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-188 Environmental justice is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS. The
pipeline was routed to go from areas of production in Wetzel
County, West Virginia to a delivery point at Transco Station 165
in Pittsylvania County, Virginia. It would be situated on
ridgetops as much as possible.

PS2A2-187 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-190 Comment noted.

PS2A2-189 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS2A2-191 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.
Mountain Valley would maintain access for landowners. See the
response to comment IND18-2 regarding emergency response.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-192 The EIS discusses shallow bedrock in section 4.2. See the
response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting. Groundwater
is addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS2A2-193 The EIS discusses route selection in section 3. Environmental
justice is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS. See the response to
comment IND281-2 regarding jobs in Virginia. Socioeconomic
issues are discussed in section 4.9.



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

Public Session Comments

PS2A2-194 Safety is addressed in section 4.12 of the EIS. See the response
to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS2A2-196 The EIS addresses soil in section 4.2 and water resources in
section 4.3.

PS2A2-195 Public involvement is discussed in section 1.4 of the EIS. FERC
regulations require the applicant to contact landowners that
would be directly impacted and those directly adjacent to the
proposed project.



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

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-1 Comment noted.

PS2B1-2 Maps of the proposed pipeline alignment can be found in
appendix B of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-4 Air quality is discussed in section 4.11.1 of the EIS.

PS2B1-5 Comment noted.

PS2B1-3 The MVP would generally use a 125-foot-wide right-of-way as
described in section 2 of the EIS. Easement negotiations are
between the applicants and the landowner. See the response to
comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic fracturing.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-6 Mountain Valley now intends to cross the Elk, Gauley, and
Greenbrier Rivers using coffer dams and dry techniques. Since
Mountain Valley would cross all waterbodies using dry
techniques, there would be a low potential for downstream
sedimentation and turbidity. A revised discussion of
sedimentation and turbidity can be found in section 4.3 of the
final EIS. The feasibility of crossing waterbodies using a
trenchless crossing method was discussed in section 4.3 of the
EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-7 See the response to comment IND209-1 regarding the permanent
fill of wetlands.

PS2B1-8 See the response to comment IND401-5 regarding pending
information about water wells.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-9 A revised discussion of sedimentation and turbidity can be found
in section 4.3 of the EIS. Impacts on aquatic resources are
addressed in section 4.6.

PS2B1-11 Section 4.1 of the EIS has been revised to provide additional
details regarding karst features in the project area. Section 4.3 of
the EIS provides a discussion of impacts and mitigation on water
resources. Mountain Valley has adopted the Mount Tabor
Variation into its proposed route to lessen impacts on the Mount
Tabor Sinkhole Plain.

PS2B1-10 As stated in section 4.6.1 of the EIS, the MVP would cross
waterbodies containing populations of wild brown and brook
trout, stocked rainbow trout, and freshwater mussels. The
VADGIF restricts construction within waterbodies that contain
wild trout from October 1 through March 31 and in waterbodies
that contain stocked trout from March 15 through May 15. As
stated in section 4.6.2 of the EIS, Mountain Valley would adhere
to all federal and state permit conditions regarding the
minimization of impacts on fisheries of special concern including
adhering to recommended work windows for in-water
construction (or requesting a work-window modification, if
needed). Mountain Valley would also attempt to minimize
impacts on fisheries by relocating fishes from the construction
areas following guidance from the VADGIF, who requested that
fish be relocated during waterbody crossings in Virginia. Finally,
aside from a temporary disruption of fishing in the vicinity of the
waterbody crossings during construction, we do not expect the
project to impact recreational fisheries in West Virginia or
Virginia.

PS2B1-12 The supplemental filings by Mountain Valley on October 14 and
20, 2016 mostly concerned minor route variations to address
landowner concerns and alternatives recommended in the draft
EIS. These route changes have been analyzed in the final EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-13 See the response to IND177-1 regarding landslides and Mountain
Valley’s revised Landslide Mitigation Plan.

PS2B1-15 Section 4.3 of the EIS has been revised to include updated scour
analysis information provided by Mountain Valley in October
2016 and February 2017 and analyzed by FERC staff.

PS2B1-14 Underground mines are discussed in section 4.1.1 and 4.1.2 of
the EIS.

PS2B1-16 Section 4.7 has been updated as appropriate.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-17 Section 4.3 has been updated as appropriate.

PS2B1-19 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS2B1-18 A revised discussion of flash flooding is provided in section 4.3.2
of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-22 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions.

PS2B1-21 Section 4.3 has been revised to address inter-basin transfer. 

PS2B1-20 As stated in section 4.3 of the EIS, Mountain Valley would
obtain water from municipal, surface water, or groundwater
sources for dust-control purposes. The amount of water that
would be used for dust-control is highly dependent on the
conditions at the time of work (e.g., weather, soil type, vegetation
cover). If groundwater is used to suppress dust, Mountain Valley
would adhere to the measures outlined in its Water Resources
Identification and Testing Plan to minimize, avoid, and mitigate
(if applicable) any impacts on groundwater resources.
Additionally, Mountain Valley would work with the FS and
appropriate agencies to develop a stream monitoring plan to be
implemented during operation of the MVP. Mountain Valley
would adhere to its Erosion and Sediment Control Plans and
Fugitive Dust Control Plan to minimize impacts associated with
the use water to suppress dust.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-23 The commentor was included on the CD mailing list.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-25 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding cattle. The
EIS provides a discussion of water resources and wetlands in
section 4.3, landslides in section 4.2, karst geology in section 4.1,
and threatened and endangered species in section 4.7.

PS2B1-24 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See the
response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic fracturing and
export.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-26 Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the
response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B1-28 Comments noted.

PS2B1-27 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. The
Commission would determine if the projects should be
authorized, based on the consolidated record.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 1 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B2-2 See the response to comment IND401-5 regarding pending
information about water wells and springs.

PS2B2-1 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B2-3 As stated in section 4.8 and 4.12 of the EIS, the MLVs would be
equipped with valve actuators for remote operation.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B2-4 The statements regarding maps are noted. The maps contained in
appendix B of the EIS are on a topographic background.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B2-5 Section 4.8 of the final EIS has been revised to discuss river 
rafting on the Gauley River.  Visual impacts are addressed in 
section 4.8 of the EIS.    



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B2-6 As stated in section 2.3.3 of the EIS, ATWS would be used only
during construction of the projects. After pipeline installations,
all of the ATWS would be restored to their pre-construction
condition and use. In open, agricultural, and developed and
residential land use areas, construction impacts from use of
ATWS would be short-term, as these areas would be revegetated
in a few years. However, in forest, impacts from use of ATWS
would be long-term, as it would take many years for trees to re-
establish and mature. Trees would naturally re-establish ATWS,
Mountain Valley would not plant trees.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B2-8 Mountain Valley would cross the Elk, Gauley, and Greenbrier
Rivers with dry methods. See the response to comment IND3-1
regarding drinking water. See the response to comment IND92-1
regarding leaks.

PS2B2-7 Waterbody and wetland crossing methods are discussed in
sections 2 and 4.3 of the EIS. See the response to comment
IND92-1 regarding leaks.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B2-11 The final EIS has been revised to address supplemental
information.

PS2B2-9 All rivers would be crossed using dry-trench methods. See the
response to comment FA11-15 regarding open-cut waterbody
crossings. Sedimentation and turbidity impacts to aquatic
resources are addressed in section 4.6.2 of the EIS.

PS2B2-10 See the response to comment IND209-1 regarding the permanent
fill of wetlands.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS2B2-12 Comments noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS2B – Nicholas County High School Summersville, WV– Room 2 – November 2, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-1 The route changes filed by Mountain Valley on October 14 and
20, 2016 mostly concerned minor route variations to address
landowner concerns and alternatives recommended in the draft
EIS. The current proposed route was analyzed in the final EIS.

PS3A1-2 See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding the 500-foot-wide
utility corridor in the Jefferson National Forest. Mountain Valley
proposes to use a nominal 125-foot-wide construction right-of-
way and a 50-foot-wide operational easement.

PS3A1-3 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.

PS3A1-4 The EIS concluded that the project would not have significant
impacts on most environmental resources. See the response to
comment FA8-1 regarding the 500-foot-wide utility corridor in
the Jefferson National Forest. See the response to comment
IND270-1 regarding wildlife. Visual impacts are addressed in
section 4.8 of the EIS.

PS3A1-5 Landowner impacts are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-6 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits. See also
the response to comment IND281-2 regarding jobs in Virginia.

PS3A1-7 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits. See
section 4.9 of the EIS.

PS3A1-8 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS3A1-9 The EIS concluded that the project would not have significant
impacts on most environmental resources (excluding the clearing
of forest). Caves are discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS; water
resources in section 4.3.

PS3A1-10 Landowner impacts are discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-11 Historic Districts are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.

PS3A1-12 Section 3 of the final EIS has been revised to discuss the Hybrid
1A Alternative.

PS3A1-13 Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND332-1 regarding farming.

PS3A1-14 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-15 The final EIS has been revised to include supplemental
information filed after the issuance of the draft.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-16 Comments noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-17 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS3A1-18 See the response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS. The conclusions in the EIS are
based on facts.

PS3A1-19 The permits that would be required are addressed in section 1.5
of the EIS. Geology is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-20 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.
The Commission would decide if there is public need to support
the projects.

PS3A1-21 Section 3.4 of the EIS provides a discussion of a highway
alternative. See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding
eminent domain.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-22 The statements regarding creating a multi-use corridor are noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-23 See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding a 500-foot-wide
utility corridor in the Jefferson National Forest.

PS3A1-24 An aboveground pipeline would not be safe.

PS3A1-25 Section 3.5 of the final EIS has been updated with new
information regarding this parcel. As discussed in section 4.10,
the Doe Creek Farm was previously recorded as historic
architectural site #35-18, which was evaluated as eligible for the
NRHP. The farm house is about 479 feet away from the
proposed pipeline. The Virginia SHPO agrees with Mountain
Valley that the MVP would have no adverse effects on site #35-
18. It is unlikely that the pipeline would destroy the spring or
water supply to the farm; see section 4.3 of the EIS. Any impacts
on domestic water supplies would be repaired, or the supplies
replaced by Mountain Valley. It is unlikely that a buried pipeline
would affect the business operations at the farm (see sections 2,
4.2 and 4.8 of the EIS).



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-26 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS3A1-27 High Consequence Areas (HCAs) are discussed in section 4.12.1
of the EIS.

PS3A1-29 In the EIS, FS no longer proposes to reallocate any lands to the 
Rx 5C-Designated Utility Corridor. There would not be a 500-
foot wide corridor identified for future collocation opportunities. 
See section 4.8.2.6 for further discussion.

The FS has worked with Mountain Valley to develop project 
design features, mitigation measures and monitoring procedures 
to minimize the impacts to the resources those standards were 
designed to protect. These mitigation measures and monitoring 
procedures are described in the POD.

PS3A1-28 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS3A1-30 See the response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s
report.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-31 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. Non-
environmental FERC may address the Synapse report in the
Project Order.

PS3A1-32 Section 3 of the EIS provides an assessment of using existing
pipelines as an alternative to the projects.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-33 See the response to comment IND155-2 regarding forest impacts.
Impacts to the Jefferson National Forest are discussed throughout
section 4 of the EIS, particularly in section 4.8.

PS3A1-36 See the response to comment FA11-2 and LA3-1 regarding
recent filings and the comment review period. The FERC’s
standard comment period for a draft EIS is 45 days. The
comment period for the MVP was extended to 90 days.

PS3A1-34 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS3A1-35 The statements regarding e-Library are noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-37 FERC staff examined all of Mountain Valley’s filings and has
asked for additional information and clarifications throughout the
environmental review process. The EIS provides an assessment
of blasting and steep slopes in section 4.1, wells and stream
crossings in section 4.3, and landowners in sections 4.8 and 4.9.
A revised discussion of sedimentation and turbidity can be found
in section 4.3 of the final EIS.

PS3A1-39 Steep slopes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s report.

PS3A1-38 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. See
the response to comment IND152-1 regarding the FERC’s third-
party monitoring program.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-41 Comments noted.

PS3A1-40 Climate change is addressed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 of the EIS.
See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-42 Mountain Valley has told FERC staff that no property owners
would be required to vacate their residences during project
construction.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-43 Caves, steep slopes and earthquakes are addressed in section 4.1
of the EIS.

PS3A1-44 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.
The historic covered bridges of Newport are addressed in section
4.10 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-45 The pipeline would be about 430 feet away from the Newport
Mount Olivet Methodist Church, and should not affect it. Water
resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. Karst is
discussed in section 4.1.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-46 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-48 Section 3 of the EIS provides an assessment of using existing
pipelines as an alternative to the projects. The Commission
would determine the need for the projects.

PS3A1-47 Section 3 of the EIS has been revised to discuss the Hybrid 1A
Alternative.

PS3A1-49 See the response to comment IND281-2 regarding jobs in
Virginia. As stated in section 4.9 of the EIS, local workers would
comprise about 25 percent of the workforce during construction.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-52 See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding the 500-foot-wide
utility corridor in the Jefferson National Forest.

PS3A1-50 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. Caves
are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. Groundwater is discussed
in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS3A1-54 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS3A1-51 Tourism is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

PS3A1-53 In the EIS, FS no longer proposes to reallocate any lands to the 
Rx 5C-Designated Utility Corridor. There would not be a 500-
foot wide corridor identified for future collocation opportunities. 
See section 4.8.2.6 for further discussion.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-57 See the response to comment IND133-1 regarding the Newport
Mount Olivet Methodist Church. The pipeline would be about
430 feet away from the church and should not affect it. Mountain
Valley does not want to take any property. The would like to pay
money for easements through negotiated agreements with
landowners.

PS3A1-55 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.

PS3A1-56 The EIS concluded that the project would not have significant
impacts on most environmental resources. See the response to
comment IND155-2 regarding forest impacts. Sinkholes and
caves are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. Water resources
are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the response to
comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic fracturing.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-61 Mountain Valley did not request permission to survey your
property because you are not located along the proposed pipeline
route. Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS3A1-58 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See also
the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits. The
Commission would decide about the public use of these projects.

PS3A1-59 If you reside in the Hardwick House (site #35-151-16) it is
located about 365 feet away from the pipeline, and is discussed in
section 4.10 of the EIS.

PS3A1-60 The pipeline is outside of the boundaries of the Newport Historic
District. You have not been contacted by Mountain Valley or
received notices from the FERC because you are not an affected
landowner. The FERC denied your request for consulting party
status because you did not demonstrate a legal or economic
relationship to the undertaking (as required by Part 800.2(c)(5)),
and FERC’s review process allows for the consideration of public
concerns about cultural resources issues (in accordance with Part
800.2(d)). Alignment sheets illustrate powerlines in the vicinity
of a portion of the pipeline route.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-63 See the response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS. The EIS complies with NEPA. The
final EIS is a revision that includes supplemental information and
addresses comments on the draft.

PS3A1-62 See the response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s
report. Alternative 1-A Hybrid route is analyzed in section 3 of
the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-64 Alternatives are addressed in section 3 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-65 Invasive species are discussed in section 4.4 of the EIS; slopes in
section 4.1.

PS3A1-66 See the response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS and stakeholder comments.

PS3A1-67 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions. There are no federal laws or regulations that
specify the type of public sessions to be held. The CEQ
regulations for implementing NEPA specify in Part 1503 that
after preparing a draft EIS the agency should request comments
from the public. We did that in our Notice of Availability for the
draft EIS issued September 16, 2016. Comments on the draft EIS
can be in writing. There is no requirement to hold public
sessions; although the FERC still does so to hear verbal
comments.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-68 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits. See the
response to comment IND191-3 regarding local jobs.

PS3A1-69 See the response to comment FA11-2 regarding need.

PS3A1-70 Emissions are addressed in section 4.11 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-71 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS3A1-72 See the response to comment FA8-1 regarding the 500-foot-wide
utility easement on the Jefferson National Forest.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-73 Since the issuance of the draft EIS, Mountain Valley has adopted
the Mount Tabor Variation into its proposed route. This is
analyzed in the final EIS.

PS3A1-75 Section 3 of the final EIS includes our evaluation of the
VADCR’s proposed alternative to avoid the Slussers Chapel
Cave Conservation Site.

PS3A1-74 In October 2016, Mountain Valley filed minor route
modifications. New landowners along those modifications were
provided with an extended period to comment up to February 21,
2017.

PS3A1-76 Potential abandonment of the proposed facilities is discussed in
2.7 of the EIS. Any abandonment, modification, or re-purposing
of the proposed facilities would require an environmental review
and authorization from the FERC.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-77 The analysis of the Mount Tabor Variation has been updated in
the final EIS.

PS3A1-78 Section 3 of the final EIS includes our evaluation of the
VADCR’s proposed alternative to avoid the Slussers Chapel
Cave Conservation Site.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-79 Potential abandonment of the proposed facilities is discussed in
2.7 of the EIS. Any abandonment, modification, or re-purposing
of the proposed facilities would require an environmental review
and authorization from the FERC.

PS3A1-81 Environmental justice impacts are discussed in section 4.9 of the
EIS.

PS3A1-80 FERC staff reviewed relevant and available studies regarding
impacts on property values from natural gas pipelines.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-82 As stated in section 4.9.2.1 of the EIS, the estimated 25 new
permanent employees would likely be negligible in regard to
population levels within the counties crossed by the MVP (totally
about 23 million people). Twenty-five permanent employees
would represent about 0.0001 percent.

PS3A1-85 While section 4.9.2.5 of the EIS states that there could be an
increase in surface damage to roads, the next paragraph states
that during construction, Mountain Valley would inspect roads
periodically and, if damages occur as a direct result of project-
related activities, would repair them as appropriate and in
accordance with the applicable permit.

PS3A1-84 Economic benefits from the projects are discussed in section 4.9.

PS3A1-83 
Emergency services are highly dependent on conditions at the
time of work (e.g., employee specific, environmental conditions,
weather conditions, etc.) such that an estimate is not possible.
However, Mountain Valley has committed to providing financial
assistance to regional first responders, and the payment of local
taxes would further support community services.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-86 Easement negotiations are between the applicants and the
landowner.

PS3A1-89 The 1986 study was not a discussion of the number of incidents.
The 1986 study presents a comparison of incidents to the
presence or absence of cathodic protection. The number of
incidents using actual data from PHMSA was presented in
section 4.12.2 using data from 1996 through 2015.

PS3A1-88 Tourism is addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

PS3A1-87 Section 4.9.2.3 states that community services would be
supported by additional tax revenues generated by the project as
depicted in table 4.9.2-3.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-90 As stated in section 1.4 of the EIS, the comment period to
respond to the NOA (and the timeframe for requests for
intervention) closed on November 27, 2015. Non-environmental
Commission staff will make a determination on whether to grant
a party’s out-of-time intervention request. See the response to
comment LA3-1 regarding the comment period for the draft EIS.

PS3A1-92 Section 3.5 of the final EIS was revised to address these
landowner concerns.

PS3A1-91 Not all parcels will be surveyed prior to issuance of an EIS.
Some landowners do not grant survey permission.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-93 Section 3 of the EIS discussed route considerations. In October
2016 Mountain Valley filed minor route modifications. This is
part of the environmental review process, since some of the
modifications were in response to FERC recommendations in the
draft EIS. The currently proposed route is analyzed in the final
EIS.

PS3A1-95 Safety is addressed in section 4.12 of the EIS. See the response
to comment IND28-3 regarding financial responsibility.

PS3A1-94 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions.

PS3A1-96 See the response to comment 70-1 regarding erosion. See the
response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
Earthquakes and steep slopes are addressed in section 4.1 of the
EIS. See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.
Only intervenors would have standing to challenge a
Commission decision.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-98 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS3A1-97 Section 3 of the EIS has been revised to discuss the Hybrid 1A
Alternative.

PS3A1-99 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-100 Section 3 of the EIS discussed route considerations. In October
2016 Mountain Valley filed minor route modifications. This is
part of the environmental review process, since some of the
modifications were in response to FERC recommendations in the
draft EIS. The currently proposed route is analyzed in the final
EIS.

See the response to comment FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS.

PS3A1-101 While some information was still pending at the time of issuance
of the draft EIS, the lack of this final information does not
deprive the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment on
the projects potential impacts on a range of environmental
resources, and measures that would avoid, reduce, or mitigate
those impacts. The courts have held that final plans are not
required at the NEPA stage. As stated in the EIS we asked
Mountain Valley to provide a revised analysis due to data gaps,
inconsistencies in the analysis in addition to a public comment
regarding errors.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-102 See the response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s
report. Steep slopes and earthquakes are addressed in section 4.1
of the EIS.

PS3A1-103 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. Non-
environmental FERC staff may address the Synapse report in the
Project Order.

PS3A1-104 In their applications to the FERC, Mountain Valley and Equitrans
explained the purpose of their projects, and how they developed
their proposed facilities. FERC staff, contractors, and cooperating
agencies independently fact-checked data submitted by the
Applicants.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-105 See the response to comment IND133-1 regarding the Newport
Mount Olivet Methodist Church. The church is 430 feet away
from the pipeline. See also the response to comment IND196-5
regarding the FERC review process. FERC’s mission is to carry
out the mandates of the NGA.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-106 As explained in section 4.3 of the EIS, forested wetlands within
the permanent easement would be converted to herbaceous or
shrub wetlands. Forest fragmentation is discussed in sections 4.4
and 4.5 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-107 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS3A1-108 The projects would not force families off their land.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-109 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS3A1-110 The potential health effects regarding methane are discussed in
section 4.12 of the EIS. See the response to comment IND2-3
regarding hydraulic fracturing.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-111 See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding farming. See
the response to comment IND28-3 regarding financial
responsibility.

PS3A1-115 The historic Adlai Jones Farm is discussed in section 4.10 of the
EIS. The Adlai Jones house (recorded as site #35-412-10 within
the Greater Newport Rural Historic District) is about 1,791 feet
away from the pipeline. Mountain Valley’s contractor has re-
evaluated the road trace associated with Adlai Jones Farm as a
non-significant feature, perhaps a modern tractor trail.

PS3A1-112 See the response to comment IND281-2 regarding jobs in
Virginia.

PS3A1-113 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS3A1-114 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefit. See the
response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-116 Water resources are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.
Mountain Valley stated that it would fix or replace any springs or
wells impacted. See the response to comment CO14-1 regarding
blasting.

PS3A1-117 Karst is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the response to
comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s report. See the
response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-118 We disagree. The EIS complies with NEPA. See the response to
comment FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding preparation of the draft
EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-119 Section 3 of the EIS provides an assessment of using existing
pipeline systems to meet the objectives of the proposed projects.
The Commission would decide if the projects are necessary.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-120 As stated in section 4.3.2 of the EIS, although the MVP pipeline
route would cross Bottom Creek, it would not be at the impaired
segment or the Tier III segment (the Tier III segment is over 3
miles downstream of the proposed crossing location).

PS3A1-121 Section 4.7 provides a discussion of species that inhabit the
project area. The big-eyed jumprock, riverweed darter, and
Roanoke darter are not found in the project area.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-122 Section 4.3 of the EIS has been revised as appropriate. The EIS
includes a list of all waterbodies crossed.

PS3A1-124 See the response to comment IND226-19 regarding the proposed
construction method for Bottom Creek.

PS3A1-123 We disagree that the upper regions of Bottom Creek should be
considered impaired until data proves otherwise.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-126 See the response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.

PS3A1-127 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A1-125 Wetlands and streams are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS3A1-128 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-129 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. See
the response to comment IND152-1 regarding the FERC’s third-
party monitoring program.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-131 The statements regarding Mountain Valley surveys are noted.

PS3A1-130 The Coles-Terry Rural Historic District is discussed in section
4.10 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-133 See the response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS. The EIS provides a discussion of
landslides and steep terrain in section 4.1 and waterbodies in
section 4.3.

PS3A1-132 This comment is in the FERC’s public record. Artifacts removed
during archaeological investigations are to be returned to
landowners after study.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-136 Earthquakes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.

PS3A1-134 A revised discussion of flash flooding is provided in section 4.3.2
of the final EIS.

PS3A1-135 The EIS provides a discussion of landslides, steep terrain, and
karst in section 4.1. See the response to comment CO14-3
regarding spills. See the response to comment IND155-2
regarding forest impacts. Visual resources are discussed in
section 4.8 of the EIS. A revised discussion of sedimentation and
turbidity can be found in section 4.3 of the final EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-138 The statements regarding Mountain Valley’s surveys are noted.

PS3A1-137 Climate change is addressed in sections 4.11 and 4.13 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.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-140 See the response to comment IND191-3 regarding local jobs and
comment IND281-2 regarding jobs in Virginia.

PS3A1-139 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A1-141 The statement regarding compensation is noted.

PS3A1-142 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-143 See the response to comments 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. Steep slopes
are addressed in section 4.1 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.

PS3A1-144 Karst terrain is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-145 Groundwater and karst are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS3A1-147 The FS has worked with Mountain Valley to develop project
design features, mitigation measures and monitoring procedures
to minimize the impacts to the resources those standards were
designed to protect. These mitigation measures and monitoring
procedures are described in the POD.

PS3A1-146 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-148 Tourism is addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS. Visual resources
are addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS.

PS3A1-151 Tourism is addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

PS3A1-149 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS3A1-150 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-154 The DOT regulations determine class pipeline thickness as
described in section 4.12 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.

PS3A1-152 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS3A1-153 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-156 Visual resources are addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS.

PS3A1-155 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-158 Karst terrain is addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.

PS3A1-157 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A1-159 See the response to comment CO49-63 regarding the Spring
Hollow reservoir.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-161 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.

PS3A1-160 Potential abandonment of the proposed facilities is discussed in
2.7 of the EIS. Any abandonment, modification, or re-purposing
of the proposed facilities would require a new amendment or
separate application, an environmental review, and authorization
from the FERC.

PS3A1-162 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment session format. The EIS provides a discussion of
wildlife in section 4.5, forest fragmentation in section 4.4,
cultural resources in section 4.10, socioeconomics in section 4.9,
and recreation in section 4.8.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-163 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
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. See the response to comment LA1-4
regarding existing 42-inch-diameter natural gas pipelines in karst
terrain.

PS3A1-164 Earthquakes are discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS. A revised
discussion of flash flooding is provided in the final EIS. See the
response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-165 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits.

PS3A1-167 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment session format.

PS3A1-166 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-168 Geology is discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS; soils in 4.2; and
water resources in section 4.3. See the response to comment
IND401-5 regarding pending water wells and springs.

PS3A1-169 Some areas are not mapped due to a landowner not granting
survey permission. The commenter's data is noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-170 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A1-171 See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding farming. As
stated in section 4.2.2 of the EIS, the applicants would minimize
impacts to prime farmlands by segregating topsoil, removing
rock, and decompacting soils. We examined alternative routes in
section 3.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-174 See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding existing 42-inch-
diameter natural gas pipelines in mountainous terrain. As stated
in section 2.4.2, the first 12 inches at the bottom of the trench
above the pipe would be clean fill, absent of rocks. Limestone
dust may be brought in and used as padding material only when
other local suitable fill is unavailable. The trench would then be
backfilled using the excavated material; first with subsoil, then
with topsoil.

PS3A1-172 See the response to comment FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS.

PS3A1-173 Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-175 The EIS provides a discussion of karst in section 4.1, soils in
section 4.2, and water resources in section 4.3. See the response
to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s report.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-176 Cultural resources are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS. The
1933 high school/Newport Recreation Center is 945 feet from the
pipeline; the fire station 3,353 feet away; and McWhorter house
1,820 feet.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-177 Earthquakes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.

PS3A1-178 Cultural resources are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-179 Cultural resources are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS.

PS3A1-180 As stated in section 4.12.1 of the EIS, the safety standards are
mandated by the DOT not the FERC.

PS3A1-181 The EIS provides a discussion of traffic in section 4.9 and dust in
section 4.11.1. If the pipeline is certificated, the applicant would
reach easement agreements with all affected landowners, which
would give them the ability to monitor and patrol the pipeline in
accordance with DOT regulations.

PS3A1-182 Tourism is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

PS3A1-183 See the response to comment IND18-2 regarding emergency
response.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-184 Environmental justice is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.
Section 4.12.2 provides an analysis of incidents that have resulted
in more than $100,000 in damage from 1996 through 2015. This
is not a threshold for which a landowner could report damage or
which a landowner would be compensated.

PS3A1-185 See the response to comment PS3A1-89 regarding the 1986
study.

PS3A1-186 Socioeconomics is addressed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

PS3A1-187 Due to the October 2016 route changes, the prime farmland
numbers have been revised in the final EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-188 

PS3A1-189 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
Tourism is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

PS3A1-190 See the response to comment IND155-2 regarding forests.
Tourism is discussed in section 4.9 of the EIS.

PS3A1-192 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

PS3A1-191 The potential health effects regarding methane are discussed in
section 4.12 of the EIS.

The potential health effects regarding methane are discussed in
section 4.12 of the EIS. Environmental justice is discussed in
section 4.9 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-194 As stated in section 4.8.2.2, Mountain Valley would maintain
access to homes and driveways. This would extend to emergency
response services. The commenter's statements regarding
Mountain Valley’s surveyors are noted. See also the response to
comment letter IND362.

PS3A1-193 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-197 See the response to comment LA5-1 regarding stakeholder
comments. The commentor’s statements regarding Mountain
Valley are noted. See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding
herbicides. In addition, organic farms are discussed in section
4.8 of the EIS.

PS3A1-195 The EIS provides a discussion of water resources in section 4.3
and socioeconomics in section 4.9. See the response to comment
IND12-1 regarding property values.

PS3A1-196 The EIS provides a discussion of impacts on NFS lands in section
4.8, wildlife in section 4.5, and recreation in section 4.8.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-200 All of the waterbodies that would be impacted by the projects are
listed in appendix F. See the response to comment IND226-19.
The statements regarding Mountain Valley’s surveyors are noted.

PS3A1-198 Waterbodies and wetlands are addressed in section 4.3 of the
EIS.

PS3A1-199 The commentor’s statements regarding an access road is noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-201 Alternative routes are discussed in section 3 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-202 See the response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS. See the response to comment
IND196-5 regarding the FERC review process.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-203 The no-action alternative is discussed in section 3.1 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-204 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A1-205 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-206 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.

PS3A1-207 Historic resources are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS,
including the pole barn at the Adlai Jones Farm (site #35-412-10
within the Greater Newport Rural Historic District). See the
response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-208 See the response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s
report. Sinkholes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.

PS3A1-210 The FS has worked with Mountain Valley to develop project 
design features, mitigation measures and monitoring procedures 
to minimize the impacts to the resources those standards were 
designed to protect. These mitigation measures and monitoring 
procedures are described in the POD.

PS3A1-209 Cultural resources, including historic buildings, are addressed in
section 4.10 of the EIS. Karst is addressed in section 4.1 and
water resources in section 4.3 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-212 Karst terrain is discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS. Depth to
bedrock and blasting were discussed in section 4.1 and appendix
M of the EIS. See also the response to comment CO14-1
regarding blasting.

PS3A1-211 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment PS2A2-191 regarding monitoring of the
pipeline.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-213 Landslides are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. See the
response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-214 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
The EIS addressed water resources in section 4.3 and air quality
in section 4.11.1.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-215 See the response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS. The EIS provides a discussion of
water resources and wetlands in section 4.3 and steep slopes in
section 4.1.

PS3A1-216 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. See
the response to comment IND152-1 regarding the FERC’s third-
party monitoring program.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-217 See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding herbicides.

PS3A1-221 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS3A1-218 Forest fragmentation is discussed in section 4.4 of the EIS.

PS3A1-219 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS3A1-220 See the response to comment IND12-1 property values.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-223 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.
See the response to comment IND28-3 regarding financial
responsibility.

PS3A1-222 Renewable energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the
EIS. See also the response to comment IND40-1 regarding
renewable energy.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-226 Invasive species are addressed in section 4.4 of the EIS.

PS3A1-225 As discussed in section 4.2 of the EIS, the Applicants would be
responsible for decompacting the soil.

PS3A1-227 Potential abandonment of the proposed facilities is discussed in
2.7 of the EIS. Any abandonment, modification, or re-purposing
of the proposed facilities would require a new amendment, or
separate application, an environmental review, and authorization
from the FERC.

PS3A1-224 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.
See the response to comment IND28-3 regarding financial
responsibility.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-229 See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding existing 42-inch-
diameter natural gas pipelines in karst terrain.. The EIS provides
a discussion of karst in section 4.1 and water resources in section
4.3. See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion.

PS3A1-228 See the response to comment IND175-6 regarding new project
components not addressed in the EIS. No compressor station is
proposed in Virginia.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-231 See the response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS.

PS3A1-230 Karst and earthquakes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-233 Steep slopes are addressed in section 4.2 of the EIS. The ANST
is addressed in section 4.8.

PS3A1-232 See the response to comment FA11-2. See the response to
comment IND2-1 regarding safety.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-235 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. The
Commission would decide if the projects are in the public
interest.

PS3A1-234 Construction on steep slopes is addressed in sections 2 and 4.1.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-239 See the response to comment IND155-2. The FS is a cooperating
agency and assisted the FERC in preparation of the EIS.

PS3A1-236 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS3A1-237 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A1-238 GHGs and climate change is addressed in section 4.13.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-242 See the response to comments FA8-1 and FA10-1 regarding
Amendments to the LRMP.

PS3A1-240 See the response to comment IND175-6 regarding new project
components not addressed in the EIS.

PS3A1-241 We stand by our analysis of environmental justice in section 4.9.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-245 The right-of-way would be restored and revegetated following
construction (see section 2.4.2 of the EIS). Visual resources are
addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS.

PS3A1-243 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefit. Renewable
energy alternatives are discussed in section 3 of the EIS. See also
the response to comment IND40-1 regarding renewable energy.

PS3A1-244 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing. See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding
safety. See the response to comment IND18-2 regarding
emergency response.

PS3A1-246 Visual resources are addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS. See the
response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-247 See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic
fracturing. See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding
benefits.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-249 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.
See the response to comment IND92-1 regarding leaks.

PS3A1-248 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A1-250 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-251 Wells are discussed in section 4.3.

PS3A1-252 See the response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s
report.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-253 Dr. Kastning’s report is cited and discussed in section 4.1 of the
EIS. Springs are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-254 Springs are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS3A1-255 Visual is addressed in section 4.8 of the EIS. The comments
about the American chestnut are noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-256 Comments noted.

PS3A1-257 See the response to comment CO26-1.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 1 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A1-258 See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety.

PS3A1-259 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS3A1-260 The commenter's statements regarding regulation and abundance
of natural gas are noted.
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Public Session Comments
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Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-1 See the response to comment LA2-1 regarding the draft EIS
comment sessions. The sessions were open to the public, and all
comments were placed into the FERC public record. The
sessions do not represent a “hearing,” but rather a means to
obtain verbal comments on the draft EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-2 The current session format for taking comments on the draft EIS
is being used by the FERC for all its major natural gas projects
across the nation, and is not something new or different being
used just for MVP.

PS3A2-3 See the response to comment LA3-1 regarding MVP’s October
2016 filings and extension of the comment period. The draft EIS
was not incomplete at the time of its issuance. The supplemental
data related to minor route modifications, some of which were
recommended in the draft EIS. We believe the public has an
appropriate period to comment on the supplemental data, up to
the end of December 2016. In addition, we provided new
landowners along the route modifications an extended
opportunity to comment up through February 21, 2017. This
final EIS revises the draft and analyzes the supplemental data.
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PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-4 Impacts on Historic Districts are discussed in section 4.10 of the
EIS. The Newport Mount Olivet Methodist Church is located
about 430 feet away from the pipeline. Representatives of
Mountain Valley have indicated that they do not intend to take
Mr. Echol’s house, or remove him from it. The company seeks
to negotiate an easement across his land. The Newport Volunteer
Fire Department building is about 3,353 feet away from the
pipeline; the Newport Recreational Center building is 945 feet
away. The Leffel Mansion is 2,034 feet away from the pipeline;
while the Adlai Jones farm house (George Jones) is 1,791 feet
away. The Deplazes house is about 907 feet away from the
pipeline. None of those buildings should be adversely effected
by the MVP.
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PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-5 Water resources are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the
response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A2-6 See the response to comment PS1B1-10 regarding the potential
impact radius. See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding
safety.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-7 See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits.

PS3A2-8 Comments noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-10 See the response to comment IND343-1 regarding invasive
species.

PS3A2-9 See the response to comment IND281-2 regarding jobs in
Virginia.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-13 Seed mixes are provided in appendix N. See the response to
comment IND343-1 regarding invasive species.

PS3A2-11 Mountain Valley proposes to use a nominal 125-foot wide
construction right-of-way, and retain 50 feet of its permanent
operational easements; which means that 75 feet would be
temporary workspace to be restored after pipeline installation.
Restoration is discussed in section 2.4.2.8 of the EIS.

PS3A2-12 Mountain Valley would compensate you for the loss of timber.
As discussed in the EIS, the right-of-way would be seeded using
seed mixes as discussed in section 4.4.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-15 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
See the response to comment IND332-1 regarding farming. See
the response to comment IND155-2 regarding forest impacts.
The pipeline would be about 1,362 feet away from the Sinking
Creek Iron Ore Furnace. The MVP would not destroy the
historic Doughty Farm. Restoration is discussed in section
2.4.2.8 of the EIS.

PS3A2-14 As stated in section 2.4 of the EIS, vegetation would generally be
cut or scraped flush with the surface of the ground, leaving
rootstock in place where possible. 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.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-20 The draft EIS concluded there would be a significant impact on
forested land not the Jefferson National Forest. Section 4.8 of the
EIS discusses the ANST and the Jefferson National Forest.
Habitat is discussed in section 4.4; wildlife in 4.5.

PS3A2-17 Springs are addressed in section 4.3 of the EIS; vegetation,
including trees, in section 4.4. After pipeline installation, crops
can be grown over the entire right-of-way.

PS3A2-18 Karst is discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the response to
comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water. See the response to
comment IND70-1 regarding erosion.

PS3A2-16 See the response to comment CO59-1 regarding Canoe Cave.
The pipeline would be located about 900 feet away from the
nearest entrance to Canoe Cave.

PS3A2-19 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.
Construction on steep slopes is discussed in sections 2 and 4.1.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-26 The FERC is funded by Congress. Part of the Commission’s
mission is to carry out its obligations under the NGA, including
the authorization of new natural gas infrastructure. See the
response to comment IND196-5 regarding the FERC review
process. Companies seek to negotiate agreements with
landowners to acquire their easements. The EIS addressed water
resources in section 4.3. See the response to comment IND2-1
regarding safety.

PS3A2-22 Section 4.13 of the EIS provides a discussion of cumulative
impacts to the ANST.

PS3A2-23 The MVP would not destroy homes or historic buildings. See the
response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS3A2-21 Visual impacts to the ANST are discussed in section 4.8 of the
EIS.

PS3A2-25 Historic properties are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.

PS3A2-24 See the response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s
report.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-27 Comment noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-28 The pipeline addresses karst and sinkholes in section 4.1 and
water resources in section 4.3 of the EIS. See the response to
comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A2-29 See the response to comment IND401-5 regarding pending
information about water wells.

PS3A2-30 See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. Table
2.4-2 in the draft EIS identified the locations in the docket where
soil and erosion control plans can be found.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-31 Section 4.7 of the final EIS has been revised to include updated
survey information.

PS3A2-32 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.

PS3A2-33 See the response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s
report.

PS3A2-34 See the response to comment CO14-3 regarding spills.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-35 Historic properties are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS.
There are many existing pipelines in Virginia.

PS3A2-36 See the response to comment IND196-5 regarding the FERC
review process. See the response to comment IND137-1
regarding the KeyLog Report.

PS3A2-37 Section 3.5 of the final EIS has been revised to address the 
concerns of this landowner.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-38 See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

PS3A2-41 Section 2.4.2.13 of the draft EIS stated that Mountain Valley
would leave mature trees and landscaping intact where possible.

PS3A2-42 Mountain Valley seeks to negotiate an agreement with you to
purchase an easement across your property; which would not be a
taking.

PS3A2-39 Historic Districts are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS.

PS3A2-40 Sinkholes are discussed in section 4.1 of the EIS. See the
response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-44 See the response to comment IND1-3 regarding eminent domain.
The Commission would consider the benefits of the projects.

PS3A2-43 Historic Districts are discussed in section 4.10 of the EIS. See
the response to comment PS3B1-38 regarding removal of homes
for the MVP.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-46 Table 4.1.1-10 provides a summary of the number of miles that
would cross areas susceptible to landslides. No mileposts are
provided in the table.

PS3A2-45 See the response to comment FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the EIS. The draft EIS was based on surveys of
about 90 percent of the route; so data gaps were minimal. The
final EIS updated information that may have been missing from
the draft. Bent Mountain is not pristine. It includes existing
infrastructure such as towns, housing tracts, churches, schools,
commercial developments, roads, and powerlines. Wetlands and
waterbodies are discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS.

PS3A2-47 See the response to comment IND401-5 regarding pending
information about water wells. See the response to IND147-1
regarding FERC staff recommendations.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-48 Bottom Creek and Spring Hollow Reservoir are discussed in
section 4.3 of the EIS.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-49 The MVP pipeline would transport natural gas in a vapor state;
not oil. The 1944 Cleveland incident involved LNG in storage
tanks; again very different from a modern buried welded steel
transportation pipeline. See the response to comment IND2-1
regarding safety. As stated in section 4.12 of the EIS, in
accordance with DOT regulations, the proposed facilities would
be regularly inspected for leakage and potential pipeline hazards
such as construction activity, encroachments, and evidence of
recent unmonitored excavations as part of scheduled operations
and maintenance.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-50 See the response to comment IND2-3 regarding export.

PS3A2-51 If approved, the commentor would be impacted by access road
MVP-RO-285. As provided in appendix E, MPV-RO-285 would
be a temporary access road which would be restored following
construction. The statements regarding a vernal pool are noted.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-53 The statements regarding hummingbirds are noted.

PS3A2-54 Water resources, including wells, are discussed in section 4.3 of
the EIS. See the response to comment PS1B1-10 regarding the
potential impact radius. See the response to comment IND2-1
regarding safety.

PS3A2-52 Section 2.4.2.13 of the draft EIS stated that Mountain Valley
would leave landscaping intact where possible. Restoration of
landscaping can be negotiated as part of an easement agreement.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-55 Cultural resources are addressed in section 4.10 of the EIS.

PS3A2-56 See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. See the
response to comment IND2-3 regarding hydraulic fracturing.



PUBLIC COMMENT SESSIONS
PS3A – Sheraton Hotel Roanoke, VA– Room 2 – November 3, 2016

Public Session Comments

PS3A2-57 The draft EIS was prepared by the FERC not Mountain Valley.
See the response to comments FA11-2 and LA5-1 regarding
preparation of the draft EIS. Water resources are discussed in
section 4.3 of the EIS. The final EIS, that revised the draft, was
also produced by FERC staff, our contractor, and cooperating
agencies; not Mountain Valley.

PS3A2-58 See the response to comment FA11-17 regarding Bottom Creek.
Loss of stream bank cover, including temperature changes, is
discussed in section 4.6.2 of the EIS.
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