
COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2134 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2135 

 

CO88-1 FS response:  The opposition to the special use authorization and plan 
amendments by the FS is noted.  The FS will make a draft decision based on 
the final EIS and share that with the public when the final EIS is released.  
See also responses to comments CO5-1 and LO49-3. 

CO88-2 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

  

CO88-1 

CO88-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2136 

 

CO88-3 FS response:  Since the draft EIS, Atlantic has provided additional information 
and analyses as requested by the FS to evaluate the effects of the proposed 
project.  The FS has worked with Atlantic to develop project design features, 
mitigation measures, and monitoring procedures to ensure that NFS resources 
are protected as much as possible.  The determination that the EIS is sufficient 
to meet FS NEPA obligations will be made in the FS ROD for the plan 
amendments decision. 

  

  

CO88-2 
(cont’d) 

CO88-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2137 

 

CO88-4 See the response to comment CO80-11. 

  

  

CO88-3 
(cont’d) 

CO88-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2138 

 

CO88-5 FS response:  Section 3.3.4.1-National Forest Avoidance Route Alternatives 
describes potential routes to the north and to the south that would avoid NFS 
lands.  They were considered as part of the range of alternatives for this 
project. 

CO88-6 The study you reference states “within a year of construction.”  We state 
“shortly after restoration is complete.”  Restoration generally takes a year so 
the conclusions are comparable. 

  

CO88-4 
(cont’d) 

CO88-5 

CO88-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2139 

 

  

  

  
CO88-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2140 

 

  

  

  

CO88-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2141 

 

CO88-7 See the response to comment FA6-17. 

CO88-8 Comment noted. CO88-6 
(cont’d) 

CO88-7 

CO88-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2142 

 

CO88-9 FS response:  See Section 4.8.9-Federal Lands for discussion of MNF 
LRMP amendments. 

  

  

CO88-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2143 

 

CO88-10 FS response:  See Section 4.8.9-Federal Lands for discussion of GWNF 
LRMP amendments. CO88-9 

(cont’d) 

CO88-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO88 – Wild Virginia (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2144 

 

  

  

  
CO88-10 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2145 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2146 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2147 

 

CO89-1 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

CO89-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2148 

 

  

  

  

CO89-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2149 

 

CO89-2 Nearly all permanent wetland impacts are from the conversion of shrub and 
forested wetland into emergent wetland.  Actual wetland loss is minimal 
(6.9 acres on ACP and less than 0.5 acre on SHP; see appendix L and 
section 4.3.3.6), and any loss would be mitigated.  Much of the conversion 
would occur in lands already utilized for silviculture.  We disagree that this 
project has greater impacts than other projects, and believe that the clearing 
of forested wetlands for silviculture each year results in a significantly 
greater impact on wetlands and waterbodies.   

CO89-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2150 

 

  

  

  

CO89-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2151 

 

CO89-3 Comment noted. 

CO89-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2152 

 

  

  

  

CO89-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2153 

 

CO89-4 The EPA committed to reducing air deposition of nitrogen to the tidal waters 
of the Chesapeake Bay through federal air regulations.  The TMDL set Bay 
watershed limits to 185.9 million pounds of nitrogen per year for all 
jurisdictions, including Virginia.  Atlantic would comply with all applicable 
federal and state air quality regulations, and the associated compressor 
stations would be minor sources of air emissions, thereby complying with 
the Chesapeake Bay Program.  Atlantic conducted modeling for each new 
compressor station in accordance with EPA modeling programs and 
guidelines.  We do not believe additional modeling is required.  Further, 
Atlantic would be required to comply with all applicable federal and state 
emissions monitoring and reporting requirements. 

  

  

CO89-3 
(cont’d) 

CO89-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2154 

 

  

  

  

CO89-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2155 

 

  

  

  

CO89-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2156 

 

  

  

  

CO89-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO89 – Chesapeake Bay Foundation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2157 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2158 

 

CO90-1 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

  

  

CO90-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2159 

 

CO90-2 See the response to comment CO66-30. 

CO90-3 Atlantic has determined that mapped coal mines crossed by the project are 
hundreds of feet below the surface and are room-and-pillar mines where 
large subsidence events do not occur.  As discussed in section 4.1.4.5, based 
on the types of underground mines present, we conclude the potential for 
underground mine collapse to damage the proposed facilities has been 
adequately avoided and minimized.  Available geotechnical studies relating 
to surface and subsurface mine subsidence hazards are recommended to be 
submitted prior to construction.  If shallow mines are identified from these 
studies, a Mining Area Construction Plan would then be required.   

CO90-4 FS response:  Since the draft EIS, Atlantic has provided additional 
information and analyses as requested by the FS to evaluate the effects of 
the proposed project.  The FS has worked with Atlantic to develop project 
design features, mitigation measures, and monitoring procedures to ensure 
that NFS resources are protected as much as possible.  The BIC Team and 
the SAIPR provide design and construction practices for steep terrain. 
Atlantic would also follow the FERC Plan and West Virginia and Virginia 
state requirements and BMPs.  The FS continues to work with Atlantic on 
site-specific designs which would be used to minimize the potential risks for 
sliding and other slope instabilities and would require additional site 
designs. 

CO90-1 
(cont’d) 

CO90-2 

CO90-3 

CO90-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2160 

 

CO90-5 Comment noted. 

CO90-6 Comment noted. 

CO90-7 Comment noted. 

CO90-8 Comment noted. 

CO90-9 Comment noted. CO90-5 

CO90-6 

CO90-7 

CO90-8 

CO90-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2161 

 

CO90-10 Comment noted. 

CO90-11 Comment noted. 

CO90-12 Comment noted. 

CO90-13 Comment noted. 

CO90-9 
(cont’d) 

CO90-10 

CO90-11 

CO90-12 

CO90-13 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2162 

 

CO90-14 Comment noted. 

CO90-15 Comment noted. 

CO90-16 Comment noted. 

CO90-17 The referenced text has been updated. 

CO90-18 The referenced text has been updated. 

CO90-13 
(cont’d) 

CO90-14 

CO90-15 

CO90-16 

CO90-17 

CO90-18 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2163 

 

CO90-19 As stated in section 4.6.2, ACP would cross Big Spring Fork, which is in the 
headwaters of Elk River.  This system provides nursery waters for 
reproducing populations of brook, brown, and rainbow trout.  Atlantic 
proposes to cross Big Spring Fork using a dry-ditch crossing technique with 
the pipeline, and proposes two permanent access roads in proximity to the 
pipeline crossing.  Atlantic would also conduct in-stream blasting at two 
locations.  Atlantic has committed to the adhering to the trout TOYR of 
September 15 to March 31 for all in-stream activities at Big Spring Fork and 
all other designated trout and unnamed tributaries to trout waters. Atlantic 
would no longer use the Big Spring Fork or the two unnamed tributaries for 
the withdrawal of 2.6 million gallons of water to support hydrostatic testing. 

Atlantic would attempt to minimize downstream sedimentation and 
turbidity, and subsequent impacts on aquatic biota in these waterbodies, by 
conducting the crossings during low-flow periods within the applicable 
TOYR for protection of fisheries and species of special concern, and 
following the FERC Plan and Procedures (see section 2.3.1-1) relative to 
construction on the streambanks.  Impacts and associated mitigation 
measures for the eastern hellbender are discussed in table S-1 of appendix S. 

CO90-20 FS response:  Aquatic resources surveys necessary to conduct an appropriate 
analysis were completed and are documented along with the analysis and 
conservation measures for specific species in numerous sections of the final 
EIS, including sections 4.3-Water Resources, 4.6-Aquatic Species, 4.7-
Special Status Species, and 5.0-Conclusions and Recommendations; as well 
as appendix G - Draft Construction, Operations, and Maintenance Plan, 
appendix K-Waterbodies Crossed by ACP and SHP, appendix L-Wetlands 
Crossed by ACP and SHP, and appendix R-Forest Service Management 
Species Tables; and in the draft BA and BE for the project. 

CO90-21 Section 4.7.1 recommends that construction of the projects be conditioned 
upon the completion of all outstanding biological surveys and section 7 
consultation with the FWS.  Section 4.7.1 has been updated with enhanced 
conservation measures for special status species.  All subsections in section 
4.7 have been updated with the most recent survey results and avoidance, 
mitigation, and conservation measures. 

CO90-22 Section 4.7.1 has been updated to include enhanced conservation measures, 
including those related to water withdrawals and discharges. Sections 
4.7.1.7, 4.7.1.8, 4.7.1.10, 4.7.1.11, 4.7.1.14, and 4.7.1.15 have been updated 
with avoidance, mitigation, and conservation measures. 

CO90-18 
(cont’d) 

CO90-19 

CO90-20 

CO90-21 

CO90-22 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2164 

 

CO90-23 Section 4.7.1 has been updated to include enhanced conservation measures, 
including those related to water withdrawals and discharges. Section 
4.7.1.15 has been updated with avoidance, mitigation, and conservation 
measures. 

CO90-24 FS:  The FS and FERC have received additional surveys and analysis since 
the DEIS and have incorporated it into the BE and appendix R-FS Managed 
Species. Surveys are ongoing and an effects determination for Regional 
Forester Sensitive Species will be reflected in the FS’ Final ROD. See 
response to comment CO90-20 for aquatic species. 

CO90-25 Section 4.7.1 conditions the construction of the projects on the completion of 
all outstanding biological surveys, any necessary consultations with federal 
and state agencies.  Section 4.7.4 has been updated with avoidance, 
mitigation, and conservation measures. 

CO90-26 Section 4.7.1 conditions the construction of the projects on the completion of 
all outstanding biological surveys, any necessary consultations with federal 
and state agencies.  Section 4.7.4 has been updated with avoidance, 
mitigation, and conservation measures. 

CO90-27 See the response to comment CO85-7. 

CO90-22 
(cont’d) 

CO90-23 

CO90-24 

CO90-25 

CO90-26 

CO90-27 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2165 

 

CO90-28 Sections 4.11.1 and 4.13.3.12 include our analyses of GHG emissions and 
climate change, including cumulative impacts and end use emissions. 

CO90-29 See the response to comment CO68-17. 

CO90-30 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 a substantial adverse environmental 
effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such effects.  The 
EIS includes sufficient detail to enable the reader to understand and consider 
the issues raised by the proposed project and addresses a reasonable range of 
alternatives.  

CO90-27 
(cont’d) 

CO90-28 

CO90-29 

CO90-30 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2166 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO90 – West Virginia Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2167 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO91 – Chesapeake Climate Action Network  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2168 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO91 – Chesapeake Climate Action Network (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2169 

 

CO91-1 Your letter fails to identify which lands are protected.  Additionally, the 
project will not hinder the ability to clean up the Bay. 

  

  

CO91-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO91 – Chesapeake Climate Action Network (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2170 

 

  

  

  CO91-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO91 – Chesapeake Climate Action Network (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2171 

 

  

  

  CO91-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO91 – Chesapeake Climate Action Network (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2172 

 

CO91-2 See the response to comment CO91-1. 

  

  

CO91-1 
(cont’d) 

CO91-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO91 – Chesapeake Climate Action Network (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2173 

 

CO91-3 The final EIS discussion of VOF conservation easements has been updated 
based on information from Atlantic, the VOF, and other appropriate 
permitting and regulatory authorities.   

See the responses to comments CO3-1 and CO10-3. 

  

  

CO91-2 
(cont’d) 

CO91-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO91 – Chesapeake Climate Action Network (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2174 

 

  

  

  CO91-3 
(cont’d)  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO92 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2175 

 

CO92-1 Section 4.11.1.3 provides the results of air quality modeling for ACP and 
SHP, in screening mode, and demonstrates that the compressor stations 
would not result in a violation of the NAAQS.  Atlantic and DETI have met 
all modeling requirements for their respective projects. 

  

  

CO92-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO92 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2176 

 

  

  

  CO92-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO93 – Nelson County Creekside LLC  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2177 

 

CO93-1 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

  

  

CO93-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO93 – Nelson County Creekside LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2178 

 

CO93-2 Comment noted. 

CO93-3 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO93-4 Comment noted. 

CO93-5 Comment noted. 
CO93-1 
(cont’d) 

CO93-2 

CO93-3 

CO93-4 

CO93-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO93 – Nelson County Creekside LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2179 

 

  

  

  

CO93-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO94 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2180 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO94 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2181 

 

CO94-1 See the responses to comments CO5-1 and LO49-3. 

CO94-2 Comment noted. Sections 4.8.8 and 4.8.9.1 discuss impacts on visual 
resources as a result of construction and operation of the project. 

CO94-3 FS response:  Section 4.8.9.1 has been updated to address scenic impacts on 
these areas. 

CO94-4 Sections 4.8.8 and 4.8.9.1 discuss impacts on visual resources as a result of 
construction and operation of the project.  The Visual Impact Assessment 
and identification of key observation points were developed in coordination 
with the MNF, GWNF, ATC, and NPS.  The Great Eastern Trail is a 
proposed feature.     

CO94-5 Comment noted.  See updated interior forest fragmentation analysis in 
section 4.5.6. 

CO94-1 

CO94-2 

CO94-3 

CO94-4 

CO94-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO94 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2182 

 

CO94-6 Comment noted.  Section 4.7.1 recommends that construction of the projects 
be conditioned upon the completion of all outstanding biological surveys 
and any necessary consultations with federal and state agencies.   

CO94-7 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO94-8 See the response to comment FA6-17.   

CO94-9 Comment noted. 

CO94-6 

CO94-7 

CO94-8 

CO94-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO94 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2183 

 

  

  

  

CO94-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2184 

 

CO95-1 We disagree.  As discussed in section 1.3, the public input process for ACP 
and SHP has been thorough and extensive.  We acknowledge that not all 
commentors could be heard at certain scoping meetings due to the number 
of attendees and scheduled end times of the venues.  However, FERC 
considers and weighs all comments equally regardless of which the format 
they are presented (orally, electronically, etc.).  Additionally, FERC’s 
revised meeting format was developed primarily to ensure more people 
would have the opportunity to provide comments without some of the time 
constraints associated with the former meeting format. 

Atlantic and DETI are required to provide FERC with a list of all affected 
landowners as defined in 18 CFR 157.6(d)(2), and the list of affected 
landowners was part of our environmental mailing list who received the 
draft EIS.  Anyone who wishes can request to be added to the FERC mailing 
list by submitting a comment on the docket or contacting FERC directly. 

CO95-2 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

  CO95-1 

CO95-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2185 

 

CO95-3 Comment noted. 

CO95-4 Comment noted. 

  CO95-3 

CO95-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2186 

 

  

  

  CO95-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2187 

 

CO95-5 As discussed in section 2.5, third-party compliance monitors would work 
solely under the direction of the FERC and would be onsite daily during 
construction documenting Atlantic’s and DETI’s construction and 
restoration through about the time the pipeline would be placed into service.  
FERC staff would also periodically inspect the project area during 
construction and restoration to ensure restoration occurs and, if any issues 
arise, that they are addressed.  The third-party monitors would also consult 
with FERC staff as needed during construction and restoration.   

Section 2.5.5 discusses the variance process during construction, including 
the approval process that would be required for changes in workspace 
location and construction methods. 

CO95-6 Comment noted. 

  

CO95-4 
(cont’d) 

CO95-5 

CO95-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2188 

 

CO95-7 See the response to comment CO68-12. 

CO95-8 Comment noted. 

CO95-9 See the response to comment CO50-2. 

CO95-7 

CO95-8 

CO95-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2189 

 

CO95-10 The DOT is mandated to provide pipeline safety under 49 U.S.C. 601.  The 
DOT’s PHMSA administers the national regulatory program to ensure the 
safe transportation of natural gas and other hazardous materials by pipeline.  
PHMSA develops safety regulations and other approaches to risk 
management that ensure safety in the design, construction, testing, operation, 
maintenance, and emergency response of pipeline facilities.  Many of the 
regulations are written as performance standards which set the level of safety 
to be attained and allow the pipeline operator to use various technologies to 
achieve safety.   

See also the response to comment CO67-15. 

CO95-11 Comment noted. 

  

CO95-10 

CO95-11 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2190 

 

CO95-12 Refer to section 4.6.4 for a discussion of the impacts and mitigation 
associated with construction of ACP and SHP on aquatic resources, 
including a discussion of the impacts associated with the wet open-cut 
crossing method.  Note that Atlantic would not maintain 75-foot-wide right-
of-way; rather it would maintain a 50-foot-wide permanent right-of-way, of 
which only a 10-foot strip centered over the pipeline would be maintained in 
an herbaceous state, and trees greater than 15 feet tall within 15 feet of the 
pipeline would be removed.   

  

  

CO95-12 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2191 

 

CO95-13 We disagree that the analysis was inadequate.  The EIS was prepared in 
accordance with NEPA, CEQ guidelines, and other applicable requirements.  
The EIS includes sufficient detail to enable the reader to understand and 
consider the issues raised by the proposed project.   

CO95-14 Section 4.12.1 describes the coordination Atlantic and DETI would be 
required to complete with local emergency response providers (such as fire 
and police departments) to ensure that the proposed projects do not 
adversely affect these emergency services’ ability to serve their 
communities.  See also the response to comment CO67-15. 

  

CO95-12 
(cont’d) 

CO95-13 

CO95-14 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2192 

 

CO95-15 See the response to comment CO86-17. 

  

  

CO95-15 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2193 

 

CO95-16 See the response to comment CO86-11. 

  

  CO95-15 
(cont’d) 

CO95-16 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2194 

 

  

  

  CO95-16 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2195 

 

CO95-17 See the response to comment CO70-2. 

  

  CO95-16 
(cont’d) 

CO95-17 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2196 

 

CO95-18 See the response to comment NAT1-4.  

  

  CO95-17 
(cont’d) 

CO95-18 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2197 

 

CO95-19 See the response to comment NAT1-4. 

CO95-20 Comment noted.  

  CO95-19 

CO95-20 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2198 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2199 

 

CO95-21 As described in section 4.12.1, the list of HCAs follows the DOT rules that 
define a HCA as an area where a gas pipeline accident could do 
considerable harm to people and their property and requires an integrity 
management program to minimize the potential for an accident.  This 
definition satisfies, in part, the Congressional mandate for DOT to prescribe 
standards that establish criteria for identifying each gas pipeline facility in a 
high-density population area.  We do not have the authority to require pipe 
thicknesses beyond what the DOT requires.  Per DOT regulations, Atlantic 
and DETI would be required to design and construct the pipeline based on 
identified area classifications and HCAs at the time of construction.  If a 
subsequent increase in population density adjacent to the right-of-way 
results in a change in class location for the pipeline, Atlantic and DETI 
would reduce the MAOP or replace the segment with pipe of sufficient 
grade and wall thickness, if required to comply with DOT requirements for 
the new class location or HCA. 

Atlantic and DETI are required to provide FERC with a list of all affected 
landowners as defined in 18 CFR 157.6(d)(2), and the list of affected 
landowners was part of our environmental mailing list who received the 
draft EIS.  Anyone who wishes can request to be added to the FERC mailing 
list by submitting a comment on the docket or contacting FERC directly. 

CO95-22 As described in section 4.12.1 and the response to comment CO95-14, 
Atlantic and DETI would be required to work with local emergency 
response providers to ensure that the projects do not affect these emergency 
services’ ability to serve their communities. 

  

CO95-21 

CO95-22 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO95 – Clean Water for North Carolina (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2200 

 

CO95-23 See the response to comment CO55-2. 

  

  CO95-22 
(cont’d) 

CO95-23 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO96 – Sound Rivers  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2201 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO96 – Sound Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2202 

 

CO96-1 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

  

  
CO96-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO96 – Sound Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2203 

 

CO96-2 Section 4.7.1 has been updated to include enhanced conservation measures, 
including those related to ORVs and water withdrawals and discharges.  
Sections 4.7.1.7, 4.7.1.8, 4.7.1.10, 4.7.1.11, 4.7.1.14, and 4.7.1.15 have been 
updated with avoidance, mitigation, and conservation measures. 

  

  

CO96-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO96 – Sound Rivers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2204 

 

  

  

  CO96-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2205 

 

CO97-1 The draft EIS comment period was 90 days, which was longer than the 
FERC’s typical comment period of 45 days.  See also the response to 
comment CO6-1. 

  

  

CO97-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2206 

 

CO97-2 The final EIS discussion of VOF conservation easements has been updated 
based on information from Atlantic, the VOF, and other appropriate 
permitting and regulatory authorities.   

See the responses to comments CO3-1 and CO10-3. 

  

  

CO97-1 
(cont’d) 

CO97-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2207 

 

CO97-3 Comments noted.  Section 4.4 and other appropriate sections of the EIS have 
been updated with vegetation impact calculations based on a 50-foot-wide 
permanent right-of-way for the AP-1 mainline.  Section 4.5.6 on interior 
forest fragmentation has also been revised.  

  

  

CO97-2 
(cont’d) 

CO97-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2208 

 

CO97-4 Section 4.5.6 on interior forest fragmentation has been updated. 

CO97-5 Section 4.4.2 has been revised to include a discussion of old growth forests.  
Additional information can be found in section 4.8.1.1. 

  

CO97-3 
(cont’d) 

CO97-4 

CO97-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2209 

 

CO97-6 FS response:  At this time, Atlantic has not completed the old growth survey 
using the criteria in Forestry Report R8-FR 62 (June 1997).  An estimate of 
impacts on old growth forest is provided in Section 4.4.8-Vegetation. 
Atlantic has not conducted its preconstruction timber surveys. The survey 
information will be used in the ROD to assess consistency with the GWNF 
LRMP. 

CO97-7 Atlantic has committed to conducting old growth surveys using the criteria 
in Guidance for Conserving and Restoring Old Growth Forest Communities 
on National Forests in the Southern Region (FS, 1997).  Section 4.4.8 has 
been updated to incorporate this commitment.  

CO97-8 Comment noted. 

CO97-5 
(cont’d) 

CO97-6 

CO97-7 

CO97-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2210 

 

CO97-9 Section 4.7.1 recommends that the construction of the projects be 
conditioned upon the completion of all outstanding biological surveys, any 
necessary section 7 consultation with the FWS, and Atlantic and DETI’s 
receipt of written notification from the Director of OEP that construction 
and/or use of mitigation (including implementation of conservation 
measures) may begin. 

CO97-10 Comment noted. 

CO97-8 
(cont’d) 

CO97-9 

CO97-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2211 

 

CO97-11 The text in section 4.1.2.3 has been revised to include the latest discussions 
with the VDCR regarding Cochran’s Cave Conservation Site. 

CO97-12 The EIS was prepared in accordance with NEPA, CEQ guidelines, and other 
applicable requirements.  The EIS is consistent with FERC style, formatting, 
and policy regarding NEPA evaluation of alternatives and different types of 
impacts, including cumulative impacts.   

As noted in section 4.13.3.5, clearing and grading of the construction rights-
of-way for ACP and SHP and other nearby projects would result in loss and 
fragmentation of wildlife habitat.  There are over 8.2 million acres of land 
area, much of which provides habitat for wildlife, within the HUC-10 
watersheds comprising the geographic scope of influence for these 
resources.  While herbaceous vegetation and adjacent edge areas do provide 
habitat for numerous wildlife species more suited to human-caused 
modifications, this different suite of species would utilize the habitats 
converted from forested areas that formerly may have been inhabited by 
certain forest dwelling migratory bird species, for example.  Due to the 
prevalence of similar habitats in adjacent areas, the permanent conversion of 
forested lands would not be a significant impact on wildlife resources within 
the proposed project area.   

CO97-13 HEA are a means to determine the amount of compensatory restoration 
required to provide services that are equivalent to the interim loss of natural 
resource services following an injury.  HEAs are used by the FWS as one of 
many conservation measures that may be used to mitigate impacts on 
migratory birds and threatened and endangered species; it is important to 
note that HEAs are a voluntary measure.  Atlantic and DETI will no longer 
be conducting an HEA with the FWS for ACP or SHP. 

Although we agree that compensatory mitigation is one way to offset the 
impacts resulting from forest loss and fragmentation, there are other 
measures described in sections 4.4.6 and 4.5.6 that would reduce 
fragmentation and edge effects.  Additional measures would also be applied 
on NFS lands as discussed in sections 4.4.8 and 4.5.9.  Atlantic is required to 
obtain the necessary permits and authorizations required to construct and 
operate the project.  As such, to the extent the state has regulatory authority 
and permitting jurisdiction for these features, Atlantic would consult with 
the appropriate state agencies.  These state agencies would have the 
opportunity to review Atlantic’s and DETI’s proposed crossings during the 
permitting process and, if necessary, identify additional mitigation measures 
beyond those proposed.    

CO97-10 
(cont’d) 

CO97-11 

CO97-12 

CO97-13 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2212 

 

CO97-14 See the response to comment CO55-81. 

CO97-15 See the responses to comments CO97-1 through CO97-14. 

  

CO97-14 

CO97-15 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2213 

 

  

  

  
CO97-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO97 – The Nature Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2214 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2215 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2216 

 

CO98-1 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

CO98-2 See the response to comment CO55-6. 

  
CO98-1 

CO98-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2217 

 

CO98-3 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO98-4 Fugitive emissions, which included sources such as valves and pig 
launchers/receivers, are provided in section 4.11.1-3 under “Operation 
Emissions.”  The PADEP’s actual emissions for the JB Tonkin and Crayne 
Compressor Stations exceed levels provided in table 4.11.1-9 because the 
emissions provided in this table are for the proposed modifications only, not 
the existing station.  Emissions for the existing stations are what is provided 
by Pennsylvania’s eFACTS website. 

  

CO98-2 
(cont’d) 

CO98-3 

CO98-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2218 

 

CO98-5 The commentor incorrectly implies that FERC would monitor air quality for 
ACP and SHP.  For clarity, The Commission has siting authority for ACP 
and SHP and would not monitor operational air quality.  Air quality, 
including monitoring, reporting, and enforcement actions are the 
responsibility of the states and the EPA.  Air quality regulations, as outlined 
throughout section 4.11.1, describe the applicable monitoring and reporting 
requirements for the ACP and SHP compressor stations.  The reduction of 
VOC emissions is unrelated to the horsepower increase, but is the result of a 
change in the method of fugitive emissions reporting.   

  

  

CO98-4 
(cont’d) 

CO98-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2219 

 

CO98-6 The draft EIS does not provide conflicting major source thresholds for Title 
V and PSD permits.  Earthworks incorrectly states that the PSD major 
source threshold for PSD is 100 tpy for compressor stations.  Earthworks is 
confusing two separate permits.  For attainment areas, the major source 
thresholds are 100 tpy and 250 tpy for Title V and PSD permits, 
respectively.  This is correctly stated throughout the draft EIS.  As stated in 
section 4.11.1.2 under the Title V Operating Permit discussion, a U.S. 
Supreme Court ruling (discussed in the EIS) found that a facility may not be 
required to obtain a Title V permit based solely on GHG emissions. 

  

  

CO98-5 
(cont’d) 

CO98-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2220 

 

CO98-7 The FERC does not have authority over state (or federal) agencies to require 
air quality monitoring.  Any requests changing protocol for another agency 
should be made directly with that agency. 

  

  

CO98-6 
(cont’d) 

CO98-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2221 

 

  

  

  CO98-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2222 

 

CO98-8 Section 4.13.3.12 includes our analysis of climate change.  We utilized data 
and methodologies as established by the EPA, which is tasked with, among 
other things, setting regulations for GHG.  Air quality permits required for 
ACP must comply with these calculation methods and standards, and 
Atlantic has done so.  While we appreciate the Oil Change International 
study, assumptions used in the document are not in line with those 
established by federal agencies, and assumptions were made that may not 
reflect operational scenarios for the ACP.  The study also erroneously 
implies that FERC assumes that the project would not impact natural gas 
consumption, ignoring the fact that the EIS discloses GHG emissions from 
downstream use (combustion) as an indirect impact of the project.  
Consideration of the Oil Change International study does not change the 
conclusions in the EIS.  

See the response to comment CO55-2. 

  

  

CO98-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2223 

 

  

  

  CO98-8 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2224 

 

  

  

  CO98-8 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2225 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO98 – Earthworks Oil and Gas Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2226 

 

  

  

  

The attachments to this letter have been reviewed by FERC staff and can be found on the FERC 
eLibrary site under FERC Accession No. 20170407-5096. 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO99 – Institute for 21st Century Energy  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2227 

 

CO99-1 Comment noted. 

  

  

CO99-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO99 – Institute for 21st Century Energy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2228 

 

  

  

  

CO99-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO99 – Institute for 21st Century Energy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2229 

 

  

  

  

CO99-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO100 – National Association of Manufacturers  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2230 

 

CO100-1 Comment noted. 

  

  

CO100-1  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO100 – National Association of Manufacturers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2231 

 

  

  

  CO100-1 
(cont’d) 

The attachments to this letter have been reviewed by FERC staff and can be found on the FERC 
eLibrary site under FERC Accession No. 20170406-5792. 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO101 – Wintergreen Property Owners Association  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2232 

 

CO101-1 Our analysis of impacts on Wintergreen and the development of Spruce 
Creek Resort are provided in section 4.9.8.  In summary, we believe that 
construction of ACP and development of the hotel at Wintergreen Resort 
and the development of Spring Creek Resort and Market could be 
accomplished such that impacts associated with ACP are reduced or 
mitigated for, while maintaining the appeal of the area, as demonstrated by 
other residential and commercial developments in the area and similar 
projects throughout the country.  See also the response to CO10-6. 

  

  

CO101-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO101 – Wintergreen Property Owners Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2233 

 

CO101-2 Comment noted. 

CO101-3 Comment noted. 

CO101-4 Comment noted. CO101-1 
(cont’d) 

CO101-2 

CO101-3 

CO101-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO101 – Wintergreen Property Owners Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2234 

 

  

  

  CO101-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2235 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2236 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2237 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2238 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2239 

 

CO102-1 FERC reviews all comment letters received and does not always include 
references to each individual comment letter received.  We note that some 
information was provided to FERC as “confidential” or “privileged” and, as 
such, we are unable to include that information in a public document.  
However, to address the commentor’s concerns, section 4.8.4.3 has been 
updated to include the issues identified in the previously filed comment 
letters referenced in the commentor’s letter and to include newly public 
information. 

  

  

CO102-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2240 

 

  

  

  CO102-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2241 

 

  

  

  CO102-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2242 

 

  

  

  CO102-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2243 

 

  

  

  CO102-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2244 

 

CO102-2 Sections 4.12.2 and 4.12.3 of the EIS address the historic incident data for 
natural gas transmission pipelines, including injuries and fatalities.  We 
acknowledge the very small potential risk associated with operation of ACP 
and SHP, as discussed in section 4.12.3.  However, the data, as presented in 
the EIS, demonstrate that natural gas transmission pipelines continue to be a 
safe and reliable means of energy transportation.   

CO102-3 See the response to comment CO102-1.   

  

CO102-1 
(cont’d) 

CO102-2 

CO102-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2245 

 

  

  

  CO102-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2246 

 

CO102-4 As stated in section 4.12, there are over 315,000 miles of natural gas 
transmission pipelines throughout the United States.  This does not account 
for other product pipelines, local distribution pipelines, etc.  FERC has 
reviewed hundreds of EAs and EISs where a development was planned in 
the immediate area of where a natural gas pipeline was proposed and vice 
versa.  While it is FERC’s responsibility to disclose the potential impacts on 
the environment associated with a project, and, if necessary, to recommend 
mitigation to reduce the impacts, it does not engage in easement or monetary 
negotiations between the company and the landowner. 

Also see the response to comment CO102-1. 

  

  

CO102-3 
(cont’d) 

CO102-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2247 

 

  

  

  CO102-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO102 – Rockfish Valley Investments, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2248 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO103 – Lewis Airstrip, LLC  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2249 

 

CO103-1 Comments noted. 

  

  

CO103-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO103 – Lewis Airstrip, LLC (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2250 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2251 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2252 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2253 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2254 

 

CO104-1 FS response:  Section 4.8.9.1 discusses potential impacts on these areas.  The 
pipeline on the GWNF would not be visible from any of the developed 
recreation sites.  The EIS discusses the potential impacts on travelers on the 
primary access route to these sites, U.S. 250.   Due to a buffer of trees from 0.4 
to 1.0 mile wide between U.S. 250 and the proposed pipeline on the national 
forest, there are no impacts expected on scenery viewed from this road.  The 
COM Plan will include revegetation measures designed to help mitigate visual 
effects, such as reducing the operational right-of-way that is converted to 
herbaceous cover from 50 feet wide to 10 feet wide.  Along the edge of this 
linear corridor a variety of FS approved shrubs, small trees, and shallow rooted 
trees should be planted and maintained along a slightly undulating line in order 
to break up the straight edge and offer a variety of plant heights to reduce a 
hard shadow line. 

  

  
CO104-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2255 

 

CO104-2 FS response:  The brook trout streams and impacts on those streams and other 
sensitive streams have been updated in the final EIS.  See Section 4.6-Aquatics, 
appendix K-Waterbodies Crossed and appendix R-Managed Species Tables.  In 
section 4.6.5, discussing the GWNF, the final EIS instructs Atlantic to “request 
a final review and approval of the conservation measures to be incorporated for 
each waterbody by the appropriate federal and state agencies.” 

  

  

CO104-1 
(cont’d) 

CO104-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2256 

 

CO104-3 FS response:  Atlantic has provided site-specific plans for two sites and will 
provide plans for the remaining eight sites, including this one, before 
construction could begin at those locations. 

  

  

CO104-2 
(cont’d) 

CO104-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2257 

 

CO104-4 FS response:  The impacts on these areas are discussed in Section 4.8-Land 
Uses, Special Interest Areas, and Visual Resources. 

CO104-5 FS response:  The COM Plan has mitigation measures and monitoring 
procedures for non-native invasive species (Attachment J).  Noxious weeds 
and other invasive plants are discussed in Section 4.4.4.  Fragmentation is 
described in Section 4.5.6-Habitat Fragmentation and Edge Effects.  One 
action that will help reduce fragmentation effects is to create more of a 
transitional effect between the maintained 10-foot herbaceous cover over the 
pipeline toward the edge of the operational corridor with shrubs and 
shallow-rooted trees.  

  

CO104-4  

CO104-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2258 

 

CO104-6 FS response:  Since the draft EIS, Atlantic has provided additional information 
and analyses as requested by the FS to evaluate the effects of the proposed 
project.  The FS has worked with Atlantic to develop project design features, 
mitigation measures, and monitoring procedures to ensure that NFS resources 
are protected.  The determination that the EIS is sufficient to meet FS NEPA 
obligations will be made in the FS ROD for the plan amendments decision. 

  

  

CO104-5 
(cont’d) 

CO104-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO104 – Friends of Shenandoah Mountain (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2259 

 

  

  

  
CO104-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO105 – Virginia Petroleum Council  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2260 

 

CO105-1 Comment noted. 

  

  

CO105-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO105 – Virginia Petroleum Council (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2261 

 

  

  

  CO105-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO106 – American Petroleum Institute  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2262 

 

CO106-1 Comment noted. 

  

  

CO106-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO106 – American Petroleum Institute (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2263 

 

  

  

  

CO106-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO106 – American Petroleum Institute (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2264 

 

  

  

  

CO106-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2265 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2266 

 

CO107-1 Flooding hazards are discussed in sections 4.1.4.3 and 4.12.2 of the EIS. 

  

  

CO107-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2267 

 

  

  

  
CO107-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2268 

 

  

  

  
CO107-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2269 

 

  

  

  CO107-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2270 

 

  

  

  
CO107-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2271 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2272 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2273 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2274 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2275 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2276 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2277 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2278 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2279 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2280 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2281 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2282 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2283 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2284 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2285 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2286 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2287 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2288 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2289 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2290 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2291 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2292 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2293 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2294 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2295 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2296 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2297 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2298 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2299 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2300 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2301 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2302 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2303 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2304 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO107 – Jackson River Preservation Association, Inc (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2305 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2306 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2307 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2308 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2309 

 

CO108-1 FS response:  The FS and FERC have received additional information and 
analyses since the draft EIS and have incorporated such into the final EIS. 
Additional mitigation measures and monitoring procedures have been identified 
that will be incorporated into the COM Plan and SUP. 

  

  

CO108-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2310 

 

CO108-2 FS response:  The use of Forest Road 124 (Duncan Knob) by Atlantic as an 
access road is a road that is open to the public.  

CO108-3 See the response to comment CO104-2. 

CO108-4 FS response:  The FS is working with Atlantic to resolve the concerns with 
the access road and potential effects to the Browns Pond Special Biological 
Area.  

CO108-5 FS response:  The proposed permanent access road is an existing road that 
would require reconstruction.  The FS has determined that the road 
reconstruction would not impact the outstandingly remarkable values 
associated with the eligibility of the Cowpasture River as a recreational 
river.  

CO108-6 FS response:  The impacts of the ATWS have been analyzed with the 
impacts of the other activities, with the exception of additional ATWS that 
have not yet been identified for topsoil segregation.  The size of the typical 
ATWS is about 0.06 acre. 

CO108-7 FS response:  Atlantic would follow FERC's Procedures as well as 
mitigation measures and monitoring procedures identified for stream 
crossings in the COM Plan. 

CO108-1 
(cont’d) 

CO108-2 

CO108-3 

CO108-4 

CO108-5 

CO108-6 

CO108-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2311 

 

CO108-8 See response to comment CO5-1. 

CO108-9 Comment noted.  See the updated interior forest fragmentation analysis in 
section 4.5.6. 

CO108-10 FS response:  The final EIS states that a qualified avian biologist would 
accompany the clearing crews for work conducted in areas where golden 
and bald eagles are present or likely to be present in the GWNF or MNF; 
specifically, based on 2016 surveys and CCB data, this would be applicable 
for Randolph and Pocahontas Counties West Virginia and in Highland, 
Bath, Augusta, and Nelson Counties, Virginia.  The qualified avian biologist 
would visit areas a sufficient distance and time ahead of the clearing crews 
and search for roosting golden and bald eagles and nesting bald eagles.  
Refer to the Migratory Bird Plan for additional information on bald and 
golden eagle monitoring.  See Section 4.5.3.5-General Impacts and 
Mitigation for Migratory Birds. 

CO108-11 FS response:  Impacts of noxious weeds and other invasive plants are 
addressed in sections 4.4.4 and 4.4.9.  The COM Plan (appendix J) will 
include mitigation measures and monitoring procedures for non-native 
invasive species.  

CO108-12 See the response to comment CO104-2. 

CO108-13 FS response:  The FS and FERC have received additional species-related 
information and analyses since the draft EIS and have incorporated this into 
the final EIS.  See Section 4.7.3-USFS Managed Species and appendix R-FS 
Managed Species. 

CO108-14 FS response:  The FS and FERC have received additional species-related 
information and analyses since the draft EIS and have incorporated this into 
the final EIS.  

CO108-15 See the response to comment CO97-6.  

CO108-8 

CO108-9 

CO108-10 

CO108-11 

CO108-12 

CO108-13 

CO108-14 

CO108-15 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2312 

 

CO108-16 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO108-17 See the response to comment SA15-3. 

CO108-18 FS response:  Section 4.8.9.1 has been updated to include scenic impacts on 
these areas. 

CO108-19 Atlantic’s site-specific crossing plan for the BRP/ANST HDD was included 
in appendix H of the draft EIS, and is also included in the final EIS. 

In response to our recommendation in the draft EIS, Atlantic consulted with 
the FS regarding the construction schedule for the portion of ACP on NFS 
lands and the proposed HDD under the BRP and ANST.  In a letter dated 
April 4, 2017, the FS stated Atlantic had filed adequate documentation for 
the FS to determine the BRP/ANST HDD or contingency plan would be 
feasible.  As such, the FS stated it would not prohibit construction activities 
on NFS lands before the proposed HDD crossing or contingency crossing of 
the BRP and ANST is successfully completed. 

  

  

CO108-15 
(cont’d) 

CO108-16 

CO108-17 

CO108-18 

CO108-19 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2313 

 

CO108-20 FS response:  The SAIPR provides design and construction practices for 
steep terrain.  Atlantic would also follow the FERC Plan and West Virginia 
and Virginia state requirements and BMPs.  The FS is still working with 
Atlantic on site-specific designs which would be used to minimize the 
potential risks for sliding and other slope instabilities and would require 
additional site designs. 

CO108-21 Section 4.7.1 recommends that construction of the projects be conditioned 
upon the completion of all outstanding biological surveys, any necessary 
section 7 consultation with the FWS, and Atlantic and DETI’s receipt of 
written notification from the Director of OEP that construction and/or use of 
mitigation (including implementation of conservation measures) may begin. 

CO108-22 FS response:  The FS reviewed the materials provided by the Friends of 
Shenandoah Mountain organization and ran additional viewshed analysis for 
the GWNF LRMP Recommended Shenandoah Mountain National Scenic 
Area.  The effects to this area are described in the updated Visual Resources 
part of Section 4.8.9.1-Forest Service. 

CO108-23 Section 4.6.4 has been updated to include Atlantic’s commitment to adhere 
to the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook (VDEQ, 1992). 

CO108-24 FS response:  The COM Plan continues to be revised with new information 
as data and analyses become available.  Its final version would be 
incorporated in the SUP.  Atlantic developed its Karst Mitigation Plan to 
identify construction monitoring protocols and mitigation and conservation 
procedures for karst geology.  In addition, Atlantic would implement its BIC 
Team and SAIPR to plan for construction through geological hazards.   

CO108-25 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO108-26 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

CO108-19 
(cont’d) 

CO108-20 

CO108-21 

CO108-22 

CO108-23 

CO108-24 

CO108-25 

CO108-26 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO108 – Virginia Wilderness Committee (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2314 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2315 

 

CO109-1 See the response to comment CO48-2. 

  

  

CO109-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2316 

 

  

  

  CO109-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2317 

 

  

  

  CO109-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2318 

 

  

  

  CO109-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2319 

 

CO109-2 See the response to comment CO48-2. 

  

  CO109-1 
(cont’d) 

CO109-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2320 

 

  

  

  CO109-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2321 

 

CO109-3 See the response to comment CO67-14. 

  

  CO109-2 
(cont’d) 

CO109-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2322 

 

  

  

  CO109-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2323 

 

  

  

  CO109-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2324 

 

  

  

  CO109-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO109 – Fairway Woods Homeowners Condominium Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2325 

 

  

  

  CO109-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO110 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club – Southern Shenandoah Valley Chapter  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2326 

 

CO110-1 FS response:  Section 4.8.9.1 has been updated to include scenic impacts from 
the areas. 

  

  

CO110-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO110 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club – Southern Shenandoah Valley Chapter (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2327 

 

CO110-2 Section 4.8.8.2 has been updated to acknowledge that the visual areas 
identified by the commentor would be impacted the same as those described 
for pipeline facilities in non-forested and forested areas described earlier in 
the section. 

CO110-3 See response to comment CO108-22. 

CO110-4 FS response:  Section 4.8.9.1 has been updated to include scenic impacts 
from the areas. 

CO110-1 
(cont’d) 

CO110-2 

CO110-3 

CO110-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO110 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club – Southern Shenandoah Valley Chapter (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2328 

 

  

  

  
CO110-4 
(cont’d) 

CO110-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO110 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club – Southern Shenandoah Valley Chapter (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2329 

 

CO110-6 FS: The FS would include any needed mitigation measures or monitoring 
that may be determined from the completed surveys in the COM Plan and 
the SUP.  The FS will not make a final decision until FWS consultation is 
completed and the BE is finalized. 

CO110-7 Comments noted. Section 4.5.6 has been revised to include an updated 
interior forest fragmentation analysis. 

CO110-8 See the response to comment CO104-2. 

CO110-9 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO110-10 The comment regarding class location and HCA designations in the EIS is 
noted.  Per DOT regulations, Atlantic and DETI would be required to design 
and construct the pipelines based on identified area classifications and 
HCAs at the time of construction.  If a subsequent increase in population 
density adjacent to the right-of-way results in a change in class location for 
the pipeline, Atlantic and DETI would reduce the MAOP or replace the 
segment with pipe of sufficient grade and wall thickness, if required to 
comply with DOT requirements for the new class location.  See also the 
response to comment CO48-2.  

CO110-6 

CO110-7 

CO110-8 

CO110-9 

CO110-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO110 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club – Southern Shenandoah Valley Chapter (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2330 

 

CO110-11 See the responses to comments SA15-3 and CO55-23. 

CO110-12 FS response:  The BIC Team and the SAIPR provide design and 
construction practices for steep terrain.  Atlantic would also follow the 
FERC Plan and West Virginia and Virginia state requirements and BMPs. 
The FS continues to work with Atlantic on site-specific designs which 
would be used to minimize the potential risks for sliding and other slope 
instabilities and would require additional site designs. 

  

CO110-10 
(cont’d) 

CO110-11 

CO110-12 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO110 – Potomac Appalachian Trail Club – Southern Shenandoah Valley Chapter (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2331 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO111 – Fenton Inn  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2332 

 

CO111-1 The EIS acknowledged the discrepancy in the distance of the Fenton Inn 
from the BRP HDD.  As discussed in section 4.11.2.2, FERC staff 
recommends that Atlantic file actual HDD noise levels during construction 
and implement additional noise mitigation measures if necessary to meet 55 
dBA Ldn.   

  

  

CO111-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO111 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2333 

 

CO111-2 See the response to comment CO111-1. 

CO111-3 Comment noted. 

  

CO111-2 

CO111-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO111 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2334 

 

CO111-4 Active HDD drilling operations would last 14 months; however, restoration 
would last longer.  This includes restoring the sites used for HDD operations 
and any surrounding pipeline construction in the general area. Restoration 
includes ensuring that vegetation cover is restored, which is confirmed over 
time after active construction is complete. 

CO111-5 See the response to comment CO111-1. 

CO111-6 See the response to comment CO111-1. 

CO111-4 

CO111-5 

CO111-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO111 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2335 

 

  

  

  
CO111-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO112 – Fenton Inn  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2336 

  

CO112-1 As described in section 4.12.1, area classifications are based on population 
density in the vicinity of pipeline facilities, and specifies more rigorous 
safety requirements for populated areas.  In addition, the list of HCAs 
included in section 4.12.1 of the EIS follows the DOT rules that define a 
HCA as an area where a gas pipeline accident could do considerable harm to 
people and their property, and requires an integrity management program to 
minimize the potential for an accident.  This definition satisfies, in part, the 
Congressional mandate for DOT to prescribe standards that establish criteria 
for identifying each natural gas pipeline facility in a high-density population 
area.  We do not have the authority to require pipe thicknesses beyond what 
the DOT requires.   

Also see response to comment CO110-10. 

  

  CO112-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO112 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2337 

  

  

  

  
CO112-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO113 – Fenton Inn  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2338 

 

CO1113-1 Any project that is approved by the Commission conveys the right of 
eminent domain, and this authority is specifically spelled out under the 
NGA for installation and operation of pipelines.  The legality of eminent 
domain is outside the scope of this EIS.  See also the response to comment 
CO46-1. 

  

  

CO113-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO113 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2339 

 

  

  

  
CO113-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO113 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2340 

 

  

  

  
CO113-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO114 – North Carolina Association of Electric Cooperatives, Inc.  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2341 

 

CO114-1 Comment noted. 

CO114-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO114 – North Carolina Association of Electric Cooperatives, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2342 

 

  

CO114-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO114 – North Carolina Association of Electric Cooperatives, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2343 

 

  

  

  CO114-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO114 – North Carolina Association of Electric Cooperatives, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2344 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO114 – North Carolina Association of Electric Cooperatives, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2345 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO115 – Energy Equipment and Infrastructure Alliance, Inc.  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2346 

 

CO115-1 Comment noted. 

  

  

CO115-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2347 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2348 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2349 

 

CO116-1 Comment noted.  We acknowledge that businesses may be directly and 
indirectly impacted by the projects.  Potential impacts on local businesses 
would be reduced to the extent possible by proposed mitigations discussed 
by resource throughout the EIS.  In addition, Atlantic and DETI would 
implement a Landowner Complaint Resolution Procedure for landowners to 
contact Atlantic or DETI if they have any concerns during the construction 
period or during restoration.  In addition, the FERC’s Landowner Helpline 
can be utilized in the event Atlantic’s or DETI’s response is not satisfactory 
to the landowner.  We have also added a recommendation in section 4.8.8.2 
that Atlantic identify mitigation measures to reduce the impacts associated 
with lighting to complete the extended (12 to 14 months) activities for the 
BRP and ANST HDD crossings. 

CO116-2 The HDD construction method requires a continuous 24-hour per day/7-day 
per week schedule, and the proposed HDD crossing of the BRP and ANST 
could take 1 year or longer.  As discussed in section 4.11.2.2, FERC staff 
recommends that Atlantic file actual HDD noise levels during construction 
and implement additional noise mitigation measures if necessary to meet 55 
dBA Ldn.  Atlantic would be required to meet an Ldn of 55 dBA (or not 
exceed an increase of 10 dBA over ambient noise levels).  Should these 
conditions not be met, Atlantic would be required to implement mitigation 
to meet these levels; however, we allow Atlantic the flexibility to determine 
what mitigation it implements so long as the requirements are met.  This 
may or may not include relocation.   

See also the response to comment CO116-1.   

CO116-3 Comment noted. 

CO116-1 

CO116-2 

CO116-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2350 

 

CO116-4 See the response to comments CO111-1 and CO116-2.   

  

  
CO116-3 
(cont’d) 

CO116-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2351 

 

CO116-5 See the response to comment CO116-4. 

CO116-6 See the response to comment CO116-4. 

  

CO116-5 

CO116-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2352 

 

  

  

  CO116-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2353 

 

CO116-7 Comment noted. 

CO116-8 Section 4.8.8.2 has been revised to include the commentor’s statements, and 
we have added a recommendation that Atlantic identify mitigation measures 
to reduce the impacts associated with lighting to complete the extended (12 
to 14 months) activities for the BRP and ANST HDD crossings. 

  

CO116-6 
(cont’d) 

CO116-7 

CO116-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2354 

 

CO116-9 Comment noted. 

CO116-10 Atlantic would conduct open burning in accordance with state regulations 
and its Timber Removal Plan, Fire Plan, and Open Burning Plan.  
Construction emissions estimates are provided in section 4.11.1.3 in table 
4.11.1-5.  Fugitive dust would be managed by Atlantic’s Fugitive Dust 
Control and Mitigation Plan. 
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(cont’d) 
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CO116-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 
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Z-2355 

 

CO116-11 The majority of groundwater impacts associated with pipeline installation 
would be limited to areas where shallow aquifers are crossed.  Most of these 
impacts would be temporary, and could be avoided or minimized by the use 
of standard or specific construction procedures specified by FERC in section 
2.3.  Following is a summary of potential impacts and recommendation 
mitigation procedures. 

As discussed in section 4.3.1.7, Atlantic and DETI have developed a well 
sampling plan that presents procedures for pre-construction monitoring of 
all identified drinking water supply wells, which includes private, 
community, municipal/public wells, and springs within 150 feet of the 
proposed construction workspace in non-karst terrain and within 500 feet of 
the proposed construction workspace in karst terrain.  If a damage claim is 
filed with Atlantic or DETI, Atlantic and DETI would conduct post-
construction water quality tests, which would be analyzed by a certified 
laboratory, to determine if water supply wells and springs are affected by 
construction activities.  If damage occurs, Atlantic and DETI have 
committed to providing a temporary potable water source, and/or a new 
water treatment system or well.  We recommend in the EIS that Atlantic and 
DETI offer to conduct, with the landowner’s permission, post-construction 
water quality tests, using the same parameters used in the preconstruction 
tests, for all water supply wells and springs within 150 feet of the 
construction workspace and within 500 feet of the construction workspace in 
karst terrain.  We also encourage anyone who believes their well or spring 
may be affected by construction of the proposed projects to specifically 
request a preconstruction water quality and yield survey.  Should 
construction activities affect a well or spring, landowners can negotiate the 
delivery of alternative water supplies and/or water sources with 
Atlantic/DETI.  If Atlantic and DETI are unresponsive or unwilling to 
negotiate, we encourage landowners to contact FERC’s Landowner Helpline 
to investigate the problem. 

  

  

CO116-11 
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Z-2356 

 

CO116-12 Comment noted. 

  

  

CO116-12 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
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Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2357 

 

CO116-13 Comment noted. 

  

  
CO116-12 
(cont’d) 

CO116-13 
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Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2358 

 

CO116-14 See the responses to comments CO66-56 and CO48-2. 

  

  

CO116-14  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2359 

 

CO116-15 See the responses to comments CO46-1, CO66-2, and CO60-1. 
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(cont’d) 
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CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 
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Z-2360 
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(cont’d) 
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CO116 – Fenton Inn (cont’d) 
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Z-2361 
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(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
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Z-2363 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2364 

 

CO117-1 See the responses to comments CO6-1 and CO46-1. 
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  CO117-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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Z-2366 

 

  

  

  CO117-1 
(cont’d) 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2367 

 

  

  

  
CO117-1 
(cont’d) 
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Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2368 

 

CO117-2 In general, natural gas prices are mainly a function of market supply and 
demand.  It is beyond the scope of this EIS to assess the potential change in 
the future price of natural gas due to changing demand, and the exact future 
price of natural gas to the consumer is unknown.  How any savings are 
allocated or passed on to consumers is more appropriately addressed 
through the state public utilities commission or applicable agency with 
jurisdiction over the local distribution agency. 

See also the responses to comments CO6-1 and CO46-1. 
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  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2371 
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(cont’d) 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2372 
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(cont’d) 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2373 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2374 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2375 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2376 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2377 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2378 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2379 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2380 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2381 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2382 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2383 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2384 
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(cont’d) 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2385 
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(cont’d) 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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Z-2386 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2387 
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(cont’d) 
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CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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Z-2388 

 

  

  

  CO117-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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Z-2389 

 

CO117-3 See the responses to comments CO55-63, CO55-6, and CO66-2. 
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(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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Z-2393 
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(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2394 
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(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2395 
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(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2396 
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(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2397 
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(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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CO117-4 See the response to comment CO55-6. 

CO117-5 Comment noted. 

  CO117-4 

CO117-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2402 

 

  

  

  CO117-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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  CO117-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2414 

 

  

  

  
CO117-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2416 

 

  

  

  CO117-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO117 – Friends of the Central Shenandoah (cont’d) 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO118 – Friends of Nelson and Friends of Wintergreen  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2420 

 

CO118-1 Comment noted.   

Impacts related to slope stability and landslides are discussed in section 
4.1.4.  As described in section 4.12, ACP would be constructed and operated 
in accordance with the DOT’s requirements for safety under 49 CFR 192. 

Atlantic and DETI would adopt the general construction, restoration, and 
operational mitigation measures outlined in our Plan and Procedures, which 
are a set of construction and mitigation measures that were developed in 
collaboration with other federal and state agencies and the natural gas 
pipeline industry to minimize the potential environmental impacts of the 
construction of pipeline projects in general.  In addition, Atlantic and DETI 
have identified additional measures they would implement during 
construction to reduce impacts; we reviewed these measures in the EIS, 
concluded if they would be effective, and recommended additional measures 
where appropriate.   

See also the response to comments CO6-1 and CO63-1. 
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CO118 – Friends of Nelson and Friends of Wintergreen (cont’d) 
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Z-2440 

ef  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO119 – Friends of Nelson  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2441 

 

CO119-1 Comment noted.  Section 4.2.3 has been revised to discuss disposal of 
excess rock and spoil.  Section 4.1.4.4 discusses acid-producing rock and 
soils.  See also the response to comment CO6-1. 
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CO120-1 See the responses to comments CO118-1 and CO66-30. 
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Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2473 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2474 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2475 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2476 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2477 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2478 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2479 

 

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2480 

 

CO121-1 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

  

  

CO121-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2481 

 

  

  

  
CO121-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2482 

 

  

  

  CO121-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2483 

 

  

  

  CO121-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2484 

 

  

  

  
CO121-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2485 

 

  

  

  CO121-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2486 

 

  

  

  CO121-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2487 

 

  

  

  CO121-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2488 

 

  

  

  CO121-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2489 

 

CO121-2 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

  

  CO121-1 
(cont’d) 

CO121-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2490 

 

  

  

  CO121-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2491 

 

CO121-3 See the response to comment CO55-63. 

  

  
CO121-2 
(cont’d) 

CO121-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2492 

 

  

  

  CO121-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2493 

 

CO121-4 See the responses to comments CO55-63, CO55-6, and CO66-2. 

  

  CO121-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2494 

 

  

  

  
CO121-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2495 

 

  

  

  CO121-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2496 

 

  

  

  CO121-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2497 

 

  

  

  CO121-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2498 

 

CO121-5 See response to comment CO117-2.   

  

  CO121-4 
(cont’d) 

CO121-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2499 

 

  

  

  
CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2500 

 

  

  

  CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2501 

 

  

  

  CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2502 

 

  

  

  CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2503 

 

  

  

  CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2504 

 

  

  

  CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2505 

 

  

  

  
CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2506 

 

  

  

  CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2507 

 

  

  

  CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2508 

 

  

  

  
CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2509 

 

  

  

  CO121-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2510 

 

CO121-6 See the response to comment CO46-1.   

  

  CO121-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2511 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2512 

 

  

  

  
CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2513 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2514 

 

  

  

  
CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2515 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2516 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2517 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2518 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2519 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2520 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2521 

 

  

  

  

CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2522 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2523 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2524 

 

  

  

  CO121-6 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2525 

 

CO121-7 We disagree.  See the responses to comments CO67-15, CO67-14, and 
CO66-56. 

  

  

CO121-6 
(cont’d) 

CO121-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2526 

 

  

  

  CO121-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2527 

 

  

  

  CO121-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2528 

 

  

  

  CO121-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2529 

 

CO121-8 Comment noted. 

  

  CO121-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2530 

 

  

  

  CO121-8 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2531 

 

CO121-9 See the response to comment CO70-2. 

CO121-10 Currently there is no requirement for ongoing cultural monitoring of project 
activities.  Sections 2.5.1 and 2.5.2 discuss the environmental training that 
would be implemented by Atlantic and DETI for all construction personnel, 
including EIs.  In addition, as discussed in section 2.5.3, Atlantic and DETI 
would participate in a third-party compliance monitoring program during 
construction of ACP and SHP.  The third-party compliance monitors would 
be selected and managed by FERC staff, and provide daily environmental 
compliance monitoring services for the projects. 

  

CO121-8 
(cont’d) 

CO121-9 

CO121-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2532 

 

CO121-11 See the response to comment NAT1-4. 

  

  CO121-11 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2533 

 

  

  

  
CO121-11 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2534 

 

CO121-12 We disagree that the analysis was inadequate.  The EIS was prepared in 
accordance with NEPA, CEQ guidelines, and other applicable requirements.  
The EIS includes sufficient detail to enable the reader to understand and 
consider the issues raised by the proposed project.  Potential impacts on the 
local economy are discussed in detail in section 4.9.8 of the EIS.   

  

  

CO121-12 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2535 

 

CO121-13 Comment noted. 

  

  CO121-12 
(cont’d) 

CO121-13 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2536 

 

CO121-14 We disagree that the analysis was inadequate or erroneous.  The EIS was 
prepared in accordance with NEPA, CEQ guidelines, and other applicable 
requirements.  The EIS includes sufficient detail to enable the reader to 
understand and consider the issues raised by the proposed project.  Potential 
impacts on property values are discussed in section 4.9.7 of the EIS.  See 
also the response to comment CO10-6. 

  

  

CO121-14 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2537 

 

CO121-15 See the response to comment CO86-11. 

  

  CO121-14 
(cont’d) 

CO121-15 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2538 

 

  

  

  CO121-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2539 

 

  

  

  CO121-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2540 

 

  

  

  CO121-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2541 

 

  

  

  CO121-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2542 

 

  

  

  CO121-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2543 

 

CO121-16 See the response to comment CO68-12. 

CO121-17 We disagree that the analysis was inadequate or erroneous.  The EIS was 
prepared in accordance with NEPA, CEQ guidelines, and other applicable 
requirements.  The EIS includes sufficient detail to enable the reader to 
understand and consider the issues raised by the proposed project.   

  

CO121-15 
(cont’d) 

CO121-16  

CO121-17  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2544 

 

CO121-18 Comment noted 

CO121-19 See the response to comment CO50-2. 

  
CO121-17 
(cont’d) 

CO121-18  

CO121-19  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2545 

 

CO121-20 See the responses to comments CO67-15 and CO95-10. 

CO121-21 We disagree.  Atlantic and DETI would adopt the general construction, 
restoration, and operational mitigation measures outlined in our Plan and 
Procedures, which are a set of construction and mitigation measures that 
were developed in collaboration with other federal and state agencies and 
the natural gas pipeline industry to minimize the potential environmental 
impacts of the construction of pipeline projects in general.  In addition, 
Atlantic and DETI have identified additional measures they would 
implement during construction to reduce impacts; we reviewed these 
measures in the EIS, concluded if they would be effective, and 
recommended additional measures where appropriate.  See also the response 
to comment CO95-5. 

  

CO121-20 

CO121-21 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2546 

 

CO121-22 Comments noted. Potential impacts on aquatic resources resulting from 
sedimentation and turbidity and the mitigation measures that would be 
implemented to reduce these impacts are described in section 4.6.4.  Note that 
the construction workspace would be 125 feet wide along the AP-1 mainline, 
not 150 feet wide as described in the comment; a 150-foot-wide construction 
workspace is only proposed in agricultural areas along AP-1 (refer to table 
2.2.2-1).  Also, based on FERC recommendations, Atlantic would maintain a 
50-foot-wide permanent right-of-way over the entire ACP route (previously, the 
AP-1 segment was proposed as 75-foot-wide permanent right-of-way) (refer to 
table 2.2.2-1). 

  

  

CO121-22 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2547 

 

  

  

  CO121-22 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2548 

 

CO121-23 Comment noted. 

  

  CO121-22 
(cont’d) 

CO121-23 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2549 

 

  

  

  CO121-23 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2550 

 

  

  

  CO121-23 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2551 

 

  

  

  CO121-23 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2552 

 

  

  

  CO121-23 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2553 

 

CO121-24 Atlantic and DETI propose to cross waterbodies using the wet open-cut, 
dry-crossing, HDD, and cofferdam methods.  Although several commentors 
identified waterbodies that they believe should be crossed by the bore or 
HDD method, or that at a minimum the dry crossing method is utilized at all 
waterbodies, using these methods at every waterbody crossing would be 
technically infeasible, impractical, or would not result in a clear 
environmental advantage compared to the proposed dry-ditch crossing 
methods.  Impacts on waterbodies that would be crossed by the project are 
addressed in section 4.3.2 of the EIS, and impacts on aquatic resources are 
addressed in section 4.6.4. 

Crossing methods, workspace requirements, and waterbody survey 
information have been provided for waterbody crossings.  Although site-
specific plans have not been provided for all major waterbody crossings, 
existing design and resource information are sufficient for FERC to assess 
each crossing. 

We believe that existing resources have been adequately characterized, that 
impacts have been disclosed and calculated/estimated, and appropriate 
mitigation measures have been proposed or recommended as conditions.  
We have disclosed where additional information or mitigation is necessary, 
and have recommended that outstanding information is provided or 
mitigation developed prior to allowing construction to proceed. 

  

  

CO121-23 
(cont’d) 

CO121-24 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2554 

 

  

  

  CO121-24 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2555 

 

  

  

  CO121-24 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2556 

 

CO121-25 Comment noted. 

  

  
CO121-25 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2557 

 

  

  

  CO121-25 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2558 

 

CO121-26 Section 4.13.3.12 includes our analysis of climate change.  We utilized data and 
methodologies as established by the EPA, which is tasked with, among other 
things, setting regulations for GHG.  Air quality permits required for ACP must 
comply with these calculation methods and standards, and Atlantic has done 
so.  

  

  

CO121-25 
(cont’d) 

CO121-26 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2559 

 

  

  

  CO121-26 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2560 

 

  

  

  CO121-26 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2561 

 

  

  

  CO121-26 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2562 

 

  

  

  CO121-26 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2563 

 

  

  

  CO121-26 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2564 

 

  

  

  CO121-26 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2565 

 

  

  

  CO121-26 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2566 

 

  

  

  CO121-26 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2567 

 

CO121-27 FERC staff reviews applications for interstate natural gas pipeline projects in 
accordance with an applicant’s stated objective(s) in order to disclose the 
environmental impacts of a proposal to inform the decisionmakers and, in 
accordance with NEPA, evaluate reasonable alternatives to a project.  However, 
the FERC as a matter of policy and in accordance with the NGA and other 
governing regulations, does not direct the development of the gas industry’s 
infrastructure regionally or on a project-by-project basis.  As discussed in 
section 2.7, any future expanded facilities or increase in capacity would need 
additional FERC authorization (which would also require additional 
environmental review).   

  

  

CO121-26 
(cont’d) 

CO121-27 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-2568 

 

CO121-28 The commentor refers to preliminary (and outdated) and incomplete 
information filed by the Atlantic during pre-filing.  The issues raised in this 
comment are addressed in EIS section 4.11.1.  Emissions of criteria 
pollutants, HAPs, and GHG/methane emissions are provided throughout 
section 4.11.1, and open burning emissions are provided in table 4.11.1-5.   

  

  

CO121-27 
(cont’d) 

CO121-28 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO121 – Public Interest Groups (representing 12 separate groups) (cont’d) 
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CO121-29 Section 2.8 includes a discussion of non-jurisdictional facilities associated 
with ACP and SHP. 

CO121-30 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

CO121-31 Construction emissions are provided in table 4.11.1-5.  Atlantic and DETI 
could implement measures included in the EPA’s Natural Gas Star Program, 
but we note that that program is voluntary.  There are currently no federal or 
state-level emissions limitations for construction-related GHG emissions 
applicable to ACP and SHP.  Further, reducing lifecycle GHG emissions 
associated with ACP and SHP is outside the scope of this EIS.  Section 
4.13.3.12 provides the Commission’s position on lifecycle analyses.  The 
Commission cannot enforce requirements on upstream producers nor end-
users, both of which are outside the Commission’s jurisdiction. 
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CO121-32 Section 4.13.3.12 provides the Commission’s position on lifecycle analyses. 
See the response to comment CO29-1 regarding the Oil Change 
International report.   
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CO121-33 The EIS notes that this comparison is for a frame of reference and is not an 
indicator of significance. 
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CO121-34 While we appreciate the Oil Change International study, assumptions used 
in that study are not in line with those established by federal agencies, and 
assumptions were made that may not reflect operational scenarios for ACP.  
The study also erroneously implies that FERC assumes that the project 
would not impact natural gas consumption, ignoring the fact that the EIS 
discloses GHG emissions from downstream use (combustion) as an indirect 
impact of the project.  Consideration of the Oil Change International study 
does not change the conclusions in the EIS.  

See the response to comments CO55-2 and CO121-6. 
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CO121-35 Section 2.8 includes a discussion of non-jurisdictional facilities associated 
with ACP and SHP. 
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