
COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1050 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1051 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1052 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1053 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1054 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1055 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1056 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1057 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1058 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1059 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1060 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1061 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1062 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1063 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1064 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1065 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1066 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1067 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1068 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1069 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1070 

 

CO67-1 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1071 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1072 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1073 

 

CO67-2 Comment noted. 

CO67-3 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

CO67-2 

CO67-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1074 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1075 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1076 

 

CO67-4 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1077 

 

CO67-5 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-4 
(cont’d) 

CO67-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1078 

 

CO67-6 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1079 

 

CO67-7 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-6 
(cont’d) 

CO67-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1080 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1081 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1082 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1083 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1084 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1085 

 

CO67-8 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-7 
(cont’d) 

CO67-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1086 

 

CO67-9 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.  As 
described in section 4.12.1 of the EIS, DOT regulations require that Atlantic 
and DETI establish and maintain a liaison with appropriate fire, police, and 
public officials and to coordinate mutual assistance and ensure that these 
services have the equipment and training necessary to respond to any 
emergencies related to ACP and SHP.  Atlantic and DETI would 
communicate with emergency responders on an annual basis.  Atlantic and 
DETI would also establish a continuing education program to enable 
customers, the public, government officials, and those engaged in 
excavation activities to recognize a natural gas pipeline emergency and 
report it to appropriate public officials.  In addition, Section 4.12.1 has been 
revised with additional discussion of Atlantic’s coordination with local 
emergency response providers and the development of its Operational 
Emergency Response Plans, which would address evacuation requirements 
in the event of an incident along the pipeline. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-8 
(cont’d) 

CO67-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1087 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-9 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1088 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-9 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1089 

 

CO67-10 See the response to comment CO67-9. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-9 
(cont’d) 

CO67-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1090 

  

CO67-11 Comment noted. 

CO67-10 
(cont’d) 

CO67-11 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1091 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-11 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1092 

 

CO67-12 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-11 
(cont’d) 

CO67-12 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1093 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1094 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1095 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1096 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1097 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1098 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1099 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1100 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1101 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1102 

 

CO67-13 See the response to comment CO67-9. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-13 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1103 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-13 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1104 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-13 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1105 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-13 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1106 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-13 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1107 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-13 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1108 

 

CO67-14 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 potential risk associated with operation of ACP and SHP.  
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. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-13 
(cont’d) 

CO67-14 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1109 

 

CO67-15 There is no evidence to support this claim.  Nationwide natural gas 
transmission pipeline incident statistics show that there are about 3.57 
incidents per 10,000 miles of pipeline.  See also the response to comment 
CO67-14. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-14 
(cont’d) 

CO67-15 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1110 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1111 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1112 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1113 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-15 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1114 

  

CO67-16 Comment noted. Analysis of the Lyndhurst to Farmville Alternative is 
presented in section 3.3.7.2. 

CO67-17 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

CO67-16 

CO67-17 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1115 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-17 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1116 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-17 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1117 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1118 

 

CO67-18 Section 3.4 of the EIS lists the route variations evaluated during 
development of the proposed pipeline route, including 31 route 
modifications filed by Atlantic on January 19, 2017.  As noted in table 3.5-1 
many of the variations were evaluated at the request of affected landowners.  
However, for a long linear pipeline project it is not always possible or 
environmentally preferable to adopt each request from affected landowners, 
for several reasons.  Reasons can include construction considerations at the 
property in question or immediately adjacent to the property, other 
environmental considerations immediately adjacent to the property in 
question, or the general preference to collocate with existing utilities.  
Impacts on businesses are discussed in section 4.9.8 of the EIS. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-18 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1119 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-18 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1120 

 

CO67-19 See the response to comment CO67-18. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-18 
(cont’d) 

CO67-19 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1121 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-19 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1122 

  

CO67-20 See the response to comment CO67-18. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-20 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1123 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-20 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1124 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1125 

 

CO67-21 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-21 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1126 

 

CO67-22 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  
CO67-22 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1127 

 

CO67-23 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-22 
(cont’d) 

CO67-23 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1128 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO67-23 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1129 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO67 – Friends of Wintergreen, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1130 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

The attachments to this letter have been reviewed by FERC staff and can be found on the FERC 
eLibrary site under FERC Accession No. 20170324-5252. 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1131 

 

CO68-1 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 response to comment CO46-1.  

CO68-2 See the response to comment CO66-55. 

CO68-3 We disagree.  Potential safety impacts would not increase as a result of 
higher compressor station pressures.  Section 4.12 includes our discussion of 
reliability and safety of ACP and SHP. 

  

  

  

CO68-1 

CO68-2 

CO68-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1132 

 

CO68-4 See the response to comment CO66-55. 

CO68-5 See the responses to comments CO49-2 and CO65-3. 

CO68-6 See the response to comment CO49-1. 

CO68-7 Comment noted. 

CO68-8 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

  

CO68-4 

CO68-5 

CO68-6 

CO68-7 

CO68-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1133 

 

CO68-9 We disagree.  As discussed in section 1.3, third-party contractors are 
selected by Commission staff and funded by project applicants.  Third-party 
contractors work solely under the direction of FERC staff, who directs the 
scope, content, quality, and schedule of the contractor’s work.  FERC staff 
independently evaluates the results of the third-party contractor’s work, and 
the Commission, through its staff, bears ultimate responsibility for full 
compliance with the requirements of NEPA.  Further, per the procedures in 
40 CFR 1506.5(c), third-party contractors execute a disclosure statement 
specifying that they have no financial or other conflicting interest in the 
outcome of the project.  Third-party contractors are required to self-report 
any changes in financial situation and to refresh their disclosure statements 
annually. 

CO68-10 See the response to comment CO66-52. 

CO68-11 Comment noted. 

CO68-12 Section 4.8.1.1 describes the types of activities that would be prohibited 
within the permanent right-of-way.   

CO68-13 See response to comment letter CO56-66.  . 

The legality of the DOT safety requirements under 49 CFR 192 are outside 
the scope of this EIS. 

  

CO68-8 
(cont’d) 

CO68-9 

CO68-10 

CO68-11 

CO68-12 

CO68-13 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1134 

 

CO68-14 See the responses to comments CO49-2 and CO65-3. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO68-13 
(cont’d) 

CO68-14 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1135 

 

CO68-15 Impacts on Yogaville and the Satchidananda Ashram are discussed in 
section 4.9.5 of the EIS.  Yogaville is over 4 miles from the proposed 
Compressor Station 2; and the Light of Truth Universal Shrine at Yogaville 
is 1 mile from the proposed ACP route alignment and over 1 mile from the 
nearest proposed HDD location.  We believe that the project locations are 
sufficiently distant from the Yogaville properties so that people enjoying the 
peaceful and serene environment would not be disturbed by project 
construction or operation.  Therefore, we conclude no direct or indirect 
impacts on tourism and visitation to Yogaville would result from 
construction and operation of the projects. 

CO68-16 Air quality impacts are analyzed throughout section 4.11.1, including VOC 
emission levels.  Radon exposure is discussed in section 4.11.1.4. 

  

  

  

  

CO68-14 
(cont’d) 

CO68-15 

CO68-16 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1136 

 

CO68-17 Through FERC’s dispute resolution service helpline, we are aware that 
induced vibration, or a low frequency sound from pipelines, has occurred at 
a limited number of natural gas facilities in the over 300,000 miles of 
transmission pipeline in the United States.  However, we are unaware of 
wide-scale cases of low frequency noise from natural gas transmission 
pipelines.  With hundreds of thousands of residents near natural gas 
pipelines, we have seen no system evidence that natural gas pipelines are 
inducing noise effects on the local population.  This appears to be an isolated 
issue that continues to be addressed through the dispute resolution service 
and landowner helpline.  

CO68-18 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

CO68-16 
(cont’d) 

CO68-17 

CO68-18 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1137 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1138 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1139 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1140 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO68 – Friends of Buckingham (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1141 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO69 – Preservation Piedmont  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1142 

 

CO69-1 Comment noted. 

CO69-2 Section 4.8.8 describes the impacts on visual resources resulting from 
construction and operation of the project.  Sections 4.9.5 and 4.10.1.1 
describe impacts on tourism and heritage sites, respectively. 

CO69-3 See the response to comment CO49-1. 

CO69-1 

CO69-2 

CO69-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO69 – Preservation Piedmont (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1143 

 

CO69-4 Comment noted. 

CO69-5 The analysis of NRHP-related impacts on the Yogaville historic district has 
not been completed.  The VDHR is consulting with interested parties 
regarding this property, as discussed in section 4.10.1.1. 

CO69-6 We have taken flooding into our consideration. 

CO69-7 We assume the comment is in regard to project-related structures. Federal 
pipeline safety regulations in 49 CFR 192 require companies to design 
pipelines to withstand the anticipated external pressures and loads that will 
be imposed on the pipe after installation, including pressures and loads from 
anticipated seismic activity (e.g., earthquakes).   

CO69-3 
(cont’d) 

CO69-4 

CO69-5 

CO69-7 

CO69-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO70 – Rockfish Valley Foundation and Wintergreen Country Store Land Trust  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1144 

 

CO70-1 Section 4.8.8.2 discusses impacts on scenic byways resulting from 
construction and operation of the project and includes a recommendation for 
Atlantic to file site-specific crossing plans at designated scenic byways prior 
to construction.  

CO70-2 As described in section 4.10, the section 106 process of identifying, 
evaluating, assessing, and mitigating adverse effects to historic properties is 
ongoing.  Cultural resources surveys for the project are being conducted 
according to federal standards and state guidelines.   

CO70-3 Comment noted. 

CO70-1 

CO70-2 

CO70-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO70 – Rockfish Valley Foundation and Wintergreen Country Store Land Trust (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1145 

  

CO70-4 See the response to comment CO70-2. 

CO70-5 Comment noted. 

CO70-4 

CO70-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1146 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1147 

 

CO71-1 Section 3.4.2 has been added to the final EIS to analyze a potential route 
alternative through this area.  We conclude in this section that the variation 
appears to minimize crossing of conservation lands and eliminate waterbody 
and wetland impacts; however, we do not have field and civil survey 
information to fully evaluate the feasibility of the variation or determine 
whether the variation offers advantages that are environmentally significant.  
As such, we recommend that prior to construction, DETI should file 
environmental, cultural, and landowner information (as outlined in 
recommended Environmental Condition No. 5) regarding the limitations of 
or ability to incorporate the Westmoreland Conservation Variation into SHP. 

CO71-2 See the response to comment CO71-1. 

CO71-3 Section 4.8.5.1 has been updated to discuss the Westmoreland Conservancy 
lands crossed.  See also the response to comment CO71-1. 

CO71-1 

CO71-2 

CO71-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1148 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO71-3 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1149 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1150 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1151 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1152 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1153 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1154 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1155 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1156 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1157 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1158 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1159 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1160 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1161 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1162 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1163 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1164 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1165 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1166 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1167 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO71 – Westmoreland Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1168 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO72 – Highland County Cave Survey 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1169 

 

CO72-1 As discussed in sections 4.1.2.3 and 4.3.1.7, Atlantic has proposed several 
measures to minimize impacts on karst systems and private water sources, 
including the use of karst monitors, conducting electric resistivity surveys to 
avoid or minimize karst impacts, and monitoring water quality impacts 
during and after construction, as necessary.  Because appropriate impact 
minimization and mitigation would be implemented, we have concluded that 
an alternate route, such as the Valley Center Route Variation, would not 
offer a significant environmental advantage when compared to Atlantic’s 
proposed route. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO72-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO72 – Highland County Cave Survey (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1170 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO72-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO72 – Highland County Cave Survey (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1171 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO72-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO73 – Appalachian Trail Conservancy  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1172 

 

CO73-1 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO73-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO73 – Appalachian Trail Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1173 

 

CO73-2 Comments noted.  All geologic studies are available for review on the FERC 
docket. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO73-1 
(cont’d) 

CO73-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO73 – Appalachian Trail Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1174 

 

CO73-3 Comments noted. 

CO73-4 FS response:  The FS no longer proposes to change any land allocations to 
the Rx5C-Designated Utility Corridors on the GWNF.  Because of that, 
there is no longer an amendment proposal that would be subject to the 
objection process under the 36 CFR 219 regulations.  All proposed 
amendments are now project-specific, so that they only apply to the ACP 
project.  The objection process will be under the 36 CFR 218 regulations, 
which opens a 45-day objection period following the release of the Draft 
ROD from the FS.  The objection process has been shown as part of the 
review process on the GWNF's website for several months. 

CO73-5 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.  The EIS is comprehensive and thorough in its identification and 
evaluation of feasible mitigation measures to reduce those effects whenever 
possible.  As such, a supplemental draft EIS is not warranted. 

CO73-3 

CO73-4 

CO73-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO73 – Appalachian Trail Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1175 

 

CO73-6 Section 4.8.9.1 discusses impacts on visual resources on federal lands, 
including the ANST, resulting from construction and operation of the 
project.  The VIA further details the results of visual surveys and 
simulations in coordination with the FS, ATC, and NPS.  None of the 
impacts have been characterized as significant.   

CO73-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO73 – Appalachian Trail Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1176 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO73 – Appalachian Trail Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1177 

 

CO73-7 Consideration of both the MVP and ACP and their impacts on the ANST are 
included in the cumulative impacts section. 

CO73-8 Section 4.13.3.8 has been revised to note that Atlantic continues to work 
with the FS, NPS, and ATC regarding impacts on and mitigation measures 
for the ANST crossing. 

CO73-9 See the response to comment CO6-1. CO73-7 

CO73-8 

CO73-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO73 – Appalachian Trail Conservancy (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1178 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO73-9 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1179 

 

CO74-1 Comment noted.  

  

  

  

  

  

CO74-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1180 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO74-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1181 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO74-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1182 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1183 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1184 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1185 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1186 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1187 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1188 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1189 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1190 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1191 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1192 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1193 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1194 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1195 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1196 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1197 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1198 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1199 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1200 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1201 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1202 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1203 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1204 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1205 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1206 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1207 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1208 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1209 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1210 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO74 – Appalachian Mountain Advocates (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1211 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO75 – International Union of Operating Engineers 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1212 

 

CO75-1 Comment noted.  

  

  

  

  

  

CO75-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO75 – International Union of Operating Engineers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1213 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO75-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO75 – International Union of Operating Engineers (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1214 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO75-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO76 – North Carolina Petroleum Council  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1215 

 

CO76-1 Comment noted.  

  

  

  

  

  

CO76-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO76 – North Carolina Petroleum Council (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1216 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO76-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1217 

 

CO77-1 Comment noted.  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1218 

 

CO77-2 Stormwater is regulated by the states, and Atlantic and DETI would be 
required to comply with respective state stormwater standards. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-1 
(cont’d) 

CO77-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1219 

 

CO77-3 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1220 

 

CO77-4 See response to comment CO63-1.   

CO77-5 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

CO77-4 

CO77-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1221 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-5 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1222 

 

CO77-6 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-5 
(cont’d) 

CO77-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1223 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1224 

 

CO77-7 Comment noted.  Section 4.13 discusses cumulative impacts. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1225 

 

CO77-8 A comprehensive list of specific soil series crossed by the project was filed 
by Atlantic and DETI in Resource Report 7.  Section 4.2.3 describes the 
rationale for selecting the settings that were applied in conducting FERC’s 
independent RUSLE2 analysis to address a specific commentor’s concerns 
in Bath County, Virginia.  RUSLE2 analyses are not required for the entire 
project area; however, the analysis was completed to respond to that 
commentor's specific comments and does not include a comprehensive 
analysis of the entire proposed route.  The results of this analysis were 
included in appendix P.  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1226 

 

CO77-9 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-8 
(cont’d) 

CO77-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1227 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1228 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1229 

 

CO77-10 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1230 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-10 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1231 

 

CO77-11 Comment noted. 

CO77-12 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

CO77-10 
(cont’d) 

CO77-11 

CO77-12 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1232 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1233 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-12 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1234 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1235 

 

CO77-13 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-13 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1236 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1237 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1238 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1239 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1240 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1241 

 

CO77-14 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-14 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1242 

 

CO77-15 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  
CO77-15 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1243 

 

CO77-16 As discussed in section 4.1.4.2, Atlantic has proposed several measures to 
minimize impacts on steep slopes and ridgetops, including the use of 
geotechnical inspector and mitigation designs for various slope types.   

CO77-17 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

CO77-16 

CO77-17 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1244 

 

CO77-18 Comment noted. 

CO77-19 There is not enough impervious surface proposed for this project to increase 
flood rates. 

  

  

  

  

CO77-18 

CO77-19 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1245 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-19 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1246 

 

CO77-20 As is stated in section 4.3.2.4, stream surface water classifications (Tiers 1, 
2, or 3) would be assigned by the WVDEP on a case-by-case basis during 
permitting, and may change depending on the timing of the state’s 303(d) 
impaired water list, which is reviewed and updated every 2 years.  Appendix 
K identifies 303(d) waters and their impairment by waterbody.  Appendix K 
also identifies the West Virginia surface water General Use Category 
assigned by waterbody. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-19 
(cont’d) 

CO77-20 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1247 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1248 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1249 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1250 

 

CO77-21 See response to comment CO77-8.  

CO77-22 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

CO77-21 

CO77-22 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1251 

 

CO77-23 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-22 
(cont’d) 

CO77-23 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1252 

 

CO77-24 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-23 
(cont’d) 

CO77-24 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1253 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-24 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1254 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-24 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1255 

 

CO77-25 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.   

Section 4.2.3 considers the use of the Universal Soil Loss Equation.  Based 
on the analysis, construction practices would temporarily increase the 
erosion potential for soils crossed by the project, but erosion rates should 
return to acceptable levels once final restoration has been completed.  
Cumulatively, we consider these impact acreages to be relatively small 
overall and unlikely to contribute to cumulative impacts, particularly 
considering that most soils would be returned following construction, as 
stated in section 4.13.3.2. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-25 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1256 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO77-25 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1257 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1258 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1259 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1260 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO77 – Dominion Pipeline Monitoring Coalition (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1261 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO78 – Augusta County Alliance 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1262 

 

CO78-1 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO78-2 See EIS section 3. 

CO78-3 See EIS section 3. 

CO78-4 Sections 4.9 and 4.12 discuss socioeconomic and reliability and safety 
impacts, respectively, of ACP and SHP. 

CO78-5 See the response to comment CO50-2. 

CO78-6 The EIS discusses the short- and long-term jobs associated with the ACP 
and SHP projects.  It is outside of the scope of this EIS to evaluate the 
number of jobs that alternative energy projects might provide. 

CO78-1 

CO78-2 
CO78-3 

CO78-4 

CO78-5 

CO78-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO78 – Augusta County Alliance (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1263 

 

CO78-7 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.  See 
also the response to comment CO48-11. 

CO78-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO78 – Augusta County Alliance (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1264 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

The attachments to this letter have been reviewed by FERC staff and can be found on the FERC 
eLibrary site under FERC Accession No. 20170406-5152. 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO79 – Living River Restoration Trust  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1265 

 

CO79-1 Section 4.3.3.3 has been updated to identify the bank crossing, and 
summarizes your discussions with Atlantic. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO79-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO79 – Living River Restoration Trust (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1266 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO79-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1267 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1268 

 

CO80-1 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO80-2 Comment noted. 

CO80-3 Comment noted. 

CO80-4 Comment noted. 

CO80-5 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. 

CO80-6 Section 4.7.1 recommends that construction of the projects be conditioned 
upon the completion of all outstanding biological surveys and any necessary 
consultation with the FWS and FS. 

CO80-7 See response to comment LO49-3. 

CO80-8 Section 4.8.1.1 discusses the impacts on agricultural and forest land resulting 
from construction and operation of the project. CO80-1 

CO80-2 

CO80-3 

CO80-4 

CO80-5 

CO80-6 

CO80-8 

CO80-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1269 

 

CO80-9 See the response to comment CO50-2. 

CO80-10 FS response:  The opposition to the approval of the authorization and forest 
plan amendments by the FS is noted.   See response to comment CO53-4. 

CO80-11 FS response:  The opposition to the approval of the authorization and forest 
plan amendments by the FS is noted.   See response to comment CO53-4. 

CO80-12 FS response:  The Best in Class Steep Slope Management Program 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.   

CO80-13 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 for 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." 

CO80-14 FS response:  Fragmentation is described in Section 4.5.6-Habitat 
Fragmentation and Edge Effects. One action that would 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. 

CO80-15 See response to comment CO19-01. 

CO80-16 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

CO80-9 

CO80-10 

CO80-11 

CO80-12 

CO80-13 

CO80-15 

CO80-16 

CO80-14 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1270 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1271 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1272 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1273 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1274 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1275 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1276 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1277 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1278 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1279 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1280 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1281 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO80 – Waterkeepers Chesapeake (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1282 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO81 – Appalachian Voices 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1283 

 

CO81-1 FS response:  The FS no longer proposes a conversion of acres to the Rx5C-
Designated Utility Corridors (Section 4.8.9-Federal Lands). Since the draft EIS, 
Atlantic has provided additional inventories and analyses as requested by the 
FS to evaluate the effects of the proposed project; additional project design 
features, mitigation measures, and monitoring procedures have been 
incorporated.   

  

  

  

  

  

CO81-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO81 – Appalachian Voices (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1284 

 

CO81-2 We disagree. 

CO81-3 See the response to comment CO55-2. 

CO81-4 See section 3. 

CO81-5 Comment noted.  See also the response to comment CO48-11. 

CO81-6 See the response to comment CO65-3. 

CO81-7 Comment noted. 

CO81-1 
(cont’d) 

CO81-2 

CO81-3 

CO81-4 

CO81-5 

CO81-6 

CO81-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO81 – Appalachian Voices (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1285 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO81-7 
(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. 20170406-5257. 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1286 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1287 

  

CO82-1 The number of trout crossings has been revised in section 4.6 and appendix 
K based on the updated route and updated survey information.  It is also 
important to note that 80 percent of the access roads that are proposed for 
use by ACP are existing roads.  Atlantic has committed to implementing 
applicable FS and state mitigation measures at trout waterbody crossings to 
reduce potential impacts on this species and its habitat, including adhering to 
FS and VDGIF TOYR.  Atlantic has also committed to no longer 
withdrawing water from the Big Spring Fork in West Virginia.  Additional 
mitigation measures that would be implemented to protect aquatic resources 
are described in section 4.6.4; mitigation measures unique to NFS lands and 
waterbody crossings are described in section 4.6.5.  We have made 
additional waterbody-specific recommendations in appendix K.  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 WVDNR and VDGIF.  The WVDNR and VDGIF 
would have the opportunity to review Atlantic’s proposed crossings during 
the permitting process and, if necessary, identify additional mitigation 
measures beyond those proposed.   

  

  

  

  

  
CO82-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1288 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO82-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1289 

  

CO82-2 The FS is the lead federal agency responsible for issuing special use permits 
for activities across federal lands under the jurisdiction of the FS pursuant to 
the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920 and in accordance with federal regulations 
in 43 CFR 2880.  As such, Atlantic is required to obtain a SUP from the FS 
for its project.  FS land management planning requirements are established 
by the NFMA and regulations at 36 CFR 219.  These laws and regulations 
require a forest-specific, multi-year LRMP.  As such, the FS has a 
regulatory responsibility to manage NFS lands in accordance with forest-
specific LRMPs.  Further, it has the authority to require an applicant to 
comply with measures it determines necessary to reduce impacts on 
environmental resources on lands under its jurisdiction.   

The FERC is not a land-managing agency.  Atlantic and DETI would adopt 
the general construction, restoration, and operational mitigation measures 
outlined in the FERC 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.   

As discussed in section 4.8.2, Atlantic and DETI would negotiate easement 
agreements with private landowners affected by ACP and SHP.  An 
easement agreement between a company and a private landowner typically 
specifies compensation for losses resulting from construction, including 
losses of non-renewable and other resources, damages to property during 
construction, and restrictions on existing uses that would not be permitted on 
the permanent right-of-way after construction.  Landowners have the 
opportunity to request that site-specific factors and/or development plans for 
their property be considered during easement negotiations, and that specific 
measures be taken into account. 

CO82-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1290 

  

CO82-3 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 is sufficient for FERC to assess 
each crossing.  We do not believe a scour analysis is required for this 
project.  

CO82-4 We do not need site-specific restoration plans.  The commitments and permit 
requirements that Atlantic and DETI must implement apply to all streams, 
and inspectors and monitors (as well as FERC staff) will ensure restoration 
is completed as required. 

  

  

  

  

CO82-3 

CO82-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1291 

  

CO82-5 Monitoring plans are in place, and additional monitoring plans will be filed, 
reviewed, and approved prior to construction. 

CO82-6 We do not agree.  This increased distance would likely cause additional 
rutting and soil loss and increase the duration of completing waterbody 
crossings. 

CO82-7 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

CO82-4 
(cont’d) 

CO82-5 

CO82-6 

CO82-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1292 

  

CO82-8 Comment noted. 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 WVDNR and VDGIF.  The 
WVDNR and VDGIF would have the opportunity to review Atlantic’s 
proposed crossings during the permitting process and, if necessary, identify 
additional mitigation measures beyond those proposed.   

CO82-9 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 WVDNR and VDGIF.  The WVDNR and 
VDGIF would have the opportunity to review Atlantic’s proposed crossings 
during the permitting process and, if necessary, identify additional 
mitigation measures beyond those proposed.  It would be the discretion of 
these agencies whether to grant waivers for trout TOYR. 

CO82-10 Big Spring Fork would no longer be used as a water source, and Atlantic has 
committed to adhere to VDGIF TOYR for Jackson River and Calfpasture 
River, which would include water withdrawals.  Atlantic is required to 
obtain the necessary permits and authorizations required for water 
withdrawal and discharge from the applicable state agency.   

CO82-8 

CO82-9 

CO82-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1293 

  

CO82-11 Where necessary, Atlantic and DETI would improve unsuitable dirt and 
gravel roads through widening and/or grading, installing or replacing 
culverts, or clearing overhanging vegetation or tree limbs; improvements 
would be based on need.  In addition, where culverts require replacement, 
they would be sized to accommodate flows and countersink beneath the bed 
of the waterbody to allow passage of aquatic organisms.  As is noted by 
Trout Unlimited, many existing access roads are not designed to these 
standards so replacement of existing culverts would serve to improve 
movement of aquatic organisms.   

CO82-10 
(cont’d) 

CO82-11 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO82 – Trout Unlimited (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1294 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO83 – National Trust for Historic Preservation 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1295 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO83 – National Trust for Historic Preservation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1296 

  

CO83-1 See the response to comment FA4-1. 

CO83-2 Comment noted. 

CO83-3 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

  

  

  

CO83-1 

CO83-2 

CO83-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO83 – National Trust for Historic Preservation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1297 

  

CO83-4 See the response to comment LA21-2.  

CO83-5 See the response to comment CO49-1. 

CO83-6 See the response to comment CO49-2. 

CO83-7 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. 

  

  

CO83-4 

CO83-5 

CO83-6 

CO83-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO83 – National Trust for Historic Preservation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1298 

  

CO83-8 Comment noted. The EIS discusses historic districts in section 4.10.1.1. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO83-7 
(cont’d) 

CO83-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO83 – National Trust for Historic Preservation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1299 

  

CO83-9 See the response to comment CO70-2. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO83-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO83 – National Trust for Historic Preservation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1300 

  

CO83-10 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO83-9 
(cont’d) 

CO83-10 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO83 – National Trust for Historic Preservation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1301 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO83-10 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc.  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1302 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1303 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1304 

 

CO84-1 The distance of the ACP project to Yogaville and the Light of Truth 
Universal Shrine has been updated in section 4.9.5. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO84-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1305 

 

CO84-2 Section 4.10.1.1 includes our discussion of cultural resources impacts on the 
Yogaville historic district.  The inventory, evaluation, and assessment of 
effects to the historic district is not complete.   

  

  

  

  

  

CO84-1 
(cont’d) 

CO84-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1306 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO84-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1307 

 

CO84-3 Section 4.11.1.3 demonstrates that Compressor Station 2 would be below 
major source thresholds for federal air permitting programs and would 
comply with the NAAQS.  See the response to comment CO68-17 regarding 
low frequency noise. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO84-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1308 

 

CO84-4 Comment noted. 

CO84-5 See the response to comment CO67-14. 

  

  

  

  

CO84-3 
(cont’d) 

CO84-4 

CO84-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1309 

 

CO84-6 Comment noted. 

CO84-7 See the response to comment CO68-15. 

  

  

  

  

CO84-5 
(cont’d) 

CO84-6 

CO84-7 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1310 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO84-7 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1311 

 

CO84-8 See the response to comment CO84-2. 

  

  

  

  

  

CO84-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO84 – Satchidananda Ashram-Yogaville, Inc. (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1312 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

CO84-8 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO85 – North Carolina Coastal Federation  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1313 

 

CO85-1 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

CO85-2 See the response to comment CO46-1. 

CO85-3 We disagree that leaks in newly constructed pipelines are common, and 
extensive studies have been conducted to determine the appropriate 
specifications for constructing and designing pipelines.  ACP is new 
pipeline and would be designed and operated to meet DOT safety 
requirements, as discussed in section 4.12. 

CO85-4 Comment noted.  Funding for the DOT and PHMSA is outside the scope of 
this EIS. 

CO85-1 

CO85-2 

CO85-3 

CO85-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO85 – North Carolina Coastal Federation (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

Z-1314 

 

CO85-5 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. 

CO85-6 Comment noted. 

CO85-7 The purpose and need for the project is described in section 1.1 of the EIS.  
This section summarizes Atlantic and DETI’s stated objectives, which 
include serving the energy needs of public utilities and local distribution 
companies in Virginia and North Carolina; providing natural gas for direct 
residential, commercial, and industrial uses; increasing the reliability and 
security of natural gas supplies in Virginia and North Carolina; and 
providing access to a low cost supply hub.  

Also see response to comment CO68-1. 

CO85-8 See the response to comment CO6-1. 

CO84-5 

CO84-6 

CO84-7 

CO84-8 
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