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Soils are addressed in section 4.2 of the EIS. See the response to
CO14-2 regarding compaction.

INDIVIDUALS
IND326 – Nan Gray

Individual Comments

IND326-1



See the response to comment IND257-1 regarding surficial
geology. Soils are addressed in section 4.2 of the EIS; water in
section 4.3. The EIS addresses karst terrain in section 4.1. See
the response to comment IND62-1 regarding Dr. Kastning’s
report. See the response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting.
See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

INDIVIDUALS
IND327 – Elizabeth Struthers Malbon

Individual Comments

IND327-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND327 – Elizabeth Struthers Malbon

Individual Comments



See the response to comment CO14-1 regarding blasting. See the
response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.

INDIVIDUALS
IND327 – Elizabeth Struthers Malbon

Individual Comments

IND327-2

Section 4.3 of the final EIS has been revised to address potential
project impacts on septic systems on private property.

IND327-3



See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding erosion. As
discussed in section 4.2 of the EIS, the Applicants would separate
topsoil from subsoil in residential and agricultural areas.
Sinkholes are addressed in section 4.1 of the EIS. The MVP is
not expected to have any impacts on the commenter's parcel,
which is located about one mile away from the pipeline.

INDIVIDUALS
IND327 – Elizabeth Struthers Malbon

Individual Comments

IND327-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND327 – Elizabeth Struthers Malbon

Individual Comments



See the response to comment CO14-3 regarding spills. See the
response to comment IND92-1 regarding leaks. See the response
to comment LA5-1 regarding preparation of the EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND328 – Lillian H. Moore

Individual Comments

IND328-1



Section 3 of the final EIS has been revised to discuss the Hybrid
1A and 1B Alternatives.

INDIVIDUALS
IND329 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments

IND329-1
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INDIVIDUALS
IND329 – Louisa Gay
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The MVP pipeline would begin in Wetzel County, West Virginia
and end in Pittsylvania, Virginia. It would not extend into North
Carolina and South Carolina. Water resources are discussed in
section 4.3 of the EIS. As stated in section 2.4 of the EIS, the
pipeline would be installed about 24 to 48 inches below
waterbodies. See the response to comment LA1-7 regarding
herbicides. See the response to comment IND70-1 regarding
erosion.

INDIVIDUALS
IND330 – Elisabeth Hauser

Individual Comments

IND330-1

As discussed in section 4.11.2 of the EIS, noise would be
temporary during construction. Dust is discussed in section
4.11.1 of the EIS. See the response to comment CO14-1
regarding blasting. See the response to comment IND3-1
regarding drinking water.

IND330-2

See the response to comment IND 2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values and
comment IND2-2 regarding homeowner’s insurance.

IND330-3

See the response to comment CO14-3 regarding spills. See the
response to comment IND92-1 regarding leaks. Wildlife is
discussed in section 4.5 of the EIS.

IND330-4



INDIVIDUALS
IND330 – Elisabeth Hauser

Individual Comments



See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.
The proposed MVP pipeline would be about 1,600 feet from the
commenter's home.

INDIVIDUALS
IND331 – William S. and Virginia K. Brink

Individual Comments

IND331-1

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See also
the response to comment IND196-5.

IND331-2



INDIVIDUALS
IND331 – William S. and Virginia K. Brink

Individual Comments



As discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS, impacts on agricultural
lands would be short-term, lasting during the period of
construction and restoration and a few years later. The
Applicants would ensure that livestock have access to water
sources during construction; or an alternative source of water
would be provided. The Applicants would compensate farmers
for loss of crop production during the construction and
restoration period. Typically, compensation would be at least
100 percent of the value of the crop at current market prices.
Following pipeline installation, the right-of-way would be
restored to near pre-construction conditions and use, and
agricultural practices could resume. Except for orchards, crops
and pasture can be planted directly over the entire right-of-way.
Usually, individual landowners decide on the type of seeds to be
planted over the restored right-of-way in agricultural lands. If
crops in the right-of-way are not as productive as portions of the
farm outside the right-of-way for the first several growing
seasons after restoration, the Applicants may compensate
landowners for that difference. Water resources are discussed in
section 4.3 of the EIS. We do not require pipeline companies to
provide heavy equipment crossings at regular intervals along the
pipeline for landowners. However, if a landowner’s current or
future property use includes the use of heavy equipment (logging
or heavy farming equipment), easement negotiations could
include the identification and construction of suitable equipment
crossings designed to facilitate existing uses and protect the
pipeline. In general, most farm equipment would be able to cross
the pipeline right-of-way without the need for a heavy equipment
crossing. See the response to comment IND12-1. See the
response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

INDIVIDUALS
IND332 – Alvin E. Wray

Individual Comments

IND332-1

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

IND332-2



See the response to FA11-2 regarding the adequacy of the draft
EIS. Reliability and safety are discussed in section 4.12 of the
EIS. A revised discussion of flash flooding is provided in section
4.3 of the final EIS. A discussion of recent storm events has been
added to the final EIS. Section 4.3 of the final EIS has been
revised to include updated scour analysis information filed by
Mountain Valley since issuance of the draft EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND333 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments

IND333-1



INDIVIDUALS
IND333 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments



As discussed throughout the EIS and in section 4.9.2.8,
significant impacts to human health are not expected due to
construction or operation of the projects (see air and noise in
section 4.11, water resources in section 4.4). The potential health
effects regarding methane are discussed in section 4.12 of the
EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND333 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments

IND333-2
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IND333 – Louisa Gay
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As discussed in section 4.12 of the EIS, the Applicants would
design, construct, operate, and maintain the proposed facilities in
accordance with the DOT’s Minimum Federal Safety Standards
in 49 CFR 192. As cited in multiple locations in the draft EIS
(primarily in section 4.12), PHMSA data were used to inform the
assessment.

INDIVIDUALS
IND333 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments

IND333-3



INDIVIDUALS
IND333 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments



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

INDIVIDUALS
IND333 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments
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INDIVIDUALS
IND333 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments



See the response to comment IND333-1 above.

INDIVIDUALS
IND333 – Louisa Gay

Individual Comments

IND333-5



GHGs and fugitive emissions are discussed in section 4.13 of the
EIS.

INDIVIDUALS
IND334 – Anne Lusby-Denham

Individual Comments

IND334-1

See the response to comment LA1-4 regarding existing 42-inch-
diameter natural gas pipelines.IND334-2

See the response to comment IND2-1 regarding safety. See the
response to comment IND18-2 regarding emergency response.
As stated in section 4.12 of the EIS, if unexpected pressure
changes are noted that indicate the possibility of a leak, the gas
controller on duty can either shut down the pipeline MLVs
upstream and downstream of the apparent leak and/or dispatch
field technicians to investigate the pressure change. According to
information provided by Mountain Valley, the remotely
controlled MLVs could be controlled both locally and remotely
and would close within 2 minutes following issuance of a remote
signal to close.

IND334-3

See the response to comment IND3-1 regarding drinking water.IND334-4

The U.S. Congress passed a law that stated that a company that
obtains a Certificate from the FERC has the ability to use
eminent domain. As stated in the EIS, the FERC would prefer if
the company would negotiate mutual agreements with
landowners for its easement. See the response to comment
IND2-3 regarding export.

IND334-5



INDIVIDUALS
IND334 – Anne Lusby-Denham

Individual Comments



See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need.

INDIVIDUALS
IND335 – Kathleen Taylor

Individual Comments

IND335-1

See the response to comment IND40-1 regarding renewable
energy.

IND335-2

Climate change, GHGs, and cumulative impacts are discussed in
section 4.13 of the EIS.

IND335-3

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

IND335-4

Section 4 of the EIS provides an assessment of water resources
and other natural resources such as vegetation, geology, soils,
and wildlife.

IND335-5

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

IND335-6

See the response to comment FA11-12 regarding need. System
alternatives are discussed in section 3.3 of the EIS.

IND335-7



INDIVIDUALS
IND335 – Kathleen Taylor

Individual Comments



INDIVIDUALS
IND336 – Chris Anne Carter

Individual Comments

The MVP is for domestic use of natural gas; read section 1.2 of
the EIS. See the response to comment CO2-1 regarding benefits.
Visual impacts are discussed in section 4.8 and water resources in
section 4.3 of the EIS. See the response to comment IND2-1
regarding safety. See the response to comment IND12-1
regarding property values.

IND336-1

Visual impacts are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS. See the
response to comment FA11-15 regarding sedimentation and
turbidity at waterbody crossings.

IND336-2

See the response to comment IND12-1 regarding property values.IND336-3



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

INDIVIDUALS
IND336 – Chris Anne Carter

Individual Comments

IND336-4



Your family would not be displaced by the MVP. Impacts on
water resources is discussed in section 4.3 of the EIS; farmlands
are addressed in sections 2, 4.2, and 4.8. See response to
comment IND40-1 regarding renewable energy.

INDIVIDUALS
IND337 – Iris Moye

Individual Comments

IND337-1


	MVP_EEP-Appendix AA- RTC_Part107
	MVP_EEP-Appendix AA- RTC_Part108
	MVP_EEP-Appendix AA- RTC_Part109
	MVP_EEP-Appendix AA- RTC_Part110
	MVP_EEP-Appendix AA- RTC_Part111



