
 IND-894 Individuals 

IND440 – Jenny Graybill 

 

 

 

 

 
IND440-1 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

IND440-2 See the response to comment PM2-94. 

 

  



 IND-895 Individuals 

IND441 – Jenny Graybill 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND441-1 Comment noted. 

IND441-2 Comment noted.  Mitigation measures to minimize impacts on environmental 

resources are described throughout section 4 of the EIS. 

IND441-3 See the responses to comments PM1-71 and PM2-123. 

IND441-4 Section 4.5.3 of the EIS has been revised to include additional information 

regarding measures to mitigate the impacts on interior forests.  Also see the 

response to comment FA1-97. 

 

  



 IND-896 Individuals 

IND441 – Jenny Graybill (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

IND441-5 See the response to comment IND425-19. 

IND441-6 Comment noted.  See the response to comment PM1-32.  

 

 

 

  



 IND-897 Individuals 

IND442 – Eva Telesco 

 

 

 

 

 

IND442-1 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

 

  



 IND-898 Individuals 

IND443 – Rebecca Gardner 

 

 

 

 

 
IND443-1 See the revised text in sections 4.1.5.6 and 4.1.7 of the EIS.  The Karst 

Investigation and Mitigation Plan is included as appendix J of the EIS.  As 
described in the report, the information used to identify karst features includes 

review of published literature, geologic maps, aerial photography, LiDAR 

imagery, ground reconnaissance surveys, as well as karst features obtained 
from the PADCNR digital dataset of mapped karst features in southcentral 

and southeastern Pennsylvania.  In addition, geophysical surveys using the 

multichannel analysis of surface waves method and geotechnical borings were 
completed to characterize the bedrock and identify the locations of potential 

geophysical anomalies (e.g., voids, solution enlarged joins) within the karst 

areas crossed by the Project.   

 

  



 IND-899 Individuals 

IND443 – Rebecca Gardner 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-900 Individuals 

IND444 – Eva Telesco 

 

 

 

 

 
IND444-1 See the responses to comments PM1-70 and PM1-30. 

IND444-2 See the response to comment IND399-1. 

IND444-3 See the response to comment IND399-2. 

IND444-4 See the response to comment IND399-3. 

IND444-5 See the response to comment IND399-4. 

IND444-6 See the response to comment IND399-5. 

IND444-7 See the response to comment IND399-6. 

IND444-8 See the response to comment IND399-7. 

IND444-9 See the response to comment IND399-8. 

IND444-10 See the response to comment IND399-9. 

IND444-11 See the response to comment IND399-10. 

IND444-12 See the response to comment IND399-11. 

IND444-13 See the response to comment IND399-12. 

IND444-14 See the response to comment IND399-13. 

IND444-15 See the response to comment IND399-14. 

 

  



 IND-901 Individuals 

IND444 – Eva Telesco (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

IND444-16 See the response to comment IND399-15. 

IND444-17 See the response to comment IND399-16. 

IND444-18 See the response to comment IND399-17. 

 

 

  



 IND-902 Individuals 

IND445 – David M. Jones 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND445-1 Transco would avoid sites 36LA0001, 36LA1532, 36LA1540, and 36LA1541 
by crossing the Conestoga River via the HDD method.  Site 36LA0001 is 

NRHP-listed, site 36LA1532 is not eligible, site 36LA1540 has not been 
evaluated for eligibility by the Pennsylvania SHPO, and site 36LA1541 is 

potentially eligible for the NRHP.  Transco would not own or control these 

sites. 

IND445-2 Comment noted. 

IND445-3 See the response to comment PM1-162. 

 

  



 IND-903 Individuals 

IND445 – David M. Jones (cont’d) 

 
 
 
IND446 – Bonnie Martin 

 
 
 
IND447 – Cecelia Daubert 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND446-1 Comment noted. 

IND447-1 See the responses to comments PM1-70 and PM1-130. 

 

  



 IND-904 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig 

 

 

 

 

IND448-1 See the response to comment PM1-23.  

IND448-2 As described in section 4.9.2 of the EIS, while some of the construction 
activity would be conducted during the peak tourism season, sufficient 

temporary housing is likely to be available as indicated in table 4.9.2-1, but 

may be more difficult to find and/or more expensive to secure.  However, 
housing options for construction workers and tourists in addition to those 

listed in table 4.9.2-1 would include campgrounds, bed and breakfast lodges, 

and inns.  Therefore, impacts on tourism due to the construction of the Project 
are expected to be minimal.  The estimated 15 new permanent employees 

required for operation of the Project would have no measureable impact on 

local housing stocks. 

IND448-3 Section 4.12 of the EIS discusses emergency training and response.  Company 

personnel are responsible for the pipeline in the event of an emergency.  Local 

public safety officials (fire, police) would be responsible for protecting the 
public during an emergency situation and making the determination of the 

necessary emergency steps to take, including notifying or evacuating residents 

if necessary.  As described in section 4.12.1 of the EIS, Transco has met with 
local emergency services departments and would continue to meet annually 

with these departments.  While Transco would not necessarily compensate 

municipalities for any public service assistance that might be required to train 

for or respond to an emergency incident, Transco has partnered with the 

Pennsylvania State Fire Academy to provide training.  Additionally, as 

described in section 4.9.3 of the EIS, Transco has established a community 
grant program that may be used for improvements to local public services.   

IND448-4 See the response to comment IND398-2. 

IND448-5 All impacts on roads would be temporary, as described in section 4.9.4.1 of 
the EIS and in Transco’s Traffic and Transportation Management Plan.  If a 

road would be closed due to pipeline construction, section 4.9.4.1 of the EIS 

states Transco would excavate the trench across the road one lane at a time.  
One lane would be left open for the majority of the process, except for the 

short period of time when the pipeline is lowered into the trench.  During any 

period when a road is completely cut or temporarily closed, steel plates would 
be available on site to immediately cover the open area to permit travel of 

emergency vehicles.   

IND448-6 See the responses to comments PM1-116 and IND425-13. 

IND448-7 See the responses to comments PM1-1, PM1-177, IND373-1, and IND425-16. 

  



 IND-905 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 
IND448-8 See the response to comment PM1-83. 

IND448-9 See the response to comment PM1-116. 

IND448-10 See the response to comment PM1-177. 

IND448-11 Economic benefits are described in section 4.9.7 of the EIS.  Also see the 

response to comment PM1-50. 

IND448-12 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

 

 

 

  



 IND-906 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND448-13 See the response to comment IND425-12.  Bat surveys were conducted in 

accordance with FWS survey protocols; the effects determination will require 
FWS concurrence.  We would complete the process of complying with 

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act prior to construction. 

IND448-14 See the response to comment IND397-6. 

IND448-15 See the response to comment FA1-20. 

IND448-16 Section 4.7.2.4 of the EIS has been revised to include the updated information 
on northeastern bulrush and surveys results. 

IND448-17 See the response to comment IND321-4.  Since the issuance of the draft EIS, 

Transco has provided additional information on the Pennsylvania state-list 
species mentioned in this comment.  The appropriate sections of the EIS have 

been updated to reflect this new information. 

IND448-18 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

 

  



 IND-907 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-908 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND448-19 See the responses to comments IND425-10 and CO14-14. 

IND448-20 Comment noted.  Mitigation measures to minimize the impacts on forested 

areas, including wetland forests, are addressed in sections 4.4.4 and 4.5.5 of 
the EIS.  

IND448-21 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-909 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 
IND448-22 See the response to comment PM1-9.  As described in section 4.3.2.6 of the 

EIS, temporary impacts would occur during in-stream construction activities.  

Following in-stream construction activities, streambanks would be stabilized 

and revegetated. 

IND448-23 Section 2.5 describes the environmental inspection and monitoring program 

that would be implemented if the Project is approved. 

IND448-24 Transco has committed to revegetating disturbed riparian areas with native 
species of conservation grasses, legumes, or woody species.  See Transco’s 

Procedures included as attachment 18 of its ECP.  As described in 

section 4.5.4 of the EIS, Transco developed a Management Plan to minimize 
the spread of noxious and invasive species.  

IND448-25 We disagree.  Transco developed a Blasting Plan, which is included as 

attachment 10 of its ECP.  If in-water blasting is required, Transco would be 
required to obtain a permit from the PFBC and comply with the conditions 

included as part of the authorization. 

IND448-26 We disagree.  Transco would obtain the necessary authorizations to 

appropriate and discharge water associated with hydrostatic testing and 

comply with the conditions included as part of the authorizations.  

IND448-27 Hydrostatic test water discharges are regulated by the PADEP.  As described 

in section 4.3.2.6 of the EIS, Transco does not plan to add any chemicals or 

biocides to the test water.  

IND448-28 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

 

  



 IND-910 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND448-29 See the response to comment PM1-9. 

IND448-30 As described in section 4.7.3.4 of the EIS, the jeweled shooting-star was 

determined to be located outside of the proposed workspace and would not be 

affected by the Project. 

IND448-31 Comment noted.  Many species of wildlife use edge habitat for nesting, 
feeding, and traveling.  For example, the indigo bunting is typically present 

along forest edges because that is its primary habitat.  Other species like the 

wild turkey, eastern cottontail, or white-tailed deer may feed along a forest 
edge. 

IND448-32 See the responses to comments PM1-85 and IND448-24. 

IND448-33 See the responses to comments PM1-9 and FA1-97. 

 

  



 IND-911 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

IND448-34 See the response to comment PM2-94. 

IND448-35 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

 

 

  



 IND-912 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND448-36 Transco would be required to obtain authorization from the PADEP and the 

USACE for wetland crossings.  As part of this permitting process, Transco 

would be required to mitigate for wetland impacts.  The PADEP may include 

specific restoration conditions and monitoring requirements.  Also see the 
responses to comments FA1-6, FA1-15, and IND114-20. 

IND448-37 See the responses to comments PM1-84, IND114-43, and IND448-36.  

Section 2.5 of the EIS describes the environmental inspection and monitoring 
program that would be implemented if the Project is approved. 

IND448-38 Transco’s ECP contains project-specific plans that we have reviewed and find 

acceptable.  In fact, Transco’s Plan and Procedures are based on our 
guidelines. 

IND448-39 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

 

  



 IND-913 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND448-40 See the responses to comments PM1-70, PM1-174, and IND397-4. 

IND448-41 As described in section 4.3.1.7 of the EIS, Transco would perform pre- and 

post-construction monitoring for well yield and water quality for private wells 

and springs within 150 feet of the construction workspace, subject to 

landowner permission.  Landowners could elect to not have Transco complete 

the testing.  As described in section 5.2 of the EIS, we are including a 

recommendation that Transco develop and implement an environmental 
complaint resolution procedure that provides landowners with clear and 

simple instructions for identifying and resolving their environmental 

mitigation problems/concerns during construction of the Project and 
restoration of the right-of-way.  Also see the response to comment PM1-174. 

IND448-42 Comment noted.  Mitigation measures to minimize the impacts on 

waterbodies crossed are included in section 4.3.2.6. 

 

  



 IND-914 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 
IND448-43 The Susquehanna River Basin Commission regulates the appropriation of 

surface waters.  Drilling mud would be disposed of at an approved 
facility/location in accordance with applicable regulations. 

IND448-44 Section 2.5 of the EIS describes the environmental inspection and monitoring 

program that would be implemented if the Project is approved.  As described 

in section 5.2 of the EIS, we are including a recommendation that Transco 
develop and implement an environmental complaint resolution procedure that 

provides landowners with clear and simple instructions for identifying and 

resolving their environmental mitigation problems/concerns during 
construction of the Project and restoration of the right-of-way. 

IND448-45 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

 

 

  



 IND-915 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

IND448-46 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments PM1-60, PM1-83, and 
CO9-21. 

IND448-47 About 6.5 miles (or about 3 percent) of the proposed pipeline route crosses 

soils with a revegetation concern (see revised table 4.2.1-1).  As described in 
section 4.2.2 if the EIS, Transco would implement the measures its project-

specific Plan, Procedures, and Agricultural Plan (see appendix E and 

attachments 6, 17, and 18 of Transco’s ECP), which identify baseline 
mitigations measures Transco and its contractors would implement to 

minimize soil disturbance (including compaction) and transportation of 

sediments off the right-of-way or into sensitive resources (e.g., wetlands, 
streams, residential areas).  The procedures presented in these plans represent 

BMPs and are designed to accommodate varying field conditions while 

maintaining strict minimum standards for the protection of soil resources and 
environmentally sensitive areas.  Therefore, we conclude that the Project 

would have no significant impacts on soils.  Also see the responses to 

comments PM1-60, PM1-83, and CO9-21. 

IND448-48 Comment noted.  See section 2.5 of the EIS for a description of the 

environmental inspection and monitoring measures that would be employed 

during construction of the Project to ensure compliance with the 
recommended mitigation measures. 

IND448-49 Yes, any special arrangements for restoration/revegetation of the property 

would need to be included in the terms of the right-of-way agreement between 

the landowner and pipeline company.  See also response to comment 

IND420-2. 

IND448-50 Transco would implement the measures in its Agricultural Plan (attachment 6 
of its ECP), the purpose of which is to aid in planning, construction, and post-

construction operations in a way that considers and accounts for soil, water, 

and agricultural issues.  The plan states:  “...valuation of the crop loss will be 
conducted separately from the easement appraisal.  Normal crop valuations 

consists of 100 percent reimbursement for crop losses in the first growing 

seasons, 50 percent in the second growing season and 25 percent in the third 
growing season.  This compensation will be made in a one time, upfront 

payment.” 

IND448-51 See the responses to comments IND420-2 and IND448-44. 

IND448-52 Potential thermal effects of pipeline operation on soil moisture and 

agricultural productivity are described in section 4.2.2.2 of the EIS. 

IND448-53 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

  



 IND-916 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-917 Individuals 

IND448 – Anne Sensenig (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND448-54 See the response to comment IND425-1. 

IND448-55 See the response to comment IND198-1 

IND448-56 See the response to comment IND448-44. 

IND448-57 See the response to comment IND448-25. 

 

  



 IND-918 Individuals 

IND449 – Malinda Clatterbuck 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND449-1 As described in section 1.3 of the EIS, FERC has conducted extensive 

outreach for the Project and has provided numerous sources and opportunities 
for stakeholders to learn and comment on the Project, including its eLibrary 

website.  FERC has received a large volume of comments on the Project, most 

recently concerning the draft EIS.  Some commentors have been in favor of 
the Project but the majority of commentors are opposed or have concerns.  

FERC has considered all of these comments equally whether they are pro or 

con and does not give any more weight to one comment than another.  
FERC’s response to each comment depends on its relevance and content.   

IND449-2 See the response to comment PM3-55. 

IND449-3 FERC’s role and responsibilities are described in section 1.2.1 of the EIS.  

Also see the responses to comments PM1-46, PM1-186, and IND449-1.  

  



 IND-919 Individuals 

IND449 – Malinda Clatterbuck (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-920 Individuals 

IND450 – William and Dolores Smith 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND450-1 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments PM1-106 and PM1-147. 

 

  



 IND-921 Individuals 

IND450 – William and Dolores Smith (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-922 Individuals 

IND450 – William and Dolores Smith (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-923 Individuals 

IND451 – Donna Hoar 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND451-1 Systems alternatives that would make use of existing infrastructure in lieu of 

all or part of the proposed facilities are evaluated in section 3.2 of the EIS.  

Also see the responses to comments PM1-32 and PM1-162. 

 

  



 IND-924 Individuals 

IND452 – Ronald Simpson 

 

 

 

 

 
IND452-1 The use of this staging area is not associated with the Atlantic Sunrise Project.  

Williams is a major company involved with infrastructure projects and has 
ongoing operations all over the United States.  These operations necessitate 

equipment yards and staging areas in various locations.  It is up to the 

Williams company to ensure its commercial operations are consistent with 
local zoning ordinances.  Questions regarding proper use of a site should be 

brought up with the local zoning board or other applicable local authority.  

While a FERC-approved project (including equipment yards, staging areas, 
etc.) does carry with it the concept of federal preemption, the Commission 

expects that the company will comply with all applicable state and local laws 

and ordinances. While applicants may be required to comply with appropriate 
state and local regulations where no conflict exists, state and local regulation 

is preempted by the NGA to the extent they conflict with federal regulation, or 

would delay the construction and operation of facilities approved by this 
Commission.   

To receive assistance with disputes involving the construction and operation 

of FERC jurisdictional projects, landowners should contact the Commission’s 
Landowner Helpline Toll Free at 1-877-337-2237 or by Email at 

LandownerHelp@ferc.gov. 

  

IND452-2 The proposed activities in North Carolina are located within existing facilities 

and no new ground disturbance is planned.  Section 4.10 of the EIS states that, 

in a letter dated October 23, 2014, the North Carolina SHPO concluded that 
no archaeological surveys would be recommended, and the Project would 

have no effect on historic properties in North Carolina.   

 

  



 IND-925 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-926 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-1 See section 2.5 of the EIS for a description of the environmental inspection 

and mitigation monitoring measures that would be employed during 
construction and operation of the Project. 

 

  



 IND-927 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-2 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-928 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-3 Comment noted. 

IND453-4 See the response to comment PM1-196 regarding the potential economic 

benefits of the Project.  The potential impacts of the Project on environmental 

resources are assessed throughout section 4 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-929 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-5 Comment noted.  Mitigation measures to minimize impacts on the 

environment, cultural resources, and public safety are included throughout 
section 4 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-930 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-6 Sections 4.8.6.1 and 4.8.6.2 of the EIS describe potential impacts on and 

mitigation measures to protect recreational areas and preserved agricultural 
lands.  Also see the response to comment PM1-179. 

 

  



 IND-931 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-7 Comment noted.  Mitigation measures to protect land, farms, and recreation 
areas are discussed in section 4.8 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-932 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND453-8 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-933 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-9 Our description of the affected environment is not based solely on information 

provided by Transco.  In addition to information and data provided by 
Transco, our analysis is based on a combination of other data sources, 

including desktop resources (such as scientific literature and regulatory 

agency reports); information provided by various agencies, organizations, 
individuals, and other stakeholders; and other publically available information 

and data. 

 

  



 IND-934 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-10 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 

the response to comment PM1-1. 

 

  



 IND-935 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-11 Comment noted. 

 

 

  



 IND-936 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-12 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-937 Individuals 

IND453 – Rebecca Harnish Lattanzio (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND453-13 See the response to comment PM1-162. 

 

  



 IND-938 Individuals 

IND454 – Lynda Like 

 

 

 

 

 

IND454-1 See the response to comment PM1-70. 

IND454-2 Section 4.12 of the EIS provides information regarding the health effects of 

methane. 

 

 

  



 IND-939 Individuals 

IND455 – Individual 

 

 

 

 

IND455-1 See the response to comment PM3-55. 

IND455-2 See the response to comment PM1-70. 

 

  



 IND-940 Individuals 

IND456 – Kandi Bowers 

 

 

 

 

 
IND456-1 See the response to comment PM1-162. 

 

  



 IND-941 Individuals 

IND457 – Kirsten Sensbach 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND457-1 Comment noted. 

IND457-2 Comment noted.  

IND457-3 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 

the response to comment PM1-1. 

IND457-4 Comment noted. 

IND457-5 As described in section 4.5.4 of the EIS, herbicides would be applied in 

accordance with agency regulations and manufacturer’s recommendations 
and, to protect water resources, no herbicides would be applied within 

100 feet of a wetland or waterbody except as allowed by the appropriate state 
or federal agency. 

IND457-6 An evaluation of alternatives is included in section 3.0 of the EIS. 

  



 IND-942 Individuals 

IND457 – Kirsten Sensbach (cont’d) 

 
 
 
 
 
IND458 – Peggy Dawson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND458-1 See the response to comment PM1-113.  The use of eminent domain is 

discussed in section 4.8.2 of this EIS.  Analyses of possible collocation 
alternatives are included in sections 3.2 and 3.3 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-943 Individuals 

IND459 – Kristina Swisher 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-944 Individuals 

IND459 – Kristina Swisher (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND459-1 See the response to comment PM1-40. 

IND459-2 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 
the response to comment PM1-1. 

IND459-3 The environmental impacts of the project are discussed throughout section 4 
of the EIS. 

IND459-4 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-945 Individuals 

IND460 – Lynda Like 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND460-1 Comment noted.  See the response to comment PM3-1. 

IND460-2 See the response to comment PM1-51. 

IND460-3 Sections 3.2 and 3.3 of the EIS describe alternatives for use of existing 

infrastructure/rights-of-way.  The use of eminent domain is discussed in 
section 4.8.2.  Also see the responses to comments PM1-1 and PM1-106. 

 

  



 IND-946 Individuals 

IND461 – Shannon Watson 

 

 

 

 

 
IND461-1 See the response to comment PM1-32. 

IND461-2 See the response to comment IND384-6. 

IND461-3 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments PM1-6 and PM1-75. 

IND461-4 See the response to comment PM1-13. 

IND461-5 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 
the responses to comments PM1-1, PM1-32, and PM1-143. 

 

  



 IND-947 Individuals 

IND462 – Cricket Hunter 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND462-1 See the responses to comments PM1-36 and CO13-9. 

 

  



 IND-948 Individuals 

IND462 – Cricket Hunter (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-949 Individuals 

IND463 – Faith D'Urbano 

 
 
 
 
IND464 – Thomas Byron 

 
 

 

 

 

 
IND463-1 Comment noted. 

IND464-1 See the responses to comments PM1-70, PM1-130, and IND431-1.  
Section 3.3.2 of the EIS includes our recommendation that Transco develop a 

schedule for construction and restoration activities on the Byron property that 

minimizes conflict with the planned public use of the property.  

 

 

 

  



 IND-950 Individuals 

IND465 – Reaves Goehring 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND465-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-951 Individuals 

IND465 – Reaves Goehring (cont’d) 

 
 
 
IND466 – Alena Clatterbuck 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND466-1 Comment noted.  See the responses to comments PM1-22 and PM1-143. 

IND466-2 See the response to comment PM1-46. 

IND466-3 See the responses to comments PM1-40, PM1-46, and PM2-126. 

IND466-4 See the response to comment PM1-8. 

IND466-5 Comment noted.  See the response to comment PM1-99. 

  



 IND-952 Individuals 

IND467 – Terry Sloan 

 

 

 

 

 

IND467-1 Section 4.10 of the EIS addresses survey results and consultations with 
consulting and interested parties.  Transco would prepare any necessary 

avoidance or treatment plans that outline measures to avoid, reduce, and/or 

mitigate effects on historic properties. 

 

  



 IND-953 Individuals 

IND467 – Terry Sloan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-954 Individuals 

IND468 – Kochan 

 

 

 

 

 
IND468-1 See the response to comment PM3-58. 

 

  



 IND-955 Individuals 

IND468 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-956 Individuals 

IND468 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-957 Individuals 

IND468 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-958 Individuals 

IND469 –Kim Kann 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND469-1 See the response to comment PM1-162. 

IND469-2 See the responses to comments PM1-32 and PM1-99. 

IND469-3 See the response to comment PM1-36. 

IND469-4 See the response to comment PM1-6. 

IND469-5 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 

the response to comment PM1-1. 

 

  



 IND-959 Individuals 

IND469 –Kim Kann (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

IND469-6 As described in section 4.11.2.1 of the EIS, the EPA guidelines provide 
information for state and local governments to use in developing their own 

ambient noise standards.  With the exception of Columbia County, there are 

no state- or local-level noise regulations that are applicable to the Project in 
Pennsylvania.  As described in section 4.11.2.3, we are recommending that 

Transco conduct noise surveys to verify that noise from Compressor 

Station 520 when operating at full capacity does not exceed the existing noise 
levels and, if existing noise levels are exceeded, to implement additional noise 

control measures to reduce the operating noise level at the NSAs to at or 

below the previously existing noise level.  The predicted increase in noise at 
NSAs associated with the proposed modifications at Compressor Station 520 

would be 0.3 dB or lower, and would not be perceptible to the human ear.  See 

the revised text in section 4.11.2.3 of the EIS regarding noise related to HDD 
operations.  

IND469-7 FERC’s responsibilities are described in section 1.2.1 of the EIS and are also 

referenced in the responses to comments PM1-46 and PM1-77.  Any 
stakeholder that believes they may be materially affected by FERC’s decision 

on a specific case, project, or policy can become an intervenor to the 

proceeding.  An intervenor is an official party to a proceeding and has certain 

legal standing, as opposed to those who only file comments.  Intervenors have 

the right to participate in hearings before FERC’s administrative law judges; 

file briefs; and file for rehearing of a Commission decision.  More information 
about how to become an intervenor can be found on FERC’s website. 

  



 IND-960 Individuals 

IND470 – Kochan 

 

 

 

 

IND470-1 See the responses to comments PM1-84, PM2-102, CO21-2, FA1-6, FA1-15, 

and IND425-8. 

 

  



 IND-961 Individuals 

IND470 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND470-2 Areas disturbed by construction that are not part of the permanent rights-of-
way would be restored to preconstruction contours, stabilized, and vegetated 

following the completion of construction activities per landowner and 

applicable agency requests.  See section 2.5 of the EIS for a description of the 
environmental inspection and monitoring measures that would be employed 

during construction of the Project to ensure compliance with the 

recommended mitigation measures. 

 

  



 IND-962 Individuals 

IND471 – Sally Lyall 

 

 

 

 

 
IND471-1 See the responses to comments PM1-162 and FA1-29. 

IND471-2 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 

the response to comment PM1-1. 

IND471-3 See the response to comment IND315-3. 

IND471-4 See the response to comment PM1-13. 

IND471-5 See the response to comment PM1-162. 

 

  



 IND-963 Individuals 

IND472 – James Eaves 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND472-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-964 Individuals 

IND473 – Sarah Dawson 

 
 
 
 
 
IND474 – Liam Maloney 

 
 

 

 

 

 
IND473-1 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 

the response to comment PM1-1. 

IND474-1 See the response to comment PM1-82. 

IND474-2 See the response to comment IND467-1. 

IND474-3 Sections 4.8.4 and 4.8.6.2 of the EIS and Transco’s Agricultural Plan describe 
mitigation measures Transco would implement to minimize impacts on 

agricultural lands, including organic and no-till farms.  Also see the responses 

to comments PM1-18 and PM1-179. 

IND474-4 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 

the response to comment PM1-1. 

 

  



 IND-965 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND475-1 Comment noted.  See the response to comment PM1-11. 

 

  



 IND-966 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND475-2 See the response to comment PM1-177. 

IND475-3 Transco representatives will perform inspections of the pipeline as required by 

the DOT regulations in 49 CFR 192. 

 

  



 IND-967 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND475-4 See the response to comment IND468-1. 

IND475-5 See the responses to comments PM1-13 and PM1-40. 

 

  



 IND-968 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND475-6 See the response to comment IND468-1. 

 

  



 IND-969 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-970 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-971 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-972 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-973 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-974 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-975 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-976 Individuals 

IND475 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-977 Individuals 

IND476 – Kim Kann 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND476-1 See the responses to comments PM1-23, PM1-31, IND398-2, IND425-16, and 

IND448-3. 

 

  



 IND-978 Individuals 

IND476 – Kim Kann (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-979 Individuals 

IND477 – Elissa Pete 

 

 

 

 

 
IND477-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-980 Individuals 

IND478 – Kochan 

 

 

 

 

IND478-1 See the responses to comments PM1-74, CO21-5, CO25-9, and IND425-19. 

 

  



 IND-981 Individuals 

IND478 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND478-2 Section 4.11.1.4 of the EIS provides background information regarding radon 

and the potential for radon exposure associated with natural gas combustion.  

The Commission has addressed the radon concentration of natural gas in 
multiple certificate proceedings, including recently in CP14-96-000.  Based 

on the July 2012 study of natural gas samples from the Marcellus shale gas 

field cited in that proceeding, the radon concentrations in natural gas pipelines 
are significantly less than the average indoor and outdoor radon levels.  We 

concluded that the risk of exposure to radon is not significant. 

IND478-3 As described in sections 4.11.2.2 and 4.11.2.3 of the EIS, the existing ambient 
noise level at Compressor Station 520 ranges from 59.7 to 65.0 dBA, which 

already exceeds the FERC's 55-dBA Ldn threshold.  We are recommending 

that Transco conduct noise surveys to verify that noise from Compressor 
Station 520 when operating at full capacity does not exceed the existing noise 

levels and, if existing noise levels are exceeded, to implement additional noise 

control measures to reduce the operating noise level at the NSAs to at or 
below the previously existing noise level.  The predicted increase in noise at 

NSAs associated with the proposed modifications at Compressor Station 520 

would be 0.3 decibels or lower, and would not be perceptible to the human 
ear.  

Also see the responses to comments IND415-1, IND425-19, and IND469-6. 

  



 IND-982 Individuals 

IND478 – Kochan (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-983 Individuals 

IND479 – Malinda Clatterbuck 

 

 

 

 

IND479-1 See the response to comment PM1-177. 

 

  



 IND-984 Individuals 

IND480 – Multiple Individuals 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND480-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-985 Individuals 

IND480 – Multiple Individuals (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-986 Individuals 

IND480 – Multiple Individuals (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-987 Individuals 

IND480 – Multiple Individuals (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-988 Individuals 

IND480 – Multiple Individuals (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-989 Individuals 

IND481 – Individual 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND481-1 See the responses to comments PM1-10 and PM1-106. 

 

  



 IND-990 Individuals 

IND481 – Individual (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-991 Individuals 

IND481 – Individual (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-992 Individuals 

IND481 – Individual (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-993 Individuals 

IND482 – Brinton Culp 

 

 

 

 

 
IND482-1 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

IND482-2 See the response to comment PM1-32. 

IND482-3 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

 

 

  



 IND-994 Individuals 

IND483 – Tim Spiese 

 

 

 

 

 
IND483-1 See the responses to comments PM1-36 and PM1-99. 

 

  



 IND-995 Individuals 

IND484 – Tim Spiesek 

 

 

 

 

 
IND484-1 See the response to comment PM1-95. 

 

  



 IND-996 Individuals 

IND485 – Tim Spiese 

 

 

 

 

 
IND485-1 See the responses to comments PM1-9, PM1-60, and PM1-71. 

 

  



 IND-997 Individuals 

IND486 – Mark Clatterbuck 

 

 

 

 

 

IND486-1 See the response to comment IND396-4. 

 

 

  



 IND-998 Individuals 

IND486 – Mark Clatterbuck (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-999 Individuals 

IND487 – Luke Bunting 

 

 

 

 

 
IND487-1 See the response to comment PM1-177. 

 

  



 IND-1000 Individuals 

IND488 – Kim Kann 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND488-1 See the response to comment PM1-162. 

IND488-2 See the responses to comments PM1-32 and PM1-51. 

IND488-3 See the response to comment PM1-36. 

IND488-4 See the response to comment PM1-6. 

IND488-5 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 
the response to comment PM1-1. 

 

  



 IND-1001 Individuals 

IND488 – Kim Kann (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

IND488-6 Section 4.11.1.1 of the EIS describes the existing air quality in the vicinity of 
the Project.  See the response to comment IND425-19 regarding project GHG 

emissions.  As noted in section 4.11.1.3 of the EIS, there are multiple tools 

that allow for an assessment of existing and potential future air quality effects 
associated with the Project.  We requested that Transco provide information to 

allow us to complete an analysis of potential impacts, and we require that the 

information be collected following accepted data collection practices.  
Transco provided an air quality monitoring plan, which outlined the methods 

that it proposed to use to collect the air quality data.  We reviewed the 

monitoring plan and believe that it will result in data representative of the 
existing air quality in the vicinity of the compressor stations.  See the response 

to comment CO25-9 regarding indirect impacts from air emissions associated 

with natural gas production.  See the response to CO13-12 regarding indirect 
impacts from air emissions associated with downstream natural gas uses. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND488-7 See the response to comment IND478-2. 

 

  



 IND-1002 Individuals 

IND488 – Kim Kann (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

IND488-8 See the responses to comments PM1-22, PM1-70, IND414-2, and IND469-7. 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1003 Individuals 

IND489 – Blair Mohn 

 

 

 

 

 

IND489-1 See the responses to comments PM1-10 and PM1-147. 

 

 

  



 IND-1004 Individuals 

IND490 – Patricia Walmer 

 

 

 

 

 
IND490-1 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 

the responses to comments PM1-1, PM1-32, and PM1-143. 

IND490-2 See the response to comment PM1-89. 

IND490-3 See the responses to comments PM1-60 and PM1-71. 

IND490-4 Comment noted.   

 

 

  



 IND-1005 Individuals 

IND491 – Malinda Clatterbuck 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND491-1 See the responses to comments PM1-1 and PM1-32.  NEPA encourages all 
interested parties to submit comments.  Every substantive comment and 

suggestion has value, whether expressed by one respondent or many. 

IND491-2 See the response to comment PM1-45. 

 

  



 IND-1006 Individuals 

IND492 – Cathryn Maloney 

 

 

 

 

 

IND492-1 We disagree.  We believe the minimization measures included throughout the 
EIS would effectively mitigate the impacts of the Project on wetlands, 

waterbodies, forested areas, and wildlife/endangered species. 

IND492-2 See the response to comment PM1-82. 

IND492-3 Sections 4.8.4 and 4.8.6.2 of the EIS and Transco’s Agricultural Plan describe 

mitigation measures Transco would implement to minimize impacts on 
agricultural lands, including organic and no-till farms.  Also see the responses 

to comments PM1-18 and PM1-179. 

IND492-4 See the responses to comments IND315-3 and IND467-1. 

IND492-5 See the responses to comments PM1-32 and PM1-51. 

IND492-6 See the response to comment PM1-89. 

IND492-7 See the response to comment PM1-46. 

 

  



 IND-1007 Individuals 

IND493 – Sally Wilson 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND493-1 See the response to comment IND448-5. 

IND493-2 See the responses to comments PM1-27, PM1-71, PM1-86, and PM1-174.   

IND493-3 See the response to comment IND448-5. 

IND493-4 See the responses to comments PM1-32, PM1-51, and PM1-143. 

 

  



 IND-1008 Individuals 

IND494 – Tammy Bonnice 

 

 

 

 

 
IND494-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-1009 Individuals 

IND495 – Brenda Kauffman 

 

 

 

 

 

IND495-1 Comment noted.  See the response to comment PM1-9. 

IND495-2 See the responses to comments PM1-179 and CO29-1. 

IND495-3 See the response to comment IND467-1. 

IND495-4 See the response to comment PM1-18. 

IND495-5 See the response to comment IND427-3. 

 

  



 IND-1010 Individuals 

IND495 – Brenda Kauffman (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 
IND495-6 See the response to comment PM1-116. 

IND495-7 See the response to comment PM1-23.  

IND495-8 See the response to comment PM4-64. 

IND495-9 See the responses to comments PM1-13 and PM1-82. 

IND495-10 See the response to comment PM1-162. 

IND495-11 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1011 Individuals 

IND496 – Valerie Scarantino-Monick 

 

 

 

 

IND496-1 Comment noted.  Also see the response to comment PM1-32. 

 

  



 IND-1012 Individuals 

IND497 – Brian and Dawn Erb 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND497-1 Comment noted.  See the response to comment PM1-106. 

 

  



 IND-1013 Individuals 

IND498 – Daniel Rosencrance 

 

 

 

 

 
IND498-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-1014 Individuals 

IND499 – William & Dolores Smith 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND499-1 See the response to comment PM1-106. 

 

  



 IND-1015 Individuals 

IND499 – William & Dolores Smith (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND499-2 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2 of the EIS.  Also see 

the responses to comments PM1-1 and PM1-32. 

 

  



 IND-1016 Individuals 

IND500 – Elise Kucirka Salahub 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND500-1 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

IND500-2 See the response to comment PM1-130. 

IND500-3 See the responses to comments PM1-70 and PM1-130. 

 

  



 IND-1017 Individuals 

IND500 – Elise Kucirka Salahub (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

IND500-4 See the response to comment PM1-46. 

IND500-5 We disagree.  See the responses to comments PM1-9 and PM1-70. 

IND500-6 See the response to comment PM2-94. 

  



 IND-1018 Individuals 

IND500 – Elise Kucirka Salahub (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

IND500-7 See the response to comment PM1-32. 

IND500-8 FERC’s responsibilities are described in section 1.2.1 of the EIS and are also 
referenced in the responses to comments PM1-46 and PM1-77.  

IND500-9 The use of eminent domain is discussed in section 4.8.2.  Also see the 

responses to comments PM1-1 and PM1-113. 

IND500-10 FERC does not refuse to allow the public to participate in its public meetings.  
However, FERC does not approve of or condone disruptive or disrespectful 

behavior or activities at its public meetings.  Also see the response to 

comment PM1-130. 

IND500-11 See the response to comment PM2-94. 

 

  



 IND-1019 Individuals 

IND500 – Elise Kucirka Salahub (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1020 Individuals 

IND501 – Jack 

 

 

 

 

 
IND501-1 Comment noted. 

 

 

  



 IND-1021 Individuals 

IND502 – Clyde McMillan-Gamber 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1022 Individuals 

IND502 – Clyde McMillan-Gamber (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND502-1 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-1023 Individuals 

IND503 – Sharon & Russell Olt 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND503-1 See the response to comment PM2-84. 

 

  



 IND-1024 Individuals 

IND503 – Sharon & Russell Olt (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1025 Individuals 

IND503 – Sharon & Russell Olt (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1026 Individuals 

IND503 – Sharon & Russell Olt (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1027 Individuals 

IND503 – Sharon & Russell Olt (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1028 Individuals 

IND503 – Sharon & Russell Olt (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1029 Individuals 

IND503 – Sharon & Russell Olt (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1030 Individuals 

IND504 – Connie Giger 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND504-1 Section 3.3.2 of the EIS has been revised to include a recommendation that, 

prior to construction, Transco file with the Secretary a revised alignment sheet 

that incorporates the Option A, B, or C valve site location for Alternative 24D.  

 

  



 IND-1031 Individuals 

IND504 – Connie Giger (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1032 Individuals 

IND504 – Connie Giger (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1033 Individuals 

IND504 – Connie Giger (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1034 Individuals 

IND504 – Connie Giger (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND504-2 See the responses to comments PM1-36, PM3-15, and CO9-13. 

 

  



 IND-1035 Individuals 

IND504 – Connie Giger (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 
IND504-3 See the response to comment PM1-32. 

IND504-4 Comment noted. 

IND504-5 Comment noted. 

  



 IND-1036 Individuals 

IND504 – Connie Giger (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1037 Individuals 

IND505 –Walter and Robyn Kochan 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND505-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1038 Individuals 

IND505 –Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1039 Individuals 

IND506 – Justin and Susan Cappiello 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1040 Individuals 

IND506 – Justin and Susan Cappiello (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND506-1 The Conestoga River Alternative would not cross the Safe Harbor East Woods 

species of concern core habitat or natural heritage area.  See our analysis of 

the Conestoga River Alternative in section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1041 Individuals 

IND507 – Eric and Tracy Landis 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND507-1 See the responses to comments PM1-116 and PM2-90. 

IND507-2 See the responses to comments PM1-13 and PM1-132. 

IND507-3 See the responses to comments FA1-41 and FA1-49. 

 

  



 IND-1042 Individuals 

IND507 – Eric and Tracy Landis (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND507-4 See the response to comment PM1-116. 

IND507-5 See the response to comment PM1-5. 

IND507-6 See our analysis of the Conestoga River Alternative in section 3.3.2 of the 
EIS. 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1043 Individuals 

IND508 – Larry and Mary Ann Wilson 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND508-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1044 Individuals 

IND509 – William B. Lamoreux 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND509-1 See the responses to comments PM1-71, PM1-116, and PM1-132. 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1045 Individuals 

IND510 – Susan Farr 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND510-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-1046 Individuals 

IND510 – Susan Farr (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1047 Individuals 

IND511 – Stephen and Valorie Yatsko 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND511-1 Comment noted. 

IND511-2 See the response to comment PM1-132. 

IND511-3 Comment noted.  Tree clearing would be limited to the construction right-of-
way and temporary workspace.  Due to the prevalence of forested habitats 

within the project area and the eventual regrowth of prior forested areas 

outside of the permanent right-of-way, we do not believe that construction or 
operation of the project would have a significant effect on the amount of wind 

blowing across the property. 

IND511-4 See section 4.11.2 of the EIS for an evaluation of noise impacts. 

 

  



 IND-1048 Individuals 

IND511 – Stephen and Valorie Yatsko (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND511-5 Comment noted.  See the response to comment PM1-116. 

IND511-6 See the responses to comments PM1-109 and PM1-170. 

 

  



 IND-1049 Individuals 

IND512 – Gloria Thomas and Jean Stromick 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND512-1 See the response to comment PM1-116. 

IND512-2 See the response to comment PM3-94. 

IND512-3 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 
section 3.3.2 of the EIS.  See also the responses to comments PM1-1, PM1-

109, and PM1-116. 

 

  



 IND-1050 Individuals 

IND512 – Gloria Thomas and Jean Stromick (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1051 Individuals 

IND513 – Michael and Robin Yatsko 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND513-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS.  See also the responses to comments PM1-13, PM1-

116, and PM1-132 

IND513-2 Comment noted. 

 

  



 IND-1052 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND514-1 See the response to comment PM1-70. 

IND514-2 Comment noted.  See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, 
and 12 East in section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-1053 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND514-3 Comment noted.  See the response to comment PM1-89. 

 

  



 IND-1054 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1055 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND514-4 See our analysis of the CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1056 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1057 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1058 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND514-5 Comment noted.  See the response to LA3-1. 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1059 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND514-6 See the response to comment PM1-13. 

 

 

  



 IND-1060 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1061 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1062 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND514-7 See the response to comment PM1-1. 

 

  



 IND-1063 Individuals 

IND514 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1064 Individuals 

IND515 – Walter and Robyn Kochan 

 
 

 

 

 

 
IND515-1 See the response to comment PM3-58. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1065 Individuals 

IND516 – Walter and Robyn Kochan 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND516-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1066 Individuals 

IND516 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1067 Individuals 

IND517 – Walter and Robyn Kochan 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND517-1 See the response to comment PM1-22. 

IND517-2 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1068 Individuals 

IND517 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1069 Individuals 

IND517 – Walter and Robyn Kochan (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1070 Individuals 

IND518 – Anonymous 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND518-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1071 Individuals 

IND518 – Anonymous (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1072 Individuals 

IND518 – Anonymous (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1073 Individuals 

IND519 – Robert and Susan Stanski 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND519-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

  



 IND-1074 Individuals 

IND520 – Paul and Linda Littleford 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND520-1 See the response to comment PM1-13 

IND520-2 See the response to comment PM1-132. 

IND520-3 See the response to comment PM1-116 

IND520-4 See the responses to comments PM1-174 and PM2-57. 

 

 

  



 IND-1075 Individuals 

IND521 – Holly Lambert 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND521-1 Comment noted.  See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, 

and 12 East in section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1076 Individuals 

IND522 – Robert H. Lowing 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND522-1 See the response to comment PM1-13. 

IND522-2 Comment noted.  See our analysis of the Conestoga River Alternative in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

IND522-3 Comment noted.  See section 4.8.6.2 of the EIS for an evaluation of 

conservation easements crossed by the Project. 

IND522-4 Comment noted.  A notice was sent to landowners whose property could 
potentially be affected by the alternative pipeline route. 

IND522-5 See the response to comment IND165-1. 

 

  



 IND-1077 Individuals 

IND523 – Mark and Malinda Clatterbuck 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND523-1 Comment noted.  See our analysis of the Conestoga River Alternative in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

 

  



 IND-1078 Individuals 

IND523 – Mark and Malinda Clatterbuck (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1079 Individuals 

IND524 – Nicole Chapin 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND524-1 Comment noted.  See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, 

and 12 East in section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1080 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND525-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS.  Also see the response to comment IND114-1. 

 

  



 IND-1081 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1082 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1083 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND525-2 See the response to comment IND525-1. 

 

  



 IND-1084 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1085 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND525-3 See the responses to comments PM1-51, PM1-113, PM1-116, PM1-132, and 

PM1-177. 

 

  



 IND-1086 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND525-4 See the responses to comments CO9-9 and CO31-3. 

IND525-5 See the response to comment IND114-27. 

 

  



 IND-1087 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND525-6 See sections 2 and 4 of the EIS for a description of wetland and waterbody 

construction techniques and mitigation measures.  Also see the revised text in 
section 3.3.2 of the EIS and the response to PM1-70. 

 

  



 IND-1088 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND525-7 See the responses to comments PM1-116, PM1-132, and IND114-1. 

 

  



 IND-1089 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1090 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1091 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1092 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1093 Individuals 

IND525 – Marla Parente (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1094 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1095 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

IND526-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1096 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1097 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1098 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1099 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1100 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1101 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1102 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1103 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1104 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1105 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1106 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1107 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1108 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1109 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1110 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1111 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1112 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1113 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1114 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1115 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1116 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1117 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1118 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1119 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1120 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1121 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1122 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1123 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1124 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND526-2 See the revised text in section 4.10.1.3 of the EIS. 

  



 IND-1125 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND526-3 See the response to comment IND526-1. 

 

  



 IND-1126 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1127 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1128 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1129 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1130 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1131 Individuals 

IND526 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1132 Individuals 

IND527 – Walter and Robyn Kochan 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
IND527-1 See our analysis of CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, and 12 East in 

section 3.3.2 of the EIS 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1133 Individuals 

IND528 – Walter and Robyn Kochan 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND528-1 Comment noted.  See our analysis of the CPL North Alternatives 12, 12 West, 

and 12 East in section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

 

 

 

 

  



 IND-1134 Individuals 

IND529 – Geraldine Nesbitt 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND529-1 We disagree.  The alignment of CPL North Alternative 12 West that we public 

noticed and the alignment filed by Transco are comparable.  Transco made 

minor changes to the alignment to address site-specific routing constraints and 
landowner concerns. 

IND529-2 We disagree.  We do not believe that extending the comment period would 

result in the identification of any new substantive issues. 

 

  



 IND-1135 Individuals 

IND529 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

IND529-3 See the responses to comments IND529-1 and IND529-2. 

 

  



 IND-1136 Individuals 

IND529 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
IND529-4 See the response to comment IND529-1. 

IND529-5 See the response to comment IND529-1. 

IND529-6 See the responses to comments IND529-1 and IND529-2. 

  



 IND-1137 Individuals 

IND529 – Geraldine Nesbitt (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-1 Applicant 

APPLICANT 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-2 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-3 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-4 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-5 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-6 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-7 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-8 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

A1-1 Comment noted. 

A1-2 The EIS has been revised to include the updated information provided in the 

Migratory Bird Plan. 

A1-3 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 

have been incorporated into the EIS. 

A1-4 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 

have been incorporated into the EIS. 

 

 

  



 A-9 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

A1-5 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 

have been incorporated into the EIS. 

A1-6 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 

have been incorporated into the EIS. 

A1-7 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 

have been incorporated into the EIS. 

A1-8 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 
have been incorporated into the EIS. 

 

 

  



 A-10 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 
A1-9 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 

have been incorporated into the EIS. 

A1-10 The results of these surveys have been incorporated into the EIS. 

A1-11 Comment noted. 

A1-12 This comment was superseded by comment A2-21. 

 

 

  



 A-11 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

A1-13 Comment noted. 

 

 

  



 A-12 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-13 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-14 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-15 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-16 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-17 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-18 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-19 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-20 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-21 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-22 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-23 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-24 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-25 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-26 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-27 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-28 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-29 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-30 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-31 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-32 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-33 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-34 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-35 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-36 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-37 Applicant 

A1 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-38 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-39 Applicant 

 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-40 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-41 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-42 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-43 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-44 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-45 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-1 Comment noted. 

A2-2 Comment noted.  See our revised analysis in section 3.3.2 of the EIS. 

A2-3 Comment noted.   

 

  



 A-46 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

A2-4 Comment noted. 

A2-5 Section 4.3.2.6 of the EIS has been revised to include this updated 
information. 

A2-6 Section 4.4.5 of the EIS has been revised to include the updated information. 

 

  



 A-47 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-48 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-7 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 

have been incorporated into the EIS. 

A2-8 The results of these surveys and proposed avoidance and mitigation measures 

have been incorporated into the EIS. 

A2-9 The results of these surveys and information from the consultation letter have 

been incorporated into the EIS. 

A2-10 The results of these surveys and information from the consultation letter have 
been incorporated into the EIS. 

A2-11 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

  



 A-49 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-50 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-51 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

A2-12 Table 4.12.1-1 in the EIS has been updated to include the revised and current 
class locations based on the route changes since the draft EIS was issued. 

 

 

  



 A-52 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-13 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

  



 A-53 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-54 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-14 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

  



 A-55 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-14 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

  



 A-56 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-57 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-58 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-15 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

  



 A-59 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-16 Section 4.3.1.7 of the EIS has been revised to include this updated 

information. 

 

 

 

  



 A-60 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-17 Section 4.3.2.2 of the EIS has been revised to include this updated 

information. 

 

 

 

  



 A-61 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-62 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-18 The additional information on FWS consultation has been incorporated into 

the EIS. 

 

 

 

  



 A-63 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-19 Comment noted.  See the response to comment CO4-1. 

 

 

 

  



 A-64 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-20 Section 4.8.6.1 of the EIS has been revised to include the updated information 

regarding recreation and special interest areas. 

 

 

 

  



 A-65 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-66 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-67 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-21 Section 4.8.6.2 of the EIS has been revised to include the updated information 

regarding NRCS easements. 

 

 

 

  



 A-68 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-69 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-70 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-71 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-22 Section 4.8.7 of the EIS has been revised to include the updated information 

regarding the previously unidentified landfill. 

 

 

 

  



 A-72 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-23 Section 4.8.8 of the EIS has been revised to include the updated information 

regarding visual resources. 

 

 

 

  



 A-73 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-74 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-75 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

A2-24 Comment noted. 

 

 

 

  



 A-76 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-77 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-78 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-79 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-80 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-81 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

A2-25 The affected tables have been revised throughout the EIS. 

 

 

  



 A-82 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

A2-26 Section 1.4 of the EIS has been revised. 

A2-27 Section 4.11.1.2 of the EIS has been updated to clarify the applicability of 

Nonattainment New Source Review. 

A2-28 Comment noted. 

A2-29 Section 4.11.1.2 of the EIS has been updated to clarify that Lowest 

Achievable Emission Rate is not applicable to the emission increases at 
Compressor Station 190.  

 

 

  



 A-83 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 A-84 Applicant 

A2 – Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company (cont’d) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
A2-30 Table 4.11.1-15 in the EIS has been updated to include emission estimates for 

the Zick Meter Station. 
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