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 LA1-1 Section 4.3.2.5 contains a discussion on 
project dredging.  Safety is discussed in 
section 4.12.  LNG vessel safety is discussed 
in section 4.12.5.  We do not believe all 
information must be included or 
recommendations met prior to issuance of the 
FEIS to understand the environmental impacts 
of the Project and fulfill the requirements of 
NEPA.  Please see responses to comments 
FA4-5 and FA5-2. 
 

 LA1-2 All analyses and responses filed by the 
Applicant and reviews and comments by other 
agencies are publicly available at 
http://elibrary.ferc.gov (Docket #CP07-62, 
CP07-63, CP07-64 and CP07-65).  The docket 
is constantly expanding as new information 
becomes available.  All information filed by the 
applicant, as well as comments from the 
public, have been reviewed and evaluated by 
FERC staff and incorporated into this FEIS, as 
applicable.  We continue to incorporate new 
information up until the time the FEIS is sent to 
print.  Please see responses to comments 
FA4-5 and FA5-2. 

   

 LA1-1 

 LA1-2 
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 LA1-3 FERC staff developed this FEIS in accordance 
with the requirements of NEPA; the Council on 
Environmental Quality regulations for 
implementing NEPA; and the FERC’s 
implementing regulations.  The DEIS and FEIS 
efforts were undertaken with the participation 
and assistance of the Coast Guard, COE, 
EPA, and PDCNR.  The purpose of this EIS is 
to inform the FERC decision-makers, the 
public, and other permitting agencies about the 
potential adverse and beneficial environmental 
impacts associated with the proposed Project 
and its alternatives, and to recommend 
practical, reasonable, and appropriate 
mitigation measures that would reduce 
adverse impacts to the extent possible. 
 

 LA1-4 We have repeatedly encouraged and continue 
to encourage informed comment on the 
contents of the public docket.  Also, please see 
response to comment LA1-2.   
 

 LA1-5 As stated in section 4.12.5.3, the Coast Guard 
used the criteria developed by Sandia National 
Laboratories to define the outer limits of the 
hazard zones for assessing potential risks 
associated with the Project.  Requests for 
copies of the material used in developing the 
Coast Guard's preliminary determination on 
the suitability of the waterway should be made 
to the Coast Guard as indicated in the WSR 
(see appendix J). 
 
 
 

 LA1-3 

           LA1-4 

 LA1-5 

 LA1-6 

 LA1-7 
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LA1-6 

 
The WSR provided by the Coast Guard is 
based on specific levels of protection that must 
be provided in order to manage LNG marine 
traffic in the waterway.  The resources required 
to implement these measures were not 
attributed to specific port stakeholders or 
agencies.  Unless the required measures to 
ensure safe and secure operations were in 
place and serving their intended purpose, 
neither the Commission nor the Coast Guard 
would allow operation of the proposed facility. 
 

 LA1-7 The design, construction, and operating 
requirements for the Project are contained in 
33 CFR Parts 103 to 105, 33 CFR Part 127, 
and 49 CFR Part 193.  Although these 
regulations do not require the use of SIGTTO 
publications, the design factors and terminal 
procedures described in the SIGTTO 
Information Paper No. 14, “Site Selection and 
Design For LNG Ports and Jetties,” are 
consistent with the safety and security 
concepts considered during project review. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA1-8 

LA1-9 

LA1-9a 
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LA1-8 
 

 
On June 26, 2008 the U.S. Secretary of 
Commerce issued the Decision and Findings 
to override the State of Maryland’s objections 
to the Project’s consistency with the Coastal 
Zone Management Act (CZMA).  Section 
4.8.2.1 contains a discussion on the 
consistency determination for the Coastal 
Facilities Review Act (CFRA) application filed 
for the Project as required by the Maryland 
Coastal Zone Management Plan (CZMP). 
 
All necessary state and federal permits and 
approvals would be required to be complete 
before the Project can be constructed.  For a 
list of major permits and approvals see table 
1.3-1. 
 

 LA1-9 Section 3.0 of the FEIS contains the alternative 
analyses completed for the Project including 
other alternative energy sources, LNG 
Terminal alternatives and pipeline alternatives 
(system alternatives, major route alternatives 
and route variations).   
 

 LA1-9a We take all concerns seriously.  Thank you for 
your comments and your involvement in 
reviewing the potential environmental impacts 
of the Project.  
 

 LA1-10 Please see response to comment LA1-2. 
 

   
   

 
 
 

         LA1-10 
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LA1-11 

 
As discussed in section 4.3.2.5, Dredging and 
in the Consolidated Dredge Plan (appendix D), 
mitigation measures would be used to ensure 
that water quality impacts would be minimized.  
In softer, surface sediments, an environmental 
bucket would be used concurrent with reduced 
and controlled lowering speeds for the crane, 
and scows and containers would be of solid 
hull construction and completely sealed and 
water tight to avoid release of dredge material.  
Additionally, a water quality sampling program 
would be instituted within a 1000-ft limit 
upstream and downstream of the proposed 
dredge area.  Sampling would be conducted 
prior to, during, and 30 days post-dredging 
activities.  Results would be submitted to COE 
within 120 days of the completion of dredging 
activities. 
 

 LA1-12 The Consolidated Dredge Plan (appendix D) 
has been amended to include additional 
information with regard to dewatering and 
contaminant testing. 
 

 LA1-13 Table 4.9.4-1 contains a summary of truck 
traffic related to the DMRF.  Air emission data 
from trucks were provided in Resource Report 
9, appendix 9A.  The Consolidated Dredge 
Plan discusses traffic impacts and includes the 
possibility of alternative offsite transport of 
PDM by rail or a combination of truck/railcar.   
 
 
 
 
 

  LA1-11 

  LA1-12 

  LA1-13 

  LA1-14 

  LA1-15 

  LA1-16 

  LA1-17 

  LA1-18 
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 LA1-14 Gravity dewatering is considered to be 
adequate for this process and no supplemental 
materials are necessary to aid in dewatering.  
Please see response to comment LA1-13. 
 

 LA1-15 AES has amended its Consolidated Dredge 
Plan to include additional information with 
regard to dredging (see appendix D).  

   
 LA1-16 Please see response to comment LA1-15. 

 
 LA1-17 Comment noted. 

 
 LA1-18 Comment noted.  AES must comply with all 

appropriate regulations. 
 

 LA1-19 Please see response to comment LA1-8. 
 
 
 
 
 

 LA1-20 Please see response to comment LA1-7. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  LA1-19 

  LA1-20 
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 LA1-21 Section 4.12.4 has been updated to address 
this comment. 
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 LA1-22 In HUD’s July 3, 2008 letter, HUD concludes 
that the proposed LNG facility is located at an 
Acceptable Separation Distance from the listed 
HUD assisted housing projects (Turner’s 
Station, Center Place and St. Luke’s Place 
Apartments).  Reliability and safety are 
discussed in section 4.12 of this FEIS. 
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 LA1-23 The hazards associated with LNG are 

presented in sections 4.12.1 and 4.12.5.3.  
The safety and security review prepared by 
FERC staff and the Coast Guard are 
discussed in section 4.12 included these 
hazards.  In addition, the LNG storage tanks 
would be heavily insulated, close to 
atmospheric pressure, and equipped with 
pressure relief devices.  These types of tanks 
are not susceptible to explosion due to heating 
or rupturing. 
 
Unlike highway or railroad scenarios, any LNG 
spill at the facility would be directed to on-site 
impoundments and contained.  In order to 
minimize the potential for off-site impact, these 
impoundments must be located in accordance 
with the federal regulations under 49 CFR 193.  
Our analysis of the proposed design is 
discussed in section 4.12.2. 
 
As discussed in section 4.12.5.3, the Coast 
Guard used the criteria developed by Sandia 
National Laboratories to define the outer limits 
of the hazard zones for assessing potential 
risks associated with the Project.  Unless the 
measures required for safe and secure 
operations were in place and serving their 
intended purpose (see the Coast Guard’s 
WSR in appendix J), neither the Commission 
nor the Coast Guard would allow operation of 
the proposed facility. 
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 LA1-24 Please see response to comment IN22-2. 
   

 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA1-24 



LA1 – Baltimore County, Maryland, David A. C. Carroll, Director of Sustainability 

                                                                                                   P1-155                                                                         Local Agencies 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

 LA1-25 Please see response to comment IN22-1. 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 LA1-26 Please see response to comment LA1-23. 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  LA1-26 

  LA1-25 
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 LA1-27 Please see response to comment LA1-6. 
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 LA2-1 Please see response to comment LA1-21. 
 

   
 LA2-2 Please see response to comment LA1-21. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 LA2-3 Please see response to comment LA1-21. 
 
 

   
 
 
 

LA2-1 

LA2-2 

LA2-3 
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 LA3-GC1 We have reviewed and analyzed the Annual 
Energy Outlook 2008 developed by the Energy 
Information Administration (EIA).  EIA’s 
projections are based on results from the EIA's 
National Energy Modeling System.  Section 
1.2 has been updated to include a discussion 
on EIA’s Annual Energy Outlook 2008 report. 
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LA3-GC2 

 
 
 
FERC agrees with the Lancaster County 
Planning Commission relative to compliance 
with state and local (county and municipal) 
laws, ordinances and plans to mitigate or 
prevent impacts.  In most cases Mid-Atlantic 
Express must abide by state and local laws 
and ordinances, but the FERC has final 
authority on the siting and construction of the 
Project.  We considered comments by state 
and local agencies in preparing this FEIS and 
developing our recommended mitigation 
measures.  State and local agencies may 
request realignment or alternative construction 
procedures through their permitting 
procedures.  Any non-federal permits or 
approvals with requirements in conflict with the 
FERC’s Order may be preempted by the 
Certificate.  See section 1.3 for further 
discussion on compliance with permits, 
approvals and regulatory requirements. 
 

 LA3-DC1 All public and private water supplies would be 
required to be identified prior to construction 
and would be protected as discussed in 
section 4.3.1.1 of the FEIS.  Septic systems 
would also be protected, as discussed in 
section 4.8.1.1.  Please see response to 
comment IN5-2. 
 

 LA3-DC2 Thank you for this additional information. 
Information regarding groundwater water 
supplies was requested from PADEP and 
SRBC in August 2008.   Please see response 
to comment LA3-DC1. 

  LA3-GC2 

  LA3-DC1 

  LA3-DC2 

  LA3-DC3 

  LA3-DC4 

  LA3-DC5 
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 LA3-DC3 Comment noted.  However, restoration to 
former condition or to pre-existing contours is 
mandated by the COE. 
 

 LA3-DC4 "Prime farmland" is a designation defined by 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture as "land 
that has the best combination of physical and 
chemical characteristics for producing food, 
feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops and is 
also available for these uses."  The "prime 
farmland" designation does not necessarily 
indicate current agricultural use nor is it 
intended to correspond to acreages of 
currently farmed land.  Acreage of agricultural 
land is shown in table 4.8.1-4.  We are 
recommending that Mid- Atlantic Express 
develop an Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan 
for agricultural lands.  We believe that Mid-
Atlantic Express's ECP and our mitigation 
measures would adequately protect farmland 
and that all but 0.17 acres of farmland would 
revert to its pre-project use after construction is 
complete. 

   
 LA3-DC5 Comment noted.  See section 4.8.1.1 for a 

discussion of the AES Septic System 
Contingency Plan.  
 

 LA3-DC6 See sections 4.5.1.2 and 4.7.2 for discussion 
of serpentine barrens. 
 

 LA3-DC7 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 

  LA3-DC6 

  LA3-DC7 

  LA3-DC8 

  LA3-DC9 

 LA3- 
DC10a 

 LA3- 
DC10b 
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 LA3-DC8 Comment noted.  AES’s ECP, appendix T of 
the FEIS, in the Procedures section C.4 states 
that AES would, “Consult with the appropriate 
land management or state agency to develop a 
project specific restoration plan.  The 
restoration plan should include measures for 
re-establishing herbaceous and/or woody 
species, controlling the invasion and spread of 
undesirable exotic species … and monitoring 
the success of the revegetation and weed 
control efforts.” 
 

 LA3-DC9 Comment noted.  FERC has worked with the 
applicant to avoid forest fragmentation 
throughout the development of the pipeline 
route and the evaluation of route variations. 
 

 LA3-DC10a See section 4.10 for discussion of cultural 
resource impacts, consideration given to route 
variations and ongoing consultation to avoid 
and minimize possible impacts to the Kirks Mill 
Historic District and other historic properties. 
 

 LA3-DC10b Please see response to comment LA3-DC10a. 
 

 LA3-DC10c Please see response to comment LA3-DC10a. 
 

 LA3-DC10d Please see response to comment LA3-DC10a. 
 

 LA3-DC10e The final archaeological and cultural resource 
plans must be provided to and reviewed by the 
SHPOs and approved before the Project would 
be constructed. 
 
 
 
 

LA3-10c 

LA3-10d 

LA3-10e 

  LA3-RA1 



LA3 - Lancaster County Planning Commission, James R. Cowhey, AICP, Executive Director 

                                                                                                   P1-163                                                                         Local Agencies 

 LA3-RA1 All analyses and responses filed by the 
Applicant and reviews and comments by other 
agencies are publicly available at 
http://elibrary.ferc.gov (Docket #CP07-62, 
CP07-63, CP07-64 and CP07-65).  The docket 
is constantly expanding as new information 
becomes available.  All written and oral 
comments received prior to the FEIS being 
sent to the printer were considered and 
evaluated in the preparation of this FEIS. 
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 LA4-A1 We generally disagree.  Installation of the pipeline, if 

approved by the Commission, would result in 
temporary disturbances during the construction 
phase.  However, long-term impacts to Rural 
Landscapes would be negligible.  Open space would 
remain open space and no agricultural land would be 
lost over the entire length of the pipeline other than 
0.15 acre at one mainline valve site and 1.01 acres 
for a permanent access road.  In addition, easement 
restrictions that would prohibit certain activities on 
the permanent pipeline right-of-way (including 
erecting structures) would ensure that the pipeline 
corridor would not be lost as open space.  While 
forested areas in the permanent right-of-way would 
not be allowed to revert to their pre-construction 
state, these lands would remain functional open 
space.  Furthermore, impacts to open space — 
including the rural landscape, agricultural lands, and 
natural resources — have been minimized by project 
design (e.g., routing) and would be further minimized 
by the implementation of required mitigation as 
described throughout section 4 of the FEIS.  Finally, 
Mid-Atlantic Express is obligated to acquire any 
applicable federal and state permits (see section 1.3 
of the FEIS) and implement any additional mitigation 
required by those permits. 

 
 

  

   

 LA4-A1 
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 LA4-B1 Required mitigation to minimize the potential for long 
term impacts to waterbodies is described in section 
4.3.2.5. 
 

 LA4-B2 As proposed, the pipeline would parallel the 
Williams/Transco replacement project between 
approximate MPs 80.9 - 81.1.  However, route 
variation 10A would further move the proposed right-
of-way from the area (see section 3.3.3 of this FEIS).  
The proposed pipeline would be designed and 
constructed to consider all existing conditions along 
the route.  
 

 LA4-B3 Any disturbances of streams during the construction 
of the pipeline would be temporary.   Mitigation 
measures for stream and wetland disturbances 
would be mitigated as outlined in section 4.3 and 4.4 
and the HDD Plan (appendix S).  See response to 
comment LA4-B4. 
 

 LA4-B4 Mid-Atlantic Express has incorporated numerous 
measures to reduce environmental impacts during its 
routing and design of the proposed pipeline and in 
response to comments and agency consultations.  In 
addition, FERC staff have made numerous 
recommendations in this FEIS to further mitigate 
environmental impacts (see section 5.2).  These 
mitigation measures address a wide range of 
impacts, among them impacts relevant to the noted 
policies of Landscapes (Chester County's 
comprehensive plan) and Watersheds (the water 
resources element of Landscapes).  Specific 
concerns raised by CCPC are addressed below.  
 

 LA4-B5 See section 4.8.1. 
 
 

 LA4-B2 

 LA4-B5 

 LA4-B1 

 LA4-B3 

 LA4-B4 
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 LA4-B6 Comment noted.  We believe that the construction 
mitigation measures proposed by AES in its ECP 
(appendix T), as well as measures recommended by 
FERC staff, would serve to mitigate impacts to the 
resource areas identified in this comment. 
 
 

  LA4-B6 
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LA4-C1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section 4.8.1.1 and 5.2 have been updated to 
require site-specific plans for all residences within 50 
feet of a construction workspace. 
 

 LA4-C2 We have added text addressing ecological and 
hydrological issues in riparian zones and forest to the 
Executive Summary and section 5.  These issues are 
addressed in detail in sections 4.6.3.1 and 4.8.5.1. 
 

 LA4-C3 Please see discussion in section 4.10 of consultation 
and consideration given to minimize impact to 
historic properties. 
 

 LA4-C4 The various agency consultation/permit/ approval 
processes make the applicant aware of any time 
periods after which the applicant must re-apply 
should project activities not yet commence. 
 

 LA4-C5 Mid-Atlantic Express has committed to complying 
with all water flow management regulatory protocols.  
See revised section 4.3.2.5. 

LA4-C1 

LA4-C2 

LA4-C3 

LA4-C4 

LA4-C5 
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 LA4-C6 Please see response to comment LA4-C38 regarding 
interaction with the Transco project. 
 

 LA4-C7 See the applicant's alignment sheets, in conjunction 
with figures 2.2.2.1-1 and 2.2.2.1-2. 
 

 LA4-C8 Unless specified otherwise in a site-specific plan 
(e.g., for residences), Mid-Atlantic Express's ECP 
(appendix T) discusses standards for revegetation 
and allows for natural regrowth, rather than providing 
for tree planting, of trees in portions of the temporary 
workspace that were wooded prior to construction.  
AES indicated in its July 9, 2008 meeting with the 
Chester County agencies that it would meet with the 
PADEP and would discuss tree impacts and the 
potential for replanting. 
 

 LA4-C9 The feasibility of HDD was evaluated for the stream 
crossings and the appropriate areas have been 
identified.  We have recommended in section 4.3.2.5 
that Mid-Atlantic Express coordinate stream 
crossings with CCCD and CCWRA, among other 
agencies.  We have also recommended in section 
4.8.1.2 that Mid-Atlantic Express coordinate with 
CCPRD, BMPs to best minimize impacts to the 
Brandywine Creek and Struble Trail and any other 
county-owned property. 
 

 LA4-C10 See response to comment LA4-C9. 
 

 LA4-C11 See section 4.9.1.  The web page noted does not 
provide the site-specific information needed in order 
to assess population within 220 yards of the pipeline. 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-C6 

 LA4-C7 

 LA4-C8 

 LA4-C9 

LA4-C10 

LA4-C11 

LA4-C12 

LA4-C13 
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LA4-C12 As discussed in section 4.12.9, AES would be 
required to develop emergency plans for the pipeline 
under 49 CFR 192.615, which would include 
establishing and maintaining adequate means of 
communication with appropriate fire, police, and 
other public officials. 
 

LA4-C13 Comment noted. 
 

 

LA4-C14 These boxes were inadvertently left on these maps 
in error, and what appears to be an existing right-of-
way is an incorrect artifact of map editing.  The maps 
have been corrected in the FEIS. 
 

 LA4-C15 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C16 Please see response to comment LA4-C14. 
 

 LA4-C17 Upper Uwchlan Township does not recommend 
either of these route variations and expresses no 
preference for an alternative route in this location 
(see comments LA8-1 and LA11-1). 
 

 LA4-C18 Comment noted.  The USGS topo maps, while 
potentially out-of-date, are the most recent published 
maps available from the USGS. 
 

 LA4-C19 Mid-Atlantic Express is obligated to acquire all 
applicable federal and state permits (see section 1.3 
of the FEIS) and implement any additional mitigation 
required by those permits. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA4-C14 

LA4-C16 

LA4-C18 

LA4-C15 

LA4-C17 

LA4-C22 

LA4-C20 

LA4-C19 

LA4-C21 
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 LA4-C20 Section 4.1.1.2 discusses potential impacts due to 
any blasting that may be necessary, notification of 
landowners prior to blasting, coordination with 
landowners for pre- and post-blasting surveys, and 
acquisition of all required permits (including from 
municipalities).  Also see response to comment LA4-
C9.   
 

LA4-C21 See response to comment LA4-C20. 
 

 

LA4-C22 Please see response to comment LA3-DC4. 
 

 LA4-C23 The pipeline would pass near, but would not go 
through the landfill.  Table 4.8.3-1 has been updated 
to reflect the correct information.   
 

 LA4-C24 Mid-Atlantic Express would consult with the 
appropriate water suppliers and water management 
agencies.  See revised section 4.3.1.1. 
 
 

 LA4-C25 Section 4.3.2.5, Pipeline Construction and 
Operations was amended to include the cited 
regulatory agencies.   
 
 

 LA4-C26a Please see response to comment LA4-B3. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA4-C24 

LA4-C25 

 LA4-C26a 

LA4-C23 
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LA4-C26b Please see response to comment LA4-B3. 
 

 LA4-C27 Please see response to comments LA4-C25 and 
LA4-9.  This requirement would ensure consistency 
with the Chesapeake Bay Tributaries Strategies 
prepared by PDEP.     
 

 LA4-C28 Please see response to comment LA4-C9. 
 

 LA4-C29 Hydrostatic test water for the pipeline north of the 
Susquehanna River (Pipeline Test Section #1) would 
be withdrawn from the Susquehanna River (see 
section 4.3.2.5).  Rather than being discharged 
directly back to the Susquehanna River, the test 
water from Pipeline Test Section #1 would be 
pumped into the pipeline south of the Susquehanna 
River (Pipeline Test Section #2) along with an 
additional 100,000 gallons from the Susquehanna 
River for the second test volume.  After the second 
test, water from Pipeline Test Section #2 would be 
discharged to a well-vegetated site (within the same 
drainage basin of withdrawal) on the west bank of 
the Susquehanna River, eventually draining back 
into the river, the original source of that water.  
These discharges are summarized in table 4.3.2-4. 
 

 LA4-C30 Comment noted; however, the regulatory approval of 
wetland boundaries in Pennsylvania is under the 
jurisdiction of the COE and PDEP. 
 

 LA4-C26b 

LA4-C27 

LA4-C28 

LA4-C29 

LA4-C30 



LA4 - The County of Chester Planning Commission, Ronald T. Bailey, AICP, Secretary 

                                                                                                   P1-172                                                                         Local Agencies 

   
LA4-C31 These issues and required mitigation are discussed 

in sections 4.3.2.5, 4.4, and 4.7.2.  Also, see 
response to comment LA4-A1. 
 

 LA4-C32 AES provided the CCPC with the requested maps on 
July 25, 2008.  Additionally, alignment sheets 
depicting wetlands and waterbodies at a large scale 
(1 inch = 500 feet) are available on FERC's eLibrary 
at accession numbers 20070405-4013 and 
20080903-4004. 
 

 LA4-C33 Mid-Atlantic Express must obtain a permit from the 
COE prior to construction of this Project.  See 
section 4.4. 
 

 LA4-C34 See response to LA4-C9.  Mid-Atlantic Express 
consulted with Chester County agencies on July 25, 
2008. 
 

 LA4-C35 Right-of-way widths have been established to 
accommodate the needs of construction with 
consideration of minimizing impacts on natural 
resources, including woodlands, while ensuring 
maintenance of a safe working environment.  As 
described in section 4.5.1, wooded areas in the 
temporary construction right-of-way cleared during 
construction would be allowed to revert to forest; 
these lands would be subject to a long-term, though 
not permanent, vegetation structure change.  AES 
indicated in its July 9, 2008 meeting with the Chester 
County agencies that it would meet with the PDEP 
and would discuss tree impacts and the potential for 
replanting. 
 

 LA4-C36 Comment noted.   
 

LA4-C31 

LA4-C32 

LA4-C33 

LA4-C34 

LA4-C35 

LA4-C37 

LA4-C36 
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 LA4-C37 The purpose of table 4.6.1-1 is to provide a general 
overview of representative wildlife on a regional 
scale, not for site-specific analysis of individual 
species of concern.  State-listed species of concern 
are addressed in section 4.7.2.   
 

 LA4-C38 Please see response to comment LA4-B2.  Should 
the Commission authorize the Project, it would not 
relieve Mid-Atlantic Express of its obligations to 
obtain all applicable permits and approvals and to 
comply with the requirements of such permits and 
approvals.   
 
Construction of the proposed Mid-Atlantic Express 
pipeline is currently estimated to occur in 2010.  
Construction of the Transco Sentinel project is 
scheduled for 2009.  Therefore, construction of the 
two pipelines is not scheduled for the same 
timeframe, but may occur in the same corridor.   
 

 LA4-C39 Please see response to comment LA4-C8. 
 

 LA4-C40 State-listed threatened and endangered species and 
other species of concern, including consultation 
requirements, are addressed in section 4.7.2. 
 

LA4-C41 The FEIS is not the depository of all correspondence 
for the proposed Project.  All supporting 
documentation and consultation results are 
maintained in FERC's eLibrary.  Information on the 
status of agency clearances and any FERC staff 
recommendations on how Mid-Atlantic Express 
should proceed can be found in the text addressing 
individual species in section 4.7. 
 

 

LA4-C42 Please see response to comment LA4-C41. 
 

LA4-C38 

LA4-C39 

LA4-C40 

LA4-C44 

LA4-C42 

LA4-C41 

LA4-C43 
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LA4-C43 

 
 
 
Mid-Atlantic Express has consulted with CCPRD 
regarding this issue.  See revised section 4.7.2. 
 
 

LA4-C44 Comment noted. 
 

LA4-C45 Comment noted. 
 

LA4-C46 The additional 25 feet is temporary and thus would 
not be part of the 50-foot-wide permanent right-of-
way.  This is noted in section 4.8.1 and described in 
more detail in the text and figures of section 2.2.2. 
 

LA4-C47 Text indicating the source of the land use acreage 
information has been added in a footnote to table 
4.8.1-1. 
 

LA4-C48 None of the rights-of-way that would be paralleled by 
the proposed pipeline are owned or operated by Mid-
Atlantic Express.  The applicants would be required 
to obtain an easement for the pipeline with each 
landowner through negotiation or eminent domain.  
 

LA4-C49 Please see response to comments LA4-A1 and LA4-
C22. 
 

 

LA4-C50 Comment noted.  Please see response to comment 
LA4-C8. 
 

   
 
 
 
 

LA4-C49 

LA4-C48 

LA4-C50 

LA4-C47 

LA4-C46 

  LA4-C45 
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LA4-C51 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mid-Atlantic Express provided updated maps to the 
CCPC and other Chester County agencies on July 
25, 2008. 
 
 
 

 LA4-C52 The table of existing residences and buildings within 
50 feet of the construction workspace in appendix F 
includes the county for each structure listed. 
 

 LA4-C53 See section 4.8.1.1 Septic Systems. 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-C54 Comments noted.   
 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-C55 Please see response to comment LA4-C23. 
 
 
 

 LA4-C56 See section 4.8.1.2 and table 4.8.1-3.  Marsh Creek 
State Park would not be affected by the Project. 
 
 

   

LA4-C51 

LA4-C53 

LA4-C54 

LA4-C52 

LA4-C56 

LA4-C55 
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 LA4-C57 The appropriate Chester County agencies and land 
conservancy groups would be involved in the 
easement negotiations and the mitigation plans 
specified in the agreements. Please see response to 
comment LA4-A1. 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-C58 Comment noted. 
 
 
 

 LA4-C59 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C60 In section 4.8.1.2 Special Status Waterbodies, we 
have recommended that Mid-Atlantic Express 
develop site-specific plans for the crossings of 
Octoraro Creek and the Brandywine Creek.  The 
CCPC and CCWRA would be included in any 
discussions regarding the Octoraro Creek and 
Brandywine Creek. 
 

 LA4-C61 See response to comments LA4-A1 and LA4-C22. 
 

 LA4-C62 We have added a recommendation in section 4.8.1.2 
for Mid-Atlantic Express to coordinate with the 
CCPRD and PFBC to ensure measures are taken to 
ensure proper notification and safety measures for 
boaters, fishermen, and other recreational users of 
Brandywine Creek. 

LA4-C57 

 LA4-C61 

LA4-C60 

LA4-C62 

LA4-C58 

LA4-C59 
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LA4-C63 

 
 
 
 
Comment noted.  See section 4.8.5.2. 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-C64 Response to pipeline emergencies, including 
establishing and maintaining liaison with appropriate 
emergency response entities, is addressed in section 
4.12.9. 
 

 LA4-C65 Road crossings — including required permits, safety 
measures, litigation for traffic disruption, and our 
recommendation that Mid-Atlantic Express prepare 
site-specific traffic and safety plans — are addressed 
in section 4.9.4.1. 
 
 

 LA4-C66 Railroad crossings, including the need for Mid-
Atlantic Express to comply with state and local 
regulations, are addressed in section 2.3.2.2. 
 

 LA4-C67 Please see response to comment LA4-C3. 
 
 

 LA4-C68 Minimal air emissions would be generated by the 
pipeline during normal operation.  Emissions due to 
possible leaks in the valves and flanges along the 
pipeline and miscellaneous venting would primarily 
be comprised on natural gas components (ethane 
and methane). Assuming all of the emissions are 
methane, from leaks and miscellaneous venting were 
estimated to be 0.21 tpy methane.  
 

LA4-C63 

LA4-C67 

LA4-C65 

LA4-C66 

LA4-C64 

LA4-C68 

LA4-C69 

LA4-C70 



LA4 - The County of Chester Planning Commission, Ronald T. Bailey, AICP, Secretary 

                                                                                                   P1-178                                                                         Local Agencies 

 LA4-C69 The construction activities would cause temporary 
increases in ambient noise levels, the majority of 
which would occur during the daytime hours.  See 
sections 2.3.2.1 and 4.11.2 for additional information. 
 
 
 

 LA4-C70 Mid-Atlantic Express must comply with the pipeline 
safety standards established by DOT.  A state may 
also act as DOT’s agent to inspect interstate facilities 
within its boundaries; however, the DOT is 
responsible for enforcement action.  The majority of 
the states have either 5(a) certifications or 5(b) 
agreements, while nine states act as interstate 
agents.  Maryland, Pennsylvania, and Virginia have 
5(a) certifications.  Also see our response to 
comment LA4-C64. 
 

 LA4-C71 Comment noted.  See response to comment LA4-C8.  
AES indicated in its July 9, 2008 meeting with the 
Chester County agencies that it would contact the 
county regarding native plant suppliers. 
 

 LA4-C72 Mid-Atlantic Express provided updated map 
materials to CCPC, CCPR, and CCWRA on July 25, 
2008. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA4-C73 

  LA4-C71 

LA4-C75 

LA4-C72 

LA4-C74 

LA4-C78 

LA4-C76 

  LA4-C79 

  LA4-C77 
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 LA4-C73 Comment noted.  Items sent from the applicants can 
be acquired from AES directly.  FERC's landowner 
notification requirements can be found starting on 
page 2-1 of FERC's Guidance Manual for 
Environmental Report Preparation available at 
http://www.ferc.gov/industries/gas/enviro/erpman.pdf.  
FERC's citizen's guide, An Interstate Natural Gas 
Facility on My Land? What Do I Need to Know?, is 
available at http://www.ferc.gov/for-citizens/citizen-
guides.asp. 
 

 LA4-C74 The noted Chester County agencies can acquire 
these reports directly from Mid-Atlantic Express.  Our 
recommendation that Mid-Atlantic Express provide 
weekly status reports requires that Mid-Atlantic 
Express provide these to other agencies upon 
request. 
 

 LA4-C75 Mid-Atlantic Express provided updated map 
materials to CCPC, CCPR, and CCWRA on July 25, 
2008.  If the Project is certificated, the final, approved 
project maps can be requested directly from the 
applicants. 
 

 LA4-C76 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C77 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C78 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C79 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C80 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C81 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C82 Comment noted. 

LA4-C80 

LA4-C83 

LA4-C81 

LA4-C84 

LA4-C82 

LA4-C85 

LA4-C88 

LA4-C86 

LA4-C89 

LA4-C87 
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 LA4-C83 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C84 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C85 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C86 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C87 Comment noted. 
 

LA4-C88 Comment noted. 
 

LA4-C89 Comment noted. 
 

 

LA4-C90 Comment noted. 
 

 LA4-C91 See section 4.8.1.2 Parks and Camps. 
 

 LA4-C92 Comment noted. 
 
 

 LA4-C93 Please see response to comment LA4-C63. 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-C94 Comment noted. 
 
 
 

 LA4-C95 Comment noted. 
 
 

 LA4-C96 Comment noted. 
 
 
 

LA4-C93 

LA4-C94 

LA4-C92 

LA4-C95 

LA4-C91 

LA4-C96 

LA4-C90 
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LA4-C97 

 
 
 
 
 
Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-C98 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-D1 The applicants would be required to contact all 
entities that have utilities within the proposed right-of-
way during the design of the pipeline alignment. 
 

 LA4-D2 Please see response to comment LA4-C5.  AES has 
agreed to consult with all water intake operators prior 
to construction.   
 
 
 

 LA4-D3 Karst topography is addressed in section 4.1.1.2. 
 
 
 

 LA4-D4 See section 4.8.1.3. 
 
 

 LA4-D5 Impacts to groundwater resources and wells are 
discussed in section 4.3.1.1. 
 
 
 

LA4-C97 

LA4-C98 

 LA4-D1 

 LA4-D5 

 LA4-D3 

 LA4-D4 

 LA4-D2 
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LA4-D6 

 
 
 
 
 
 
See response to comment LA4-C38 regarding 
interaction with the Transco project. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-D7 Please see response to comment LA4-B4. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 LA4-D8 Amish landowners would have access to project 
information provided via local newspapers, company 
notice mailings, FERC notice mailings, and land 
agent visits.  
 
 

 LA4-D9 CCPC may acquire this information directly from Mid-
Atlantic Express during its consultation with your 
agency. 
 
 

 LA4-D10 Vegetation monitoring is discussed in Mid-Atlantic 
Express’s ECP (appendix T) and in sections 4.4 and 
4.5 of the FEIS. 

LA4-D6 

  LA4-D8 

LA4-D7 

  LA4-D9 

LA4-D10 
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 LA4-D11 Comment noted. 
 
 
 

 LA4-D12 The requested work session was held at CCPC 
offices in West Chester, Pennsylvania on August 15, 
2008. 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

LA4-D11 

LA4-D12 
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LA5-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Please see response to comment LA4-B4. 
 

 LA5-2 Comment noted.  Please see responses to 
comments in letter LA4. 
 

 LA5-3 Comment noted.  Please see responses to 
comments in letter LA4. 
 

 LA5-4 Please see response to comment LA4-B5. 
 
 

 LA5-5 Please see response to comment LA4-B5. 
 
 
 

 LA5-6 Please see response to comment LA4-D8. 
 
 
 

 LA5-7 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA5-1 

LA5-2 

LA5-4 

LA5-3 

LA5-5 

LA5-6 

LA5-7 
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 LA5-8 AES has committed to working with 
Williams/Transco wherever their projects may 
overlap.  Please see response to comment 
LA4-B2. 
 

 LA5-9 Please see responses to comments LA4-C18 
and LA4-C32.   
 
 

 LA5-10 See section 4.3.2.5 for a revised HDD 
analysis. 
 
 
 

 LA5-11 Section 4.1.2.1 discusses Mid-Atlantic 
Express’ intention to conduct evaluations for 
flooding impacts associated with stream and 
wetland crossings during the detailed design 
phase.  The recommendations made by the 
CCWRA with regards to useful data sources to 
conduct these evaluations are noted. 

   
 LA5-12 Section 4.3.2.5 discusses additional analyses 

conducted by FERC which indicates that 
alternative crossing methods, including HDD, 
is technically feasible at Octoraro Creek at MP 
56.31.  With regards to East Brandywine Creek 
at MP 82.31 and West Brandywine Creek at 
MP 74.19, seasonal restrictions would be 
implemented to minimize stream impacts.  See 
section 4.3.2.5 for additional discussions 
regarding Brandywine Creek crossings. 
 

 LA5-8 

 LA5-9 

  LA5-10 

LA5-11 

  LA5-12 
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LA5-13 

 
 
Spoil storage would be in compliance with Mid-
Atlantic Express’s ECP (appendix T) to 
minimize impacts from construction. 
 

 LA5-14 Mid-Atlantic Express’s ECP includes BMPs 
(see appendix T, figures 21 and 22) for bank 
stabilization.  The COE would also require 
adequate bank restoration through its permit 
process. 
 

 LA5-15 Comment noted. 
 
 

 LA5-16 Comment noted.  See revised section 4.8. 
 
 
 
 

 LA5-17 See revised section 4.3.2.3. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 LA5-18 See revised section 4.3.2.3. 
 
 

 LA5-19 Please see response to comment LA4-C20. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA5-13 

  LA5-14 

LA5-15 

  LA5-16 

  LA5-17 

  LA5-18 

LA5-19 
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LA5-20 

 
 
 
 
Please see response to comment LA4-C20. 
 
 
 

 LA5-21 Please see response to comment LA4-C20.  
Also, see section 4.3.1 for a discussion on well 
monitoring. 
 

 LA5-22 All septic systems would be required to be 
identified prior to construction and would be 
protected, as discussed in section 4.8.1.1 of 
the EIS. 
 

 LA5-23 Please see response to comment LA4-C23. 
 

 LA5-24 Comment noted.  Please see response to 
comment LA4-C35. 
 
 
 
 

 LA5-25 Any plan would be approved prior to 
construction. 
 
 

LA5-26 
 

Please see response to comment LA4-C35. 
 
 
 

 

LA5-27 This is consistent with Mid-Atlantic Express’s 
ECP (see appendix T). 
 
 

  LA5-27 

LA5-20 

  LA5-21 

LA5-22 

  LA5-23 

  LA5-24 

LA5-25 

  LA5-26 
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 LA5-28 BMPs to minimize construction impacts on 
water quality are included in the applicants 
ECP (see appendix T). 
 
 

 LA5-29 Water supply withdrawals are discussed in 
section 4.3.2.3.  Mid-Atlantic Express has 
indicated that it would consult with water 
suppliers prior to constructing near the water 
supplies. 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

 LA5-30 The hydrostatic test plan prepared by AES 
indicated that they would coordinate with the 
Susquehanna River Basin Commission.  No 
hydrostatic test water would be withdrawn in 
Chester County.  See section 4.3.2.5 
Hydrostatic Testing. 
 
 

 LA5-31 Hydrostatic test water would be discharged to 
well vegetated uplands near the waterbodies 
and not directly into the waterbodies.  See 
table 4.3.2-4. 
 
 
 

LA5-28 

  LA5-29 

  LA5-31 

  LA5-30 
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 LA5-32 Easement negotiations are between the 
company and the landowner or if applicable 
the land management agency. 
 

 LA5-33 See section 4.8.1.3. 
 
 
 

 LA5-34 Comment noted. 
 
 

 LA5-35 Agency comments would be included in the 
development of plans prior to construction. 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA5-32 

  LA5-33 

  LA5-35 

  LA5-34 
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 LA6-1 Thank you for your comment and your 
involvement in reviewing the Project. 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

LA6-1 
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 LA7-1 See section 4.10 for discussion of cultural 
resource impacts, and ongoing consultation to 
avoid and minimize possible impacts to the 
John Hanna Farm, Schoolhouse, Mortonville 
Bridge, and other historic properties. 
 

 LA7-2 Comment noted. Please see response to 
comment LA7-1. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 LA7-1 

 LA7-2 
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 LA8-1 Site-specific plans have been provided and are 
contained on the docket under accession no. 
20080616-4003 and Attachment DC64 under 
accession no. 20080616-4017.  
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 

   
 

   
 

 LA8-1 
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 LA9-1 Please see response to comment LA6-1. 
 
 

   
 LA9-2 Comment noted.  Section 3.3.3 has been 

revised to reflect this. 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA9-2 

LA9-1 
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 LA10-1 Impacts to farmland would be temporary and 
mitigated as discussed in sections 4.2.3 and 
4.8.1.3.  In section 4.8.1.3 we are 
recommending that Mid-Atlantic Express 
develop an Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan 
for agricultural lands. 
 
 
 

   

  LA10-1 
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 LA11-1 Comment noted.  Environmental justice is 
analyzed and discussed in section 4.9.7. 

   
 

 LA11-2 The federal and state agency database search 
identified 22 hazardous, potentially hazardous 
and solid waste sites within 0.25 mile of the 
LNG terminal site and 0.25 mile of the 
proposed pipeline route.  Section 4.8.3 
contains discussions on the hazardous waste 
sites identified with 0.25 mile of the Project. 
Section 4.2.1 contains a discussion on soil 
contamination at the LNG terminal site.  
Section 4.2.3.8 contains additional information 
on hazardous waste sites identified along the 
proposed pipeline route.  For a discussion on 
ozone attainment status see section 4.11.1.2.  
Sections 4.13.2 and 4.13.11 contain 
discussions on cumulative impacts for soils 
and air, respectively. 

   

  LA11-2 

  LA11-1 
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 LA11-3 Section 4.9.7 contains an updated 
environmental justice analysis for the Project.  
The FERC as the lead federal agency 
prepared this FEIS in compliance with the 
requirements of NEPA, the CEQ regulations 
for implementing NEPA, and the FERC’s 
regulations implementing NEPA.   
 
 
 
 

   
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

  LA11-3 
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 LA12-1 Thank you for your comment and involvement 
in reviewing the Project.   

   
 
 

 LA12-2 Pipeline safety is discussed in section 4.12.9. 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

  LA12-1 

  LA12-2 
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LA13-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prime farmland soils, hydric soils, compaction 
potential, erosion, stony rocky soils and 
shallow-to-bedrock soils, and revegetation 
potential are discussed in section 4.2.  Section 
4.8.1.3 contains a discussion on agricultural 
impacts and mitigation measures.  We are 
recommending that Mid-Atlantic Express 
prepare an Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan 
for agricultural lands. 
 

 LA13-2 Pipeline operation safety is discussed in 
section 4.12.9. Section 4.8.1.1 contains a 
discussion on impacts associated with 
construction close to residences and mitigation 
measures that would be employed. 
 

 LA13-3 See section 4.10 for discussion of cultural 
resource impacts, and ongoing consultation to 
avoid and minimize possible impacts to historic 
properties. 
 

 LA13-4 Please see response to comment LA3-DC1.   
 

 LA13-5 Section 4.3.2.5 contains a discussion on 
pipeline construction and operation impacts 
and mitigation measures associated with 
surface water resources including waterbody 
crossings.  For a discussion on wildlife impacts 
see sections 4.6 and 4.7. 
 

LA13-1 

  through 

LA13-5 

LA13-6 
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 LA13-6 We appreciate all comments received on the 
DEIS.  All written and oral comments received 
prior to the FEIS being sent to the printer were 
considered and evaluated in the preparation of 
this FEIS.  We address written and oral 
comments by responding to all comments 
within the scope of this FEIS.  All project 
information is available in the Project docket.  
Please see response to comment LA1-2. 

   

 

LA13-7 Comments noted.  See comment letters LA3 
and LA4. 
 

 LA13-8 The FERC as the lead federal agency 
prepared this FEIS in compliance with the 
requirements of NEPA, the CEQ regulations 
for implementing NEPA, and the FERC’s 
regulations implementing NEPA.  All written 
and oral comments received during the public 
comment period were seriously considered.  
The FERC would consider the findings in this 
FEIS in its determination of whether the 
Project should be approved.  A final approval 
would only be granted if, after consideration of 
both environmental and non-environmental 
issues, the FERC finds that the proposed 
Project is in the public interest. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA13-7 

LA13-8 
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 LA14-1 Thank you for the additional information.  We 
have considered this in an analysis of 
alternatives in the area.  See section 3.3.3 for 
our revised analysis. 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

 

LA14-1 




