
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Responses to Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

Individuals 
 



IN1 – Larry and Shirley Smoose 

Individuals P1-311

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
IN1-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
See section 4.9.5 of the FEIS for a discussion on 
property values. 

   
 IN1-2 Impacts and mitigation measures for construction 

near water wells are described in section 4.3.1.1 
of the FEIS.  Mid-Atlantic Express would comply 
with state and local regulations and would develop 
a SPCC Plan to minimize and mitigate potential 
impacts to groundwater.  Measures included in the 
SPCC Plan would include pre- & post construction 
monitoring of existing drinking water wells within 
150 feet of the construction right-of-way.  If the 
pipeline were to leak, natural gas, being lighter 
than air, would travel up through the soil to escape 
into the atmosphere, rather than traveling down to 
groundwater sources.   

   
 IN1-3 We do not expect any disruption of the electrical 

service due to pipeline construction.  Mid-Atlantic 
Express would be responsible if any damage 
occurs. 

  IN1-1 

  IN1-2 

  IN1-3 



IN2 - Robert Sheperd 

Individuals P1-312

    
   

 
 
 
 
 

 IN2-1 
 

Please see response to comment IN8-1. 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

 IN2-1 



IN3 - Sabrina A. Burkindine 

Individuals P1-313

 IN3-1 AES would have to adhere to all applicable federal, 
state and local standards as well as any conditions 
that may be attached to the FERC Certificate and 
other agency permits and approvals if 
approved/issued.  An environmental analysis was 
completed for the Project by FERC and is 
contained in section 4 of the FEIS.  The 
environmental analysis addresses safety, 
community resources and the environment. 
 

 IN3-2 Section 2.3.1.3 discusses project dredging 
requirements. 
 

 IN3-3 Thank you for your comment. 
 

 IN3-4 The Coast Guard is responsible for issuing a Letter 
of Recommendation as to the suitability of the 
waterway for LNG marine traffic.  Section 1.3.2 of 
the FEIS further discusses the Coast Guard's 
regulatory authority.   
 

 IN3-5 Table 4.9.1-4 in the FEIS estimates permanent 
employment associated with the operation of the 
LNG terminal, power plant and pipeline at 75 
permanent employees.  
 

 IN3-6 As stated in section 1.2 of the FEIS, the Project 
would provide additional natural gas supply to meet 
the needs of Maryland and the mid-Atlantic region. 
As discussed in section 1.6, the power plant is a 
nonjurisdictional facility under FERC definition.   
 

 IN3-7 Estimated tax revenue from construction and 
operation of the Project are summarized in table 
4.9.6-1 of the FEIS. 
 
 

  IN3-1          
  through    
  IN3-7 



IN4 - Adam Udell 

Individuals P1-314

   
   
   
   

 
 

 IN4-1 Section 3.1 of the FEIS evaluates a variety of 
alternatives to the proposed Project.  The 
alternatives analyses compared quantitative 
impacts and concluded that that alternative 
projects, singly or in concert, could not satisfy the 
projected energy needs of the target markets.  
These alternatives encompass other non-
renewable fuels, renewable energy sources, and 
energy conservation. 
 

 IN4-2 Section 3.3.3 of the FEIS describes route variations 
that have been considered in order to avoid or 
minimize impacts along the pipeline route.  
 

 IN4-3 Property values are discussed in section 4.9.5 of 
the FEIS. 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  IN4-1 

  IN4-2 
  IN4-3 



IN5 – Eric Newman and Julie Norton 

Individuals P1-315

 IN5-1 The pipeline would not be authorized to go through 
or under any occupied residence or structure.  A 
site-specific construction plan would be required for 
all properties less than 50 feet from the 
construction right-of-way.  See section 3.3.3 for a 
discussion of route variations 12a and 12b. 
 

 IN5-2 Section 4.3.1.1 contains a discussion on public and 
private water supply wells.  We recommended in 
section 4.3.1.1 that prior to the start of construction, 
Mid-Atlantic Express identify all wells within 150 
feet of the construction work areas.  In the event 
that a potable water well is damaged by 
construction activities, Mid-Atlantic Express has 
agreed to provide a temporary source of water.  
Additionally, Mid-Atlantic Express would be 
responsible for the repair/replacement (to original 
capacity) of any potable water supplies damaged 
by construction activities.  Septic systems are 
discussed in section 4.8.1.1 of the FEIS.  Mid-
Atlantic Express’ Septic System Contingency Plan 
contains details regarding the steps that would be 
taken to avoid disturbance to septic systems; 
mitigate for damage to septic systems; and 
restore/replace septic systems.    
 

 IN5-3 Please see response to comment IN1-3. 
 

 IN5-4 Comment noted.  See IN5-2 and IN5-3.   
 

 IN5-5 Comment noted.  Normal pipeline construction 
activities would not result in an interruption of cable 
services.  Prior to and during construction, Mid-
Atlantic Express would consult with existing utility 
providers.  Any damage to existing services would 
be repaired to pre-construction or better conditions. 
 

     IN5-1 
 
 
  through 
 
 
     IN5-6 



IN5 – Eric Newman and Julie Norton 

Individuals P1-316

 IN5-6 See section 3.3.3 for final discussion of variations 
12A, 12B, and 12C. 
Section 4.9.5 contains a discussion on property 
values.   
 

 IN5-7 Please see response to comments IN5-2 and IN5-
3. 
 

 IN5-8 Thank you for the information. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  IN5-8 

  IN5-7 



IN6 – Pamela Green 

Individuals P1-317

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
IN6-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Section 4.3.2.4 contains discussions on sediment 
sampling and analyses, and fate and transport of 
contaminants in the marine environment. Section 
4.3.2.5 and the Consolidated Dredge Plan 
(appendix D) contain discussions on project 
dredging.  Impacts and mitigation on surface water 
resources are summarized in section 4.3.2.5.  
Impacts on aquatic species resulting from LNG 
terminal dredging are discussed in section 4.6.2.2.  
 

 IN6-2 Property values are discussed in section 4.9.5 of 
the FEIS.  
 

 IN6-3 All written and oral comments received during the 
public comment period were considered and 
evaluated in the preparation of this FEIS.  
Landowner concerns have been addressed by 
responding to all comments within the scope of this 
FEIS.   
 

 IN6-4 Section 4.11.1.4 of the FEIS describes air quality 
impacts and mitigation. 
 

 IN6-5 Comment noted. 
   
   
   
   
   
   

 IN6-2 

 IN6-3 

 IN6-5 

       IN6-4 

 IN6-1 



IN7 – Lisa and Joseph Gallick 

Individuals P1-318

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
IN7-1 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Thank you for the information. See updated section 
3.3.3 for a discussion of route variations in this 
area. 
 

 IN7-2 
 

Please see response to comment IN7-1. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN7-3 
 

Comment noted. 
 

 IN7-4 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN7-3 

 IN7-4 

 IN7-1 

 IN7-2 



IN7 – Lisa and Joseph Gallick 

Individuals P1-319

 

  
 

   
   
   

 
   

 
   

 
 
 

   
 

   
 

   
 

   
   

 
 
 



IN7 – Lisa and Joseph Gallick 

Individuals P1-320

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
   

 
 
 
 
 



IN8 – Joyce Engle 

Individuals P1-321

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
IN8-1  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Safety issues, including potential for terrorist 
attacks, related to the offshore, onshore, and 
pipeline components of the Project were 
considered during both the engineering review 
done by FERC staff and the U.S. Coast Guard's 
waterway suitability assessment process.  The 
results of these reviews are provided in section 
4.12. 
 

 IN8-2 Project construction and operation land use 
impacts are discussed in section 4.8. 
 

 IN8-3 Please see response to comment IN10-5. 
 

 IN8-4 See IN6-1.   
 

 IN8-5 FERC is required to review the applications for 
LNG terminals that are onshore or in state waters 
irrespective of location and number of applications 
received, approved or rejected. 
 

 IN8-6 All dredged material would be handled and 
disposed of in accordance with all applicable 
federal, state and local laws and regulations. 
 
 
 
 
 

     IN8-1 

     IN8-2 
     IN8-3 

  IN8-4 
  IN8-5 
  IN8-6 



IN9 – Sheri Hipsley 

Individuals P1-322

  
 
 
 
 
 
IN9-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Section 4.9 of the FEIS describes anticipated 
project impacts to social and economic values in 
the Project area. 
 

 IN9-2 Please see response to comment IN6-1. 
 

 IN9-3 Sections 4.8.4.1 and 4.9.4.2 of the FEIS contain 
discussions on potential impacts to commercial and 
recreational fishing, shipping and boating. 
 

 IN9-4 Table 4.9.1-4 in the FEIS estimates permanent 
employment associated with the operation of the 
LNG terminal, power plant and pipeline.  Estimated 
tax revenue from construction and operation of the 
Project are summarized in table 4.9.6-1 of the 
FEIS. As noted in section 1.2 of the FEIS, the 
Project would provide additional natural gas supply 
to meet the needs of Maryland and the mid-Atlantic 
region. 
 

 IN9-5 Property values are discussed in section 4.9.5 of 
the FEIS. 
 

   
 

   
 

   
   
   
   

  IN9-1 

  IN9-2 
  IN9-3 

IN9-4 

IN9-5 



IN10 – Judy Rose 

Individuals P1-323

 IN10-1 We are required to review the Project as proposed 
by the applicant.  We also look at alternatives to the 
proposal. 
 

 IN10-2 FERC is required to review the applications for 
construction and operation of LNG import facilities 
and interstate natural gas transmission facilities 
irrespective of location and number of applications 
received, approved or rejected.  The proposed 
action before FERC is to consider issuing to AES a 
Section 3 authorization for an LNG import facility in 
Baltimore County, Maryland and issuing to Mid-
Atlantic Express a Section 7 Certificate for a new 
88-mile, 30-inch diameter interstate natural gas 
pipeline.  AES and Mid-Atlantic Express have 
applied concurrently to the COE for an Individual 
Permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act 
of 1899 for dredging and structures in and under 
navigable water of the United States and the 
discharge of dredged, excavated and/or fill material 
into waters of the United States, including 
jurisdictional wetlands. 
 
Please see response to comment IN9-4. 
 

 IN10-3 Section 3 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).   
 

 IN10-4 An environmental analysis was completed for the 
Project by FERC and is contained in section 4 of 
the FEIS and includes discussions on historical, 
populated and environmentally sensitive areas. 

IN10-1 

IN10-2 

   IN10-3 

   IN10-4 

   IN10-5 

   IN10-6 

   IN10-7 

   IN10-8 



IN10 – Judy Rose 

Individuals P1-324

 IN10-5 As stated in section 4.12.5.5, the Coast Guard has 
preliminarily determined the measures necessary 
to responsibly manage LNG carrier operations in 
the waterway.  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. 
 

 IN10-6 AES and Mid-Atlantic Express’ financials are 
beyond the scope of this FEIS. 
 

 IN10-7 Please see response to comment IN6-1 and IN8-4. 
 

 IN10-8 Section 4 details potential impacts to resource 
topics of concern to the commenter and required 
mitigation measures for the Project. 
 

 IN10-9 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.  
Eminent domain may be used per Section 7(h) of 
the NGA if a negotiated agreement on the 
easement cannot be reached. 
 

 IN10-10 Please see response to comment IN10-6. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   IN10-9 

 IN10-10 
 
 through 
 
 IN10-15 
 

 IN10-16 

 IN10-17 

 IN10-18 



IN10 – Judy Rose 

Individuals P1-325

 IN10-11 AES would have to adhere to all applicable federal, 
state, and local regulations and standards, as well 
as any conditions that may be attached to the 
FERC Certificate and other agency permits and 
approvals if approved/issued.   
         FERC would implement and manage a third-
party Environmental Compliance Monitoring and 
Reporting Program.  See section 2.5 of the FEIS 
for additional information on environmental 
compliance, inspection and mitigation monitoring.  
Additionally, other federal and state agencies may 
also conduct oversight and inspection as they 
deem necessary.  After construction is completed, 
the FERC would continue to conduct oversight 
inspection and monitoring of the Project. 
          The FERC is responsible for reviewing any 
request for the abandonment of interstate natural 
gas pipelines (including the Mid-Atlantic Express 
pipeline).  Such a request would be subject to a 
separate environmental review. 
 

 IN10-12 The purpose of the Project would be to provide 
natural gas supplies to the Mid-Atlantic/South-
Atlantic region to meet the increasing energy 
demands in this region of the United States.  While 
it is true that the applicants have not identified 
specific customers in Maryland, the Mid-Atlantic 
pipeline would supply existing pipelines which have 
delivery points throughout the south and Mid-
Atlantic states and the Northeast.  The natural gas 
added to the U.S. pipeline system from the 
proposed AES LNG Terminal is a beneficial supply 
enhancement to all served by that system including 
customers in Maryland, and is a desirable 
diversification and supplement to our Nation’s 
energy supply.  Socio-economic impacts are 
discussed in section 4.9. 



IN10 – Judy Rose 

Individuals P1-326

 IN10-13 As stated in section 4.12, the FERC, Coast Guard, 
and DOT share regulatory authority over the siting, 
design, construction and operation of LNG import 
terminals.  All three agencies work in coordination 
to ensure safety and security issues are addressed.
 

 IN10-14 Section 1.2 of the FEIS contains a discussion on 
project Purpose and Need.  Analyses of LNG 
Terminal Alternatives and Mid-Atlantic Express 
Pipeline Alternatives are contained in sections 3.2 
and 3.3, respectively. 
 

 IN10-15 Please see response to comment IN10-14. 
 

 IN10-16 In May 2006, FERC issued a NOI for the Project, 
which marked the start of the period for 
stakeholders to prepare written comments on the 
Project for consideration and inclusion in the EIS.  
The NOI was sent to 2,750 interested parties, 
including federal, state and local officials; agency 
representatives; conservation organizations; 
residents within 0.5 mile of the proposed LNG 
terminal; Native American Tribes; property owners 
along the proposed pipeline route, and local 
libraries and newspapers.  FERC received over 
500 comments on the Project which were 
considered in the preparation of the DEIS.   
Written and oral comments on the DEIS were 
sought from federal, state, and local agencies and 
officials; public interest groups; organizations and 
companies; individuals and affected landowners 
and parties to this proceeding.  The complete 
distribution list for the DEIS can be found in 
appendix A of the DEIS available at 
http://elibrary.ferc.gov (Docket #CP07-62, CP07-
63, CP07-64 and CP07-65).  All written and oral 
comments received on the DEIS during the public  



IN10 – Judy Rose 

Individuals P1-327

 IN10-16 
(Cont.) 

comment period were considered and evaluated in 
the preparation of this FEIS.  Notification and public 
involvement activities are further discussed in 
section 1.5.   
The draft and final EIS efforts were undertaken with 
the participation and assistance of the Coast 
Guard, COE, EPA, and PDCNR.  The FERC as the 
lead federal agency prepared a DEIS and this FEIS 
in compliance with the requirements of NEPA, the 
CEQ regulations for implementing NEPA, and the 
FERC’s regulations implementing NEPA.   
 

 IN10-17 Sections 4.8.4.1 and 4.9.4.2 of the FEIS contain 
discussions on potential impacts to commercial and 
recreational boating and fishing.  
 
Section 4.3.2.1 of the FEIS contains a summary of 
each watershed encountered by the Project and 
any impairments to the watersheds.  Section 
4.3.2.4 contains discussions on sediment sampling 
and analyses, and fate and transport of 
contaminants in the marine environment.  Section 
4.3.2.5 contains a discussion on project dredging 
and summarizes potential surface water resources 
impacts and mitigation.  AES and Mid-Atlantic have 
applied to the COE for an Individual permit for 
proposed dredging and structures in and under 
navigable waters of the United States and the 
discharge of dredged, excavated, and/or fill 
material into the waters of the United States, 
including jurisdictional wetlands.  The decision 
whether to issue the Individual COE permit would 
be based on an evaluation of the probable impacts, 
including cumulative impacts, of the proposed 
Project on the public interest.  AES would have to 
adhere to all applicable federal, state and local 
standards as well as any conditions that may be  



IN10 – Judy Rose 

Individuals P1-328

 IN10-17 
(Cont.) 

attached to the FERC Certificate and other agency 
permits and approvals if approved/issued.  
Potential impacts to surface water resulting from 
the LNG terminal operations are discussed in 
section 4.3.2.6. 
 

 IN10-18 Please see response to comment IN10-16.  In an 
attempt to reach all interested parties, we sent 
notices to local, county, and state governments, 
elected officials, libraries, and newspapers in hopes 
that these groups would notify the general 
population. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



IN11 – Marsha A. Dalton 

Individuals P1-329

  
 
 
 
 
 
IN11-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Please see response to comment IN8-1. 
 

 IN11-2 Please see response to comment IN8-1. 
 

 IN11-3 Please see response to comment IN6-1. 
 

 IN11-4 Section 4 details potential impacts to environmental 
resources and required mitigation measures.  
Section 4.9.5 contains discussions on potential 
impacts to property values near the LNG terminal 
and along the pipeline right-of-way. 
 

 IN11-5 Please see response to comment IN11-4. 
 

 IN11-6 Please see response to comment IN9-4. 
 

   
 
 

   
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   IN11-1 
 

 through  
 

   IN11-6 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-330

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 IN12-1 Comment noted. 

 
 

 IN12-2 
 

Section 3.3.3 has been updated to reflect additional 
information obtained and the route variations 
considered and evaluated.  See section 3.3.3 for a 
discussion of route variation 12B.  
 

 IN12-3 
 

Section 3.3.3 has been updated to reflect new 
information obtained/provided for route variation 
12B. 
 

 IN12-4 See section 3.3.3 Route for a discussion of 
variations considered and a comparison of the 
proposed route and the variations considered. 
 
 

IN12-1 

IN12-2 

IN12-4 

IN12-3 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-331

  
 
 
 
IN12-5 
 

 
 
 
 
Thank you for providing the attached information.  
Section 3.3.3 has been updated to reflect new 
information obtained. 
 

 IN12-6 Please see response to comment IN12-5. 
 
 

 IN12-7 Please see response to comment IN12-5. 
 
 

 IN12-8 Comment noted. 
 

 IN12-9 Comment noted. 
 

 IN12-10 See section 3.3.3 for a discussion of these route 
variations. 
 

 IN12-11 See section 3.3.3 for a discussion of these route 
variations. 
 

 IN12-12 Comment noted. 
 

  
IN12-13 

 
FERC has considered these modifications to route 
variation 12B.  Section 3.3.3 has been updated to 
include these proposed modifications. 
 

 IN12-14 Thank you for providing the attached information. 
 

 IN12-15 Thank you for providing the attached information.  
Section 3.3.3 has been updated to reflect new 
information obtained. 
 

IN12-5 

IN12-6 

IN12-7 

IN12-8 

IN12-9 

 IN12-10 

     IN12-11 

     IN12-12 

 IN12-13 

     IN12-14 

     IN12-15 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-332

  
 
 
IN12-16 

 
 
 
FERC has considered these modifications to route 
variation 12B.  Section 3.3.3 has been updated to 
include these proposed modifications. 
 
 

 IN12-17 FERC has considered these modifications to route 
variation 12B.  Section 3.3.3 has been updated to 
include these proposed modifications. 
 

 IN12-18 FERC has considered these modifications to route 
variation 12B.  Section 3.3.3 has been updated to 
include these proposed modifications.   
 
 
 

 IN12-19 Thank you for the information. 
 

 IN12-20 Thank you for the information. 
 
 

 IN12-21 Thank you for your comment and information. 
 
 
 
 

   
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN12-16 

 IN12-17 

 IN12-18 

 IN12-20 

 IN12-21 

    IN12-19 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-333

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-334

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-335

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-336

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-337

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-338

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN12 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

Individuals P1-339

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 



IN13 - James B. Bullitt, III and Susan T. Barrett-Bullitt 

Individuals P1-340

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 

 IN13-1 The purpose of the EIS is to document the 
environmental impacts of the proposed Project. 
 

 IN13-2 Please see response to comment IN13-1. 
 

 IN13-3 See section 3.3 and section 3.10 regarding 
consideration of route variations and ongoing 
consultation to avoid and minimize possible 
impacts to the Kirks Mill Historic District. 
 

 IN13-4 Comment noted. Please see response to comment 
IN13-3. 
 

 IN13-5 Comment noted. Please see response to comment 
IN13-3. 
 

 IN13-6 See discussion in section 3.3 and section 4.10 
regarding consideration of route variation and 
ongoing consultation to avoid and minimize 
possible impacts to the Kirks Mill Historic District. 
 

   

 IN13-1 

 IN13-2 

 IN13-4 

 IN13-3 

 IN13-6 

 IN13-5 



IN13 - James B. Bullitt, III and Susan T. Barrett-Bullitt 

Individuals P1-341

 IN13-7 Comment noted. See IN13-3. 
 

 IN13-8 Comment noted. 
 

 IN13-9 Comment noted. 
 

 IN13-10 We considered, but did not recommend a route 
variation that would reroute the pipeline east of the 
Octoraro by following the existing electric 
transmission line right-of-way around the Kirks Mill 
Historic District.  An analysis of this route variation 
is contained in section 3.3.3.   
 

 IN13-11 See section 4.8.1.3. 
 

 IN13-12 Potential impacts on groundwater and water supply 
are discussed in section 4.3.1.1.  Based on field 
surveys completed by Mid-Atlantic Express and the 
USGS National Hydrography Dataset (USGS, 
2000), no springs occur within 150 feet of the 
proposed construction right-of-way.  However, 
FERC staff recommended that prior to construction, 
Mid-Atlantic Express file with the Secretary the 
locations by milepost of all springs identified within 
150 feet of construction areas.  If springs are 
identified that construction activity could impact, 
Mid-Atlantic Express would treat the spring as a 
waterbody and avoid or minimize impacts by 
following its Procedures, which would include such 
measures as maintaining water flow and installing 
erosion control devices, equipment bridges and 
culverts, as appropriate.  In addition, the installation 
of trench plugs would prevent water from migrating 
along the pipeline. 
 
 
 

IN13-7 

IN13-9 

IN13-10 

IN13-11 

IN13-12 

IN13-13 

IN13-14 

 IN13-15 

IN13-8 



IN13 - James B. Bullitt, III and Susan T. Barrett-Bullitt 

Individuals P1-342

   
 IN13-13 We agree that appropriate communication is 

extremely important.  Mid-Atlantic Express is 
required to consult with agencies and individuals 
regarding pipeline location and potential impacts on 
specific properties in order to negotiate easement 
agreements. 
 

 IN13-14 FERC requires Mid-Atlantic Express to obtain 
permission and coordinate with landowners for site 
access.  We have discussed this issue with Mid-
Atlantic Express.  If someone is on your property 
without your permission or legal document, it is 
within your right to contact local authorities. 
 

 IN13-15 Wetlands and open water delineations are 
discussed in section 4.4.  Mid-Atlantic Express has 
identified all wetlands and open waters along the 
pipeline route.   
 

 IN13-16 Section 4.7 addresses threatened, endangered and 
other special status species.  As noted in table 4.7-
2, Eastern Blue-eye Grass (Sisyrinchium 
atlanticum) is an endangered species in 
Pennsylvania.  In accordance with PDCNR’s 
request, a survey for Eastern Blue-eyed Grass was 
completed in May and June 2008.  This species 
was not found within the Project right-of-way. 
 

 IN13-17 All publicly available information is contained on the 
FERC docket, available at http://elibrary.ferc.gov 
(Docket #CP07-62, CP07-63, CP07-64 and CP07-
65).  Please contact Mid-Atlantic Express directly 
for information specific to your property. 
 
 
 

IN13-17 

IN13-18 

IN13-16 

IN13-19 



IN13 - James B. Bullitt, III and Susan T. Barrett-Bullitt 

Individuals P1-343

 IN13-18 Please see response to comment FA5-2. 
 

 IN13-19 We appreciate your interest in being involved in the 
review of this Project.  Mid-Atlantic Express 
pipeline proposed route maps are contained in 
appendix B.  Route variation maps are contained in 
section 3.3.3. 
 

 IN13-20 Pipeline safety is discussed in section 4.12.9. 
Comment noted. See IN13-3. 
 

 IN13-21 Comment noted. 
 

 IN13-22 Pipeline safety is discussed in section 4.12.9.  As 
described in section 4.12, DOT is mandated to 
provide pipeline safety under title 49, U.S.C. 
Chapter 601.  PHMSA OPS administers that 
national regulatory program to ensure the safe 
transportation of natural gas and other hazardous 
materials by pipeline.  Mid-Atlantic Express would 
comply with all pipeline safety standards and 
operational requirements.  Section 4.1.1.2 contains 
a discussion on earthquakes along the pipeline 
route.   

 IN13-23 Pipeline safety is discussed in section 4.12.9.  
 

 IN13-24 Please see response to comment IN13-10. 
 

 IN13-25 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

IN13-20 

IN13-23 

IN13-21 

IN13-22 

IN13-25 

IN13-24 



IN13 - James B. Bullitt, III and Susan T. Barrett-Bullitt 

Individuals P1-344

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 



IN14 - Steven and Joanne McNaughton 

Individuals P1-345

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 

 IN14-1 Comment noted.  
 

 IN14-2 We have updated the discussion of Route Variation 
12A in section 3.3.3. 
 

 IN14-3 Pipeline safety is discussed in sections 4.12.9, 
4.12.10 and 4.12.11. 
 

 IN14-4 Section 4.8.1.1 contains a discussion on impacts 
associated with construction close to residences 
and mitigation measures that would be employed.  
Section 4.12.9 of the FEIS addresses pipeline 
safety standards and section 4.12.11 contains a 
discussion on public safety. 

   

IN14-1 

IN14-2 

IN14-3 

IN14-4 



IN14 - Steven and Joanne McNaughton 

Individuals P1-346

   
   

 
 
 
 

 IN14-5 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN14-6 See revised discussion of pipeline route variations 
in section 3.3.3. 
 
 
 

   
 IN14-7 

 
Comment noted. 
 
 
 

 IN14-8 Comment noted. 
 

   
   
   

 
 
 
 

 IN14-5 

 IN14-6 

 IN14-7 

 IN14-8 



IN14 - Steven and Joanne McNaughton 

Individuals P1-347

   
 
 
 
 
 

 IN14-9 Thank you for the information. 
 

   
   

 
 
 

 IN14-10 Comment noted. 
 
 
 

 IN14-11 Comment noted. 
 
 
 

 IN14-12 Comment noted. 
 
 

 IN14-13 Please see response to comment IN14-5. 
 
 
 

 IN14-14 Please see response to comment IN14-5. 
 

 IN14-15 Please see response to comment IN14-5. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN14-9 

 IN14-10 

 IN14-11 

 IN14-12 

 IN14-13 

 IN14-14 

 IN14-15 



IN14 - Steven and Joanne McNaughton 

Individuals P1-348

   
   

 
 

 IN14-16 Comments noted. 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

 IN14-17 Comment noted.  See section 3.3.3. 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 

   
 
 

 IN14-16 

 IN14-17 



 

Individuals P1-349

 



IN15 - Brian Fenimore 

  P1-349  Individuals 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
IN15-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Appendix U includes the site-specific residential plans.  
Mid-Atlantic Express provided landowners having 
residences within 25 feet of construction workspace 
with site-specific plans. Please contact Mid-Atlantic 
Express directly for information specific to your 
property.   
 

 IN15-2 FEIS section 4.8.1 discusses existing residences near 
pipeline facilities.  Pipeline construction techniques are 
discussed in section 2.3.2. 
 

 IN15-3 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 
 
 

 IN15-4 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 
 

 IN15-5 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 
 

 IN15-6 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 
 

   
 
 

   

IN15-1 

IN15-2 

IN15-3 

IN15-4 

IN15-5 

IN15-6 



IN15 - Brian Fenimore 

  P1-350  Individuals 

   
   
   
 IN15-7 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 

 
 IN15-8 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 

 
 IN15-9 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 

 
 IN15-10 Specific restoration methods in residential areas should 

be discussed as part of the easement negotiations. 
 

 IN15-11 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 
 

 IN15-12 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 
 

 IN15-13 Please see response to comment IN15-2. 
 

 IN15-14 The plans and mitigation measures recommended by 
FERC are summarized in section 5 of this FEIS.  
Copies of many of these plans are provided as 
appendices to the FEIS. 
 

 IN15-15 Anticipated impacts to wetlands resulting from pipeline 
construction are discussed in section 4.4.3 of the FEIS.  
Proper implementation of the Mid-Atlantic Express ECP 
will serve to minimize impacts on these resources as 
well as compliance with associated federal and state 
permit requirements (e.g., COE permit and State 
issued 401 Water Quality Certification).  Also, 
anticipated impacts to terrestrial species are discussed 
in section 4.6.1. 
 
 
 
 

 IN15-8 
 IN15-7 

 IN15-13 

 IN15-14 

 IN15-15 

 IN15-9 

 IN15-10 

 IN15-11 
 IN15-12 



IN16 - Peter D. Deen 

  P1-351  Individuals 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN16-1 LNG and pipeline safety and security issues are 
addressed in section 4.12 of the FEIS. Anticipated 
impacts to the environment are addressed in 
section 4.0. 

   
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

IN16-1 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-352  Individuals 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

 IN17-1 All comments received previously have been 
reviewed and addressed with equal consideration. 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

 IN17-2 Site-specific residential plans are included as 
Appendix U of the FEIS.  Comments filed after the 
close of the comment period are included in the 
Docket for the project.  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.   

   

IN17-1 

IN17-2 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-353  Individuals 

 IN17-3.1 Site-specific residential plans are included as 
Appendix U of the FEIS.  These plans were revised 
to include several items, such as easement width 
and scale, which were not provided in the first draft 
of these plans.  Some utilities may not be able to 
be identified until final surveys are completed.  See 
section 4.8.2. 
 

 IN17-3.2 Please see response to comment IN17-3.1 
 

 IN17-3.3 Please see response to comment IN17-3.1 
 

 IN17-3.4 Revised plans for crossing Victoria’s Crossing HOA 
property were filed in the Docket on October 6, 
2008.  The plans include additional engineering 
design and construction techniques to minimize 
impacts to HOA property.  Prior to construction, 
Mid-Atlantic Express would be required to prepare 
construction alignment sheets that include the 
details you are requesting.  Additional alignment 
details can be discussed during easement 
negotiations between the applicant and the HOA. 
 

 IN17-3.5 Mid-Atlantic Express must adhere to its ECP 
regarding silt-fence placement as well as any 
local/state E&S permitting conditions.  FEIS section 
2.3.2 discusses specialized construction 
techniques in residential areas. 
 

 IN17-3.6 An EI is only required by FERC throughout a 
project’s construction and restoration phases.  
Therefore, annual registration seems unwarranted 
given the short duration of the pipeline installation. 
 

 IN17-3.7 See revised discussion in section 4.8.1 for 
recommendation regarding consultation with the 
HOA prior to construction. 

IN17-3.3

IN17-3.8 

IN17-3.6 

IN17-3.13 

IN17-3.14 

IN17-3.12 

IN17-3.2 

IN17-3.1 

IN17-3.4 

IN17-3.5 

IN17-3.7 

IN17-3.11 
IN17-3.10 

IN17-3.9 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-354  Individuals 

 IN17-3.8 Please see response to comment IN17-3.1. 
 

 IN17-3.9 Comment noted. 
 

 IN17-3.10 Comment noted. 
 

IN17-3.11 
 

The HOA may include these measures in its 
easement negotiations. 
 

IN17-3.12 Mid-Atlantic Express’s ECP requires that follow-up 
inspections of all disturbed areas after the first and 
second growing seasons to determine the success 
of revegetation.  In addition, The project sponsor 
shall file with the Secretary quarterly activity reports 
documenting problems, including those identified 
by the landowner, and corrective actions taken for 
at least 2 years following construction. 
 

 

IN17-3.13 We disagree that the use of HDD technique would 
reduce environmental impacts.  Crossings of these 
streams using HDD method would require larger 
extra workspaces at both the entry and exit points 
and would require pipe laydown area.  This would 
increase vegetation clearing.  We believe that 
installation of erosion control measures along the 
storm drain would minimize runoff. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IN17-4 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-355  Individuals 

IN17-3.14 The proposed pipeline would not “tie-in” to the 
Columbia mainline.  The “mainline tie in” refers to 
connecting a new pipe joint to the section of the 
pipe that would already be installed in the ground – 
see figure 2.3.2-1.  The “secured cap” would be 
installed on the end of the pipeline segment to 
prevent damage to the pipe or injury to the public.  
In most cases, the pipe segment would be installed 
the next day.  Section 2.3.2 describes construction 
techniques in residential areas. 

   
 IN17-4 Should a certificate be issued, an environmental 

inspection and monitoring program would be 
implemented to ensure all conditions of the 
Certificate and other requirements by permit-
authorizing federal, state and local agencies are 
met.  If an environmental issue is encountered, the 
landowner should first contact Mid-Atlantic Express 
to address and resolve the issue.  If the landowner 
is not satisfied, he or she may contact the 
Commission’s enforcement hotline.  We also 
recommended that Mid-Atlantic Express develop 
environmental complaint resolution procedures and 
mail them to affected landowners.  The procedures 
would address construction-related problems 
encountered for 3 years following completion of the 
project. 
 

   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-356  Individuals 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

 IN17-5 Section 4.12.9 addresses Pipeline Safety 
Standards.  OPS regulations do not specify 
technologies in order to achieve their mandated 
performance standards. 

   
   

 

IN17-5 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-357  Individuals 

   
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-358  Individuals 

   
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-359  Individuals 

 IN17-6.1 FERC has recommended Mid-Atlantic Express 
develop a site specific plan for the Victoria 
Crossing HOA “common area” in consultation with 
the HOA. 
 

 IN17-6.2 There is no evidence to support that performing 
cross-overs is an unsafe practice.  Please note that 
cross-overs are below-grade where, for example, a 
looping pipeline will cross (typically beneath) the 
extant pipeline in order to access the other side of 
the easement.  Cross-overs are not to be confused 
with “aerial crossings” where the pipeline exits the 
ground. 
 

 IN17-6.3 Section 3.3.1 addresses pipeline system 
alternatives, including the existing Columbia Gas 
System - which does not have sufficient capacity to 
transport the volumes proposed by Mid-Atlantic 
Express.  Regardless, an incremental reduction in 
the diameter of the pipeline would not reduce the 
workspace/easement needs for the Project as the 
type of equipment and construction practices are 
identical. 
 

 IN17-6.4 See response IN17-6.3. 
 

 IN17-6.5 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 during the formal public comment period 
and later have been considered and evaluated in 
the preparation of this FEIS.  
 
 

IN17-6.2 

IN17-6.1 

IN17-6.7 

IN17-7.1 

IN17-6.4 

IN17-6.3 

IN17-6.6 
IN17-6.5 

IN17-7.2 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-360  Individuals 

 IN17-6.6 Table F has been updated to include all residences 
and other structures within 50 feet of the 
construction work area for the proposed pipeline 
route. 
 

 IN17-6.7 Comment noted. 
 

 IN17-7.1 The alternatives analysis contained in Section 3.3 
identifies and discusses the pipeline system 
alternatives and route variations considered for the 
Project. 
 

 IN17-7.2 Comment noted.  Section 3.3.3 includes a 
discussion on route variation 9. 

   
 IN17-7.3 The ownership does not affect how the well is 

protected. 
 

 IN17-7.4 Section 4.2.3 indicates that there will be 
segregation of topsoil. 
 

 IN17-7.5 Comments noted. Sections 4.9.5 and 4.9.6 
adequately address property values and tax 
revenues. 
 

 IN17-7.6 Comment noted.  See comment IN17-6.5.  The 
Forest Stand Delineation, Forest Conservation 
Plan, and Exotic Invasive Species Control Plan are 
Maryland-specific regulatory requirements. 
 

 IN17-7.7 The text is not assumptive and is appropriately 
descriptive. 
 

 IN17-7.8 Requirement only relevant if a Certificate is issued. 
 

 IN17-7.9 Comments noted.  Current text and requirement as 
written are appropriate. 

IN17-7.5 

IN17-7.4 

IN17-7.7 

IN17-7.6 

IN17-7.9 

IN17-7.8 

IN17-7.12 

IN17-7.10 
IN17-7.11 

IN17-7.3 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-361  Individuals 

 IN17-7.10 Text adequately descriptive.  
 

 IN17-7.11 Current text is appropriate. 
 

 IN17-7.12 Current text is adequately inclusive. 
 

 IN17-7.13 Condition in section 4.8.2, along with other 
residential construction requirements placed upon 
Mid-Atlantic Express are adequate. 
 

 IN17-7.14 Notification was based on landowner proximity to 
the proposed pipeline and not the utility service. 
 

 IN17-7.15 Please see response to comment IN17-7.16. 
 

 IN17-7.16 Section 4.8.1 addresses impacts to Existing and 
Planned Residences and Developments along the 
proposed pipeline route, including areas were site 
specific plans for crossings of individual properties 
are recommended to be developed in consultation 
with property owners.   
 

 IN17-7.17 This is beyond the scope of FERC authority. 
 

 IN17-7.18 Conditions as drafted are appropriate. 
 

 IN17-7.19 Comment noted. 
 

 IN17-7.20 Please see response to comment IN17-6.2.  Forest 
is the dominant land use type along these MPs. 
 

 IN17-7.21 Section 4.8.1 of the FEIS recommends that Mid-
Atlantic provides site specific plans for each 
residence within 50’ of the pipeline work space.   
 
 
 

IN17-7.22 

IN17-7.21 

IN17-7.13 

IN17-7.15 
IN17-7.14 

IN17-7.17 
IN17-7.16 

IN17-7.19 

IN17-7.18 

IN17-7.20 



IN17 – Lisa Van Houston (Van Houten) 

  P1-362  Individuals 

 IN17-7.22 Comment noted.  Table footnotes are as 
designated by PDEP.  Surface water body 
classifications and sensitive waterbodies are 
discussed in section 4.3.2. 
 

 IN17-7.23 Annual ryegrass was selected as a rapid, non-
persistent cover crop.  Invasive species will be 
monitored for a period of 3-5 years.  The 
monitoring entity will be selected in the future. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IN17-7.23 



IN18 - William E. Murphy 

  P1-363  Individuals 

   
   
   

 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN18-1 Anticipated impacts to the environment are 
addressed in section 4.0 of the FEIS. Description of 
sediment sample collection, analysis, and 
discussion of potential impacts are provided in 
section 4.3.2 of the FEIS. 
 

 IN18-2 Potential project impacts to property values are 
described in section 4.9.5 of the FEIS. 
 

   
   

 
 

   
 
 
 
 

IN18-1 

IN18-2 



IN18 - William E. Murphy 

  P1-364  Individuals 

   
 
 

   
 
 

 IN18-3 Please see response to comment IN8-1. 
 
 

   
   

 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

IN18-3 



IN19 - Nancy and Cliff Pollack 

  P1-365  Individuals 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

 IN19-1 Section 3.1 of the FEIS describes alternative fuels 
and energy sources considered.  Section 3.3.1 
discusses Pipeline System Alternatives and 
specifically addresses the Columbia system.  
 

 IN19-2  Section 3.3 of the FEIS describes pipeline route 
alternatives and variations under consideration. 
 
 

 IN19-3 AES has committed to moving the MLBV at MP 
84.65 away from the houses at the end of Red 
Tail Circle and closer to the Pennsylvania 
Turnpike. 
 

   

IN19-1 

IN19-2 

IN19-3 



IN19 - Nancy and Cliff Pollack 

  P1-366  Individuals 

   
 

   
 

 IN19-4 Section 4.12 of the FEIS describes project 
reliability and safety.  Section 4.12.8 specifically 
addresses terrorism and security issues. 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

IN19-4 



IN20 - Thomas Sumeson 

  P1-367  Individuals 

   
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

 IN20-1  As discussed in section 4.12.8, ships are required 
to provide a 96-hour advance notification with a 
ship manifest to the Coast Guard. 
 
 

 IN20-2 There is no federal mandate requiring the use of 
U.S. mariners on LNG vessels calling on near-
shore or on-shore facilities.  Arrangements for the 
use of U.S. mariners has developed under 
voluntary agreements between the U.S. Maritime 
Administration and the on-shore facility operators.  

   
 
 
 

   

IN20-1 

IN20-2 



IN21 - Elizabeth A. Anan 

  P1-368  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
   
   

 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

 IN21-1 Please see response to comment IN8-1. 
 
 

 IN21-2 Section 4.8.4 contains discussions on boating, 
fishing and waterfowl hunting. 
 

 IN21-3 Section 4.9 of the FEIS describes anticipated 
impacts to the social and economic values of the 
area; section 4.9.4 specifically describes impacts to 
transportation and vessel traffic, including cruise 
and cargo ships.  

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

IN21-1 

IN21-2 

IN21-3 



IN22 - Carolyn McArthur 

  P1-369  Individuals 

   
   
   

 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN22-1 The proposed design complies with federal siting 
standards contained in 49 CFR 193.  The exclusion 
zones associated with the Project would not extend 
beyond land owned by SPS Limited Partnership 
LLP (the owner of the terminal site).   
 
 

 IN22-2 As discussed in section 4.12.6, AES would be 
required to develop an Emergency Response Plan.  
The plan would be developed in consultation with 
the Coast Guard, state, county, and local 
emergency planning groups, fire departments and 
law enforcement 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. 
 

 IN22-3 Alternatives to the proposed terminal location are 
described in detail in section 3.2 of the FEIS. 

IN22-1 

IN22-2 

IN22-3 



IN22 - Carolyn McArthur 

  P1-370  Individuals 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-371  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

 IN23-1 See revised section 3.3.3 for discussion of 
route variations considered and analyzed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-2 All written and oral comments received during 
the public comment period were considered 
and evaluated in the preparation of this FEIS. 

   
 IN23-3 Comment noted. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

IN23-1 

IN23-2 

IN23-3 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-372  Individuals 

   
 
 
 

 IN23-4 Comments noted. Section 3.3.3 Route 
Variation 12 contains discussion of each of the 
variations evaluated in this area. Table 3.3.3-
11, Table 3.3.3-12, and Table 3.3.3-13 contain 
a comparison of route variations 12A, 12B, 
12C and the proposed route. 
 
 
 

   
 

 IN23-5 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-6 Comment noted. 
 
 
 

   
 
 

 IN23-7 We do not have information that indicates fiber 
optic cables are housed within an existing 
Columbia Gas Pipeline.  Fiber optic cables are 
often run adjacent to existing pipelines, and it 
is also known that portions of the pipeline route 
contain fiber optic cables.  The purpose and 
need for conducting an alternatives analysis is 
presented in section 3.0. 

   IN23-4 

IN23-5 

IN23-6 

IN23-7 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-373  Individuals 

   
 
 
 

 IN23-8 Comment noted. 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-9 Comment noted.  The purpose and need for 
conducting an alternatives analysis is 
presented in section 3.0. 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-10 Comment noted.  The purpose and need for 
conducting an alternatives analysis is 
presented in section 3.0. 
 

   
 
 

IN23-8 

IN23-9 

IN23-10 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-374  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 

 IN23-11 Comment noted.  The purpose and need for 
conducting an alternatives analysis is 
presented in section 3.0. 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-12 Comment noted.  The purpose and need for 
conducting an alternatives analysis is 
presented in section 3.0. 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-13 Comment noted.  The purpose and need for 
conducting an alternatives analysis is 
presented in section 3.0. 
 
 

IN23-12 

IN23-13 

IN23-11 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-375  Individuals 

   
   

 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

 IN23-14 
 

Comment noted.  The purpose and need for 
conducting an alternatives analysis is 
presented in section 3.0. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-15 Comment noted. 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-16 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 

IN23-15 

IN23-16 

IN23-14 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-376  Individuals 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

 IN23-17 
 

Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

 IN23-18 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

IN23-18 

IN23-17 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-377  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 

 IN23-19 Comments noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

IN23-19 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-378  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 



IN23 – Andrew Durkin 

  P1-379  Individuals 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

 



IN24 - Elizabeth A. Anan 

  P1-380  Individuals 

   
   

 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

 IN24-1 Please see response to comment IN8-1. 
 

 IN24-2 Section 4.8.4. contains discussions on boating, 
fishing and waterfowl hunting. 
 

 IN24-3 Section 4.9 of the FEIS describes anticipated 
impacts to the social and economic values of the 
area; section 4.9.4 specifically describes impacts to 
transportation and vessel traffic, including cruise 
and cargo ships. 

   
 

   
 

   
 

IN24-1 

IN24-2 

IN24-3 



IN25 - Rick and Diane MacDougall 

  P1-381  Individuals 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 

   
 
 
 



IN25 - Rick and Diane MacDougall 

  P1-382  Individuals 

  
 
 
 
 
 
IN25-1  

 
 
 
 
 
 
AES would employ an environmental bucket for 
digging all of the soft sediment.  The environmental 
bucket would be equipped with sealing gaskets or 
overlapping seals at the jaws, and seals or flaps 
positioned at the vent openings to minimize the 
loss of sediment during transport through the water 
column and into the hopper scow. The 
environmental bucket would also be equipped with 
a sensor to ensure complete bucket closure prior to 
hoisting.  The use of these and other BMPs with 
regard to dredging would serve to minimize these 
temporary and localized anticipated impacts.   
 

 IN25-2 We address Turners Station in the Environmental 
Justice discussion in Section 4.9.    
 

 IN25-3 Section 4.0 of the FEIS describes impacts to the 
environment.  Specifically, sections 4.5 and 4.6 
analyze impacts to vegetation and wildlife, 
respectively. 
 

 IN25-4 Section 4.8.4 addresses boating and fishing. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 

IN25-1 

IN25-2 

IN25-3 

IN25-4 



IN26 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

  P1-383  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN26-1 See section 3.3.3 Route Variation 12 for an 
updated discussion on pipeline route variations 
 
 

 IN26-2 Comment noted. 
 
 

 IN26-3 Comment noted. 
 

 IN26-4 Comment noted. 
 
 

 IN26-5 Comment noted.  See section 4.8.1 for a 
discussion about construction around homes 
within 50’ of the construction work area.  
 
 
 
 

 IN26-6 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 

IN26-1 

IN26-2 

IN26-3 

IN26-4 

IN26-5 

IN26-6 



IN26 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

  P1-384  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

 IN26-7 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 

 IN26-8 Comment noted. 
 
 
 

 IN26-9 Comment noted. 
 

 IN26-10 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

IN26-7 

IN26-8 

IN26-9 

IN26-10 



IN26 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

  P1-385  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 

 IN26-11 Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

IN26-11 



IN26 – Richard J. and Victoria S. Channell 

  P1-386  Individuals 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 
 
 

 




