
INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND351 – Sandra Mills 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-790 

 

IND351-1 See discussion in section 4.3.2.3 regarding the withdrawal and discharge of 
water used for hydrostatic testing.  Discharge of the water would be regulated 
under the federal National Pollution Discharge Elimination System as 
administered by the state and would be done in accordance to the mitigation 
procedures presented in section 4.3.2.3 to protect the receiving waters. 

IND351-2 Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative 
provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the 
corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it 
be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND351-1 

IND351-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND401 – Paul Lichty 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-791 

 

IND401-1 As discussed in section 2.3.1.7, all work areas would be graded and restored 
to preconstruction contours and natural drainage patterns within 20 days of 
backfilling the trench (10 days in residential areas).  NEXUS would conduct 
restoration activities in accordance with landowner agreements. 

IND401-2 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND401-3 Comment noted. 

IND401-1 

IND401-2 

IND401-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND404 – Marc Rinehart 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-792 

 

IND404-1 FERC has considered and evaluated many alternatives to the proposed project 
as described in section 3 of the EIS. 

IND404-2 Comment noted. 

IND404-3 The FERC is an independent agency that regulates the interstate transmission 
of natural gas, oil, and electricity.  As discussed in section 1.1.1, the 
Commission’s purpose for reviewing the Projects is based on its obligations 
under the Natural Gas Act.  Because the applicants propose facilities for the 
transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce that are subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission, their applications must be considered by the 
Commission.   The Commission’s analysis of whether a proposed project is 
required by the public convenience and necessity consists of multiple steps.  
The Commission’s Statement of Policy on the Certification of New Interstate 
Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities explains that in deciding whether to authorize 
the construction of major new pipeline facilities, the Commission must first 
balance the public benefits against the adverse effects on specific economic 
interests.  The Commission does not limit its evaluation of public benefits to 
landowners and communities directly affected by the project.  Rather, public 
benefits also can be evaluated on a regional or national scale.  This includes 
the benefits of providing natural gas to another country.  In other words, a 
project may be in the public convenience and necessity if it has public benefits 
on a regional or national scale, even if it does not directly benefit the 
landowners or local communities directly affected by the Project. 

IND404-1 

IND404-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND404 – Marc Rinehart (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-793 

 

IND404-4 Comment noted. 

IND404-5 Comment noted. 

IND404-6 Comment noted. 

IND404-7 Based on our review, we did not find that route alternatives away from the 
City of Green provide a substantial environmental advantage when compared 
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend 
that they be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND404-3 
(cont’d) 

IND404-4 

IND404-5 

IND404-6 

IND404-7 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND405 – Rae Buckley 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-794 

 

IND405-1 Surveys for protected bat species were conducted between May 15 and 
August 12, 2016, and were 100% complete along the entire Project route as 
of August 13, 2016. See section 4.8.1.1 for a discussion of protected bat 
species. 

IND405-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND418 – Nelson Miller 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-795 

 

IND418-1 The types of impacts on property values and land use would be similar on the 
City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed route.  Sections 4.10.8 and 
4.9.2 describe the nature of these impacts.  However, based on our review, we 
did not find the City of Green Route Alternative provides a substantial 
environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding segment of the 
proposed route and did not recommend that it be incorporated as part of the 
Projects. 

IND418-2 See response to comment IND418-1. 

IND418-3 See response to comment IND418-1. 

IND418-1 

IND418-2 

IND418-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND418 – Nelson Miller (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-796 

 

IND418-4 See section 3.3.3 for a discussion of potential impacts of the City of Green 
Route Alternative on Amish farmers, including safety concerns for horse and 
buggy transportation.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND418-3 
(cont’d) 

IND418-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND419 – Joyce Parker 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-797 

 

IND419-1 Comment noted. 

IND419-2 FERC encourages cooperation between NEXUS and Texas Eastern and state 
and local authorities; however, state and local agencies, through the 
application of state and local laws, may not prohibit or unreasonably delay the 
construction or operation of facilities approved by FERC.  Any state or local 
permits issued with respect to jurisdictional facilities must be consistent with 
the conditions of any authorization issued by FERC. For more information, 
please see section 1.5 of the EIS. 

IND419-1 

IND419-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND436 – Edmund Miller 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-798 

 

IND436-1 See section 3.4.17 for an updated discussion of the Luckey Road Route 
Variation. 

IND436-2 See response to comment IND436-1. 

IND436-3 See response to comment IND436-1. 

IND436-4  See response to comment IND436-1. 

IND436-1 

IND436-2 

IND436-3 

IND436-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND436 – Edmund Miller (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-799 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND436 – Edmund Miller (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-800 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND438 – Marcia Kudlinksi 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-801 

 

IND438-1 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND438-2 See section 3 of the EIS for a discussion and analysis of all alternatives 
evaluated. 

IND438-1 

IND438-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND448 – Oren A. Sanderson and Dianne M. Sanderson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-802 

 

IND448-1 As discussed in section 4.9.3, an easement agreement between a company and 
a landowner typically specifies compensation for losses resulting from 
construction, including losses of resources and damages to crops.  However, 
based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative 
provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the 
corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it 
be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND448-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND448 – Oren A. Sanderson and Dianne M. Sanderson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-803 

 

IND448-2 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND448-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND449 – Randy Berry, Sue Anne Berry, Herbert Berry, Anita Berry 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-804 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND449 – Randy Berry, Sue Anne Berry, Herbert Berry, Anita Berry (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-805 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND449 – Randy Berry, Sue Anne Berry, Herbert Berry, Anita Berry (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-806 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND449 – Randy Berry, Sue Anne Berry, Herbert Berry, Anita Berry (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-807 

 

IND449-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND449-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND450 – David and Rachel Mast 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-808 

 

IND450-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND450-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND451 – Gary Schoen 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-809 

 

IND451-1 See responses to comments CO12-1 and CO40-1. 

IND451-2 Comment noted. Meeting locations were selected to provide access to all 
affected landowners along the route with a reasonable travel distance.  

IND451-3 See responses to comments CO12-1 and CO12-2. 
IND451-1 

IND451-2 

IND451-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND451 – Gary Schoen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-810 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND451 – Gary Schoen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-811 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND452 – Judy Bonnell-Wenzel 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-812 

 

IND452-1 Executive Order 12898 Federal Action to Address Environmental Justice in 
Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations requires federal agencies 
to consider if impacts on human health or the environment (including social 
and economic aspects) would be disproportionately high and adverse for 
minority and low-income populations and appreciably exceed impacts on the 
general population or other comparison group. See section 4.10.10 for a 
discussion of environmental justice associated with the proposed Project. 

IND452-2 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND452-1 

IND452-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND453 – Henry and Oletha Zaborniak 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-813 

 

IND453-1 Most copies of the document were sent on CD instead of as paper copies to 
minimize cost and waste. 

IND453-2 Comment noted. 

IND453-1 

IND453-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND453 – Henry and Oletha Zaborniak (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-814 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND453 – Henry and Oletha Zaborniak (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-815 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND453 – Henry and Oletha Zaborniak (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-816 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND454 – No Name  

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-817 

 

IND454-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND454-2 See section 4.13 for a discussion of pipeline reliability and safety. 

IND454-1 

IND454-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND455 – Gary Schoen 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-818 

 

IND455-1 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND455-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND455 – Gary Schoen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-819 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND456 – Faith Costilow 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-820 

 

IND456-1 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

IND456-2 Comment noted. 

IND456-3 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND456-4 See responses to comments CO12-1 and CO12-2. 

IND456-5 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND456-1 

IND456-2 

IND456-3 

IND456-4 

IND456-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND457 – Christopher A. McMahan 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-821 

 

IND457-1 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values and 
section 4.10.9 for a discussion of impacts to the economy and tax revenues. 

IND457-2 See section 4.8 for results of field surveys and a discussion of potential 
impacts to protected species. 

IND457-1 

IND457-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND458 – Raymond and Annette (Wuitowicz) Lengyel  

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-822 

 

IND458-1 See section 3.4.15 for an updated discussion of the Butler Road Route 
Variation. 

  

IND458-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND458 – Raymond and Annette (Wuitowicz) Lengyel (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-823 

 

IND458-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND458 – Raymond and Annette (Wuitowicz) Lengyel (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-824 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND459 – Dawson Alsdorf 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-825 

 

IND459-1 The types of impacts on cultural resources, migratory birds, public safety, 
property values, soils, and land use would be similar on the City of Green 
Alternative as the proposed route.  Sections 4.11, 4.6.6, 4.13, 4.10.8, 4.2 and 
4.9 describe the nature of these impacts.  Based on our review in section 3.3.3, 
we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative provides a substantial 
environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding segment of the 
proposed route and did not recommend that it be incorporated as part of the 
Projects. 

IND459-2 See section 4.8.2 for a discussion of potential impacts on Sandhill cranes. 

IND459-3 See response to comment IND459-1. 

IND459-1 

IND459-2 

IND459-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND459 – Dawson Alsdorf (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-826 

 

IND459-4 See response to comment IND459-1. 

IND459-5 See response to comment IND459-1. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project.  NEXUS shall include in the 
program a commitment to file with the Secretary quarterly reports for a period 
of 5 years following construction documenting any crop-related problems and 
describing any corrective action taken to remedy those problems.  The 
program shall stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop 
productivity are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall 
provide documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners 
have agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary.  

IND459-6 See response to comment IND459-1. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project.  NEXUS shall include in the 
program a commitment to file with the Secretary quarterly reports for a period 
of 5 years following construction documenting any crop-related problems and 
describing any corrective action taken to remedy those problems.  The 
program shall stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop 
productivity are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall 
provide documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners 
have agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary.  

IND459-4 

IND459-5 

IND459-6 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND461 – Sam Miller 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-827 

 

IND461-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND461-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND462 – Claude Doering 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-828 

 

IND462-1 The types of impacts on organic farms, drain tiles, and forests would be 
similar on the City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed route.  Sections 
4.9.5.1, 4.9.5.4, and 4.9.2 describe the nature of these impacts.  However, 
based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative 
provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the 
corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it 
be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND462-2 See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of mitigation measures on agricultural lands. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project.  NEXUS shall include in the 
program a commitment to file with the Secretary quarterly reports for a period 
of 5 years following construction documenting any crop-related problems and 
describing any corrective action taken to remedy those problems.  The 
program shall stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop 
productivity are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall 
provide documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners 
have agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary.  

IND462-3 See response to comment IND10-1. 

IND462-4 See response to comment IND10-1. 

IND462-1 

IND462-2 

IND462-3 

IND462-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND463 – Dr. Annis Pratt 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-829 

 

IND463-1 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.  

IND463-2 See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of mitigation measures on agricultural lands. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project.  NEXUS shall include in the 
program a commitment to file with the Secretary quarterly reports for a period 
of 5 years following construction documenting any crop-related problems and 
describing any corrective action taken to remedy those problems.  The 
program shall stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop 
productivity are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall 
provide documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners 
have agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary.  

IND463-3 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND463-1 

IND463-2 

IND463-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND465 – Susan Mykrantz 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-830 

 

IND465-1 The types of impacts on farming, soil and water conservation land, 
economics, steep slopes, wetlands, the Killbuck Marsh Area, Shreve Swamp, 
and construction costs would be similar on the City of Green Route 
Alternative as the proposed route.  Sections 4.9.2, 4.9.5.2, 4.9.5.3, 4.10, 4.2, 
4.4, and 3.3.3 describe the nature of these impacts.  However, based on our 
review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative provides a 
substantial environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding 
segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it be incorporated 
as part of the Projects. 

IND465-2 See response to comment IND465-1. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project.  NEXUS shall include in the 
program a commitment to file with the Secretary quarterly reports for a period 
of 5 years following construction documenting any crop-related problems and 
describing any corrective action taken to remedy those problems.  The 
program shall stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop 
productivity are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall 
provide documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners 
have agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary. 

IND465-3 See response to comment IND465-1. 

IND465-4 See response to comment IND465-1. 

IND465-5 See response to comment IND465-1. 

IND465-6 See response to comment IND465-1. 

IND465-7 See response to comment IND465-1. 

IND465-1 

IND465-2 

IND465-3 

IND465-4 

IND465-5 

IND465-6 

IND465-7 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND466 – Joel Montgomery 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-831 

 

IND466-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND466-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND467 – Laurie Wielfaert 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-832 

 

IND467-1 Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in Section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS' 
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).  

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project.  NEXUS shall include in the 
program a commitment to file with the Secretary quarterly reports for a period 
of 5 years following construction documenting any crop-related problems and 
describing any corrective action taken to remedy those problems.  The 
program shall stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop 
productivity are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall 
provide documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners 
have agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary. 

IND467-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND468 – Paul Wielfaert 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-833 

 

IND468-1 Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in Section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS' 
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).  

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project.  NEXUS shall include in the 
program a commitment to file with the Secretary quarterly reports for a period 
of 5 years following construction documenting any crop-related problems and 
describing any corrective action taken to remedy those problems.  The 
program shall stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop 
productivity are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall 
provide documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners 
have agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary.  IND468-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND469 – Kim Detchon 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-834 

 

IND469-1 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to 
groundwater resources. 

IND469-2 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND469-1 

IND469-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND470 – Tina Cauller 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-835 

 

IND470-1 See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of mitigation measures on agricultural lands. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project.  NEXUS shall include in the 
program a commitment to file with the Secretary quarterly reports for a period 
of 5 years following construction documenting any crop-related problems and 
describing any corrective action taken to remedy those problems.  The 
program shall stipulate that if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop 
productivity are successful prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall 
provide documentation in its quarterly reports indicating which landowners 
have agreed that monitoring is no longer necessary. 

IND470-2 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND470-3 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to 
groundwater resources. 

IND470-4 Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT 
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state 
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate 
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire, 
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel, 
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency. 

IND470-5 Comment noted. 

IND470-1 

IND470-2 

IND470-3 

IND470-4 

IND470-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND470 – Tina Cauller (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-836 

 

  

IND470-5 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND471 – Robert Turnbaugh 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-837 

 

IND471-1 As discussed in section 2.3.1.7, all work areas would be graded and restored 
to preconstruction contours and natural drainage patterns within 20 days of 
backfilling the trench (10 days in residential areas).  NEXUS would conduct 
restoration activities in accordance with landowner agreements. 

IND471-2 See response to comment IND471-1. 

IND471-3 The nearest compressor station to the property is the Wadsworth Compressor 
Station at pipeline milepost 63.5.  See section 4.12.1 for a discussion of 
potential emissions associated with compressor station operation, including 
public health impacts. 

IND471-1 

IND471-2 

IND471-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND471 – Robert Turnbaugh (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-838 

 

  

IND471-3 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND472 – Margaret Lyell 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-839 

 

IND472-1 Comment noted. 

IND472-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND472 – Margaret Lyell (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-840 

 

IND472-2 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to 
groundwater resources, and pre- and post-construction monitoring of water 
wells. 

IND472-3 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed project 
and section 4.13.1 identifies specific safety measures NEXUS would 
implement along the pipeline route, including compliance with Class location 
requirements. 

IND472-4 Section 4.14.3.1 discusses shale formation Natural Gas Production. 

IND472-2 

IND472-3 

IND472-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND472 – Margaret Lyell (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-841 

 

IND472-4 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND473 – Patricia Walker 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-842 

 

IND473-1 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND473-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND474 – Ralph E Jocke 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-843 

 

IND474-1 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects.  

IND474-2 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND474-3 Comment noted. Please see sections 4.9 and 4.3 of the EIS for a description 
of impacts to residential areas, farms, fields, and natural waterways 
respectively.   

IND474-1 

IND474-2 

IND474-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND475 – Frank Zaski 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-844 

 

IND475-1 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND475-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND475 – Frank Zaski (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-845 

 

IND475-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND476 – Bob Pennington 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-846 

 

IND476-1 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to 
groundwater resources, and pre- and post-construction monitoring of water 
wells. 

IND476-2 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND476-3 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 
IND476-1 
IND476-2 

IND476-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND477 – Terese Miller 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-847 

 

IND477-1 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of mitigation procedures for groundwater 
resources including water supply wells. 

IND477-2 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND477-3 Comment noted. Please see sections 4.4 and 4.9 of the final EIS for a 
description of impacts to wetlands and parks respectively.   

IND477-1 

IND477-2 
IND477-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND478 – Phil Hemenway 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-848 

 

IND478-1 See response to comment IND089-1. 

IND478-2 Compliance with the Michigan Wetlands Protection Act, administered by 
MDEQ, is covered under the USACE/MDEQ Section 404 Joint Permitting 
Process. See sections 4.3 and 4.4 for further discussion. 

IND478-1 

IND478-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND478 – Phil Hemenway (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-849 

 

IND478-3 The Projects would be constructed in compliance with the applicants’ 
E&SCPs for erosion control measures.  See section 1.5 for a discussion of 
local zoning. FERC encourages cooperation between NEXUS and Texas 
Eastern and state and local authorities; however, state and local agencies, 
through the application of state and local laws, may not prohibit or 
unreasonably delay the construction or operation of facilities approved by 
FERC. 

IND478-4 Section 4.13.2 and 4.13.3 address causes of pipeline incidents and risks 
associated with pipeline operation.  Section 4.13 also states that NEXUS and 
Texas Eastern would comply with the DOT's regulations at 49 CFR 192, 
which include pipeline design criteria. 

IND478-2 
(cont’d) 

IND478-3 

IND478-2 

IND478-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND478 – Phil Hemenway (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-850 

 

IND478-5 Table 4.10.5-1 lists the number and distance to local fire departments, 
hospitals and police/sheriff departments in counties affected by the Projects. 
Section 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT 
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state 
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate 
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire, 
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel, 
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency. 

IND478-6 See section 1.5 for a discussion of local zoning. FERC encourages 
cooperation between NEXUS and Texas Eastern and state and local 
authorities; however, state and local agencies, through the application of state 
and local laws, may not prohibit or unreasonably delay the construction or 
operation of facilities approved by FERC.  

IND478-4 
(cont’d) 

IND478-5 

IND478-6 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND478 – Phil Hemenway (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-851 

 

IND478-7 See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 regarding mitigation procedures for 
construction to minimize or avoid impacts to surface waters. 

IND478-8 Comment noted. 
IND478-6 
(cont’d) 

IND478-7 

IND478-8 

IND478-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND478 – Phil Hemenway (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-852 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND479 – Nancy Davidson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-853 

 

IND479-1 Comment noted. 

IND479-2 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

IND479-1 

IND479-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND479 – Nancy Davidson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-854 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND480 – Ricky Scott 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-855 

 

IND480-1 Comment noted. 

IND480-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND481 – Richard McCraney 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-856 

 

IND481-1 Sections 4.12.2.1 and 4.12.2.2 address noise impacts associated with both 
construction and operation of the Waterville Compressor Station. 

  

IND481-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND482 – Deb Swingholm 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-857 

 

IND482-1 As indicated in section 3 of the EIS, the alternative is evaluated based on 
available mapping and other information available to the public. Specifically, 
please see the first page of the alternatives section regarding the public data 
sources employed. 

IND482-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND482 – Deb Swingholm (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-858 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND483 – No Name 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-859 

 

IND483-1 See section 4.8.1.1 for a discussion of the potential impacts to the Karner 
Blue Butterfly. 

IND483-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND483 – No Name (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-860 

 

IND483-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND483 – No Name (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-861 

 

IND483-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND483 – No Name (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-862 

 

IND483-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND483 – No Name (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-863 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND484 – Robbin Figura 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-864 

 

IND484-1 See responses to comments CO12-1 and CO12-2. 

IND484-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND485 – Anthony C. Mika 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-865 

 

IND485-1 Section 2.3.1.3 discusses depth of cover, which is a minimum of 3 feet. 

IND485-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND485 – Anthony C. Mika (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-866 

 

IND485-2 Section 4.1.3 addresses the potential for geologic hazards on the Project. 

IND485-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND486 – Robert A. and Mary I. Schroeder 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-867 

 

IND486-1 Meter station locations can change after the preferred location is filed with 
FERC. Section 3.5 of the EIS addresses alternatives for aboveground 
facilities. 

IND486-2 Section 3.5 addresses the alternative locations for aboveground facilities. 

IND486-1 

IND486-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND486 – Robert A. and Mary I. Schroeder (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-868 

 

  

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND486 – Robert A. and Mary I. Schroeder (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-869 

 

  

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND487 – Carol Campagna 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-870 

 

IND487-1 See section 4.3.2 for a discussion of the Maumee River crossing. 

IND487-2 Section 4.9.7.3 describes the impacts to Farnsworth Metropark.  In this 
location, the pipeline will be installed using the HDD construction methods, 
which avoids trenching impacts. 

IND487-3 Comment noted. 

IND487-4 See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings 
Region. 

IND487-1 

IND487-2 

IND487-3 

IND487-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND487 – Carol Campagna (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-871 

 

  

  

  

IND487-1 

(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND488 – Gus Campagna 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-872 

 

IND488-1 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND488-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND488 – Gus Campagna (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-873 

 

IND488-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND489 – Stephen Krueger 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-874 

 

IND489-1 See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings 
Region. 

IND489-2 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of mitigation procedures for groundwater 
resources including water supply wells. 

IND489-1 

IND489-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND489 – Stephen Krueger (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-875 

 

IND489-3 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

IND489-4 Section 4.14.3.1 discusses shale formation Natural Gas Production. 

IND489-2 
(cont’d) 

IND489-3 

IND489-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND490 – Ron and Judy Pickworth 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-876 

 

IND490-1 See section 3.4.13 for a discussion of the Whitehead Road Route Variation. 
IND490-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND490 – Ron and Judy Pickworth (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-877 

 

  

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-878 

 

IND491-1 See section 3.4.16 for a discussion of the Parkertown Route Variation. 

IND491-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-879 

 

  

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-880 

 

  

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-881 

 

  

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-882 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-883 

 

 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-884 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-885 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND491 – Douglas C. Cullen (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-886 

 

IND492-1 Comment noted. 

IND492-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND493 – Ron and Deb Conner 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-887 

 

IND493-1 Comment noted. 

  

IND493-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND493 – Ron and Deb Conner (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-888 

 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND493 – Ron and Deb Conner (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-889 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND493 – Ron and Deb Conner (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-890 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND493 – Ron and Deb Conner (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-891 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND493 – Ron and Deb Conner (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-892 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND494 – Tom Henry 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-893 

 

IND494-1 Comment noted. 

IND494-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND495 – Anthony Shamblin 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-894 

 

IND495-1 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

IND495-2 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND495-1 

IND495-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND495 – Anthony Shamblin (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-895 

 

IND495-2 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND496 – Austin M. Farris 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-896 

 

IND496-1 Comment noted. 

IND496-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND497 – Kurtis Jefferis 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-897 

 

IND497-1 Comment noted. 

IND497-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND498 – Howard Schuster 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-898 

 

IND498-1 Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS' 
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3).  Section 4.9.2 states that crops 
within the construction work areas would be taken out of production for one 
growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be 
compensated for the lost crops. 

IND498-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND498 – Howard Schuster (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-899 

 

IND498-2 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

IND498-1 
(cont’d) 

IND498-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND498 – Howard Schuster (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-900 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND499 – Richard Baumgartner  

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-901 

 

IND499-1 Section 4.13.1 addresses safety setbacks. Safety setbacks identified in 49 CFR 
195.210 only apply to pipelines transporting hazardous liquids. 

IND499-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND500 – John Badger 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-902 

 

IND500-1 Numerous pipeline projects have been constructed and operated in the vicinity 
of livestock, with few if any reported impacts to the animals. In addition, 
based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative 
provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the 
corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it 
be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND500-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND500 – John Badger (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-903 

 

IND500-2 The types of impacts on drain tiles, waterbodies, and aquifers would be 
similar on the City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed route.  Sections 
4.9.5.4, 4.3, and 3.3.3 describe the nature of these impacts.  However, based 
on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative provides 
a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding 
segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it be incorporated 
as part of the Projects. 

IND500-3 See response to comment IND500-2. 
IND500-2 

IND500-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND500 – John Badger (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-904 

 

IND500-4 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND500-5 Comment noted. 

IND500-6 The customers for the natural gas would be the same, and natural gas would 
be delivered to the same M&R station sites, regardless of which route would 
be selected. 

IND500-4 

IND500-5 

IND500-6 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND501 – Michael Bertolone 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-905 

 

IND501-1 Comment noted. 

  

IND501-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND502 – Mario and Christa Pascohini 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-906 

 

IND502-1 Comment noted. 

IND502-2 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND502-1 

IND502-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND503 – Laurel Gress 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-907 

 

IND503-1 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

IND503-2 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND503-3 Comment noted. 

IND503-1 

IND503-2 

IND503-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND505 – Lynn Kemp 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-908 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND505 – Lynn Kemp (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-909 

 

IND505-1 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND505-2 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

IND505-1 

IND505-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND505 – Lynn Kemp (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-910 

 

IND505-3 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND505-4 Comment noted. Issues surrounding mail fraud are outside of the scope of the 
NEPA review. 

IND505-3 

IND505-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND505 – Lynn Kemp (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-911 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND506 – Roger A. Srail 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-912 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND506 – Roger A. Srail (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-913 

 

IND506-1 See response to comment CO37-3. 

  

IND506-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND506 – Roger A. Srail (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-914 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND507 – Karen Hurst 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-915 

 

IND507-1 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

  

IND507-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND508 – Robert Hurst 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-916 

 

IND508-1 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

IND508-2 Comment noted. 

IND508-1 

IND508-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-917 

 

IND509-1 Section 4.12.1.3 address air quality impacts.  Conservative AERSCREEN 
modeling results demonstrate that local air emissions associated with the 
Wadsworth Compressor Station would not cause or contribute to an 
exceedance of the NAAQS or the Ohio EPA's acceptable incremental impact 
levels.  The emissions provided in the EIS include total station emissions, 
including those exempted from the Ohio EPA air permit requirements (e.g., 
process heater, storage tanks, and emergency generator).  Further, the Ohio 
EPA states in its response to comments on the Wadsworth Compressor Station 
(referenced by the commenter) that there are no facility-wide limits on the 
station, instead there are limits on specific emissions sources at the station. 

  

IND509-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-918 

 

  

IND509-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-919 

 

IND509-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-920 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-921 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-922 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-923 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-924 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-925 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-926 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-927 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND509 – Paul A. Bosela and Paul A. Bosela, Jr. (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-928 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND510 – Kevin McColl 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-929 

 

IND510-1 See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings 
Region. 

  

IND510-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND511 – Roya Rahimi 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-930 

 

IND511-1 Comment noted. 

  

IND511-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND512 – Michele Rahimi 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-931 

 

IND512-1 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

  

IND512-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND512 – Michele Rahimi (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-932 

 

  

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND513 – Denise Heban 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-933 

 

IND513-1 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of mitigation procedures for groundwater 
resources including water supply wells. 

IND513-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND513 – Denise Heban (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-934 

 

  

IND513-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND514 – Kevin Nelson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-935 

 

IND514-1 Comment noted. 

  

IND514-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND515 – Dermot Forde 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-936 

 

IND515-1 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND515-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND515 – Dermot Forde (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-937 

 

IND515-2 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND515-3 See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings 
Region. 

IND515-2 

IND515-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND516 – Ali H. Rahimi 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-938 

 

  

IND516-1 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

  

IND516-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND517 – No Name 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-939 

  
IND517-1 See discussion in sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.3.2.2 for mitigation procedures that 

will be used to protect groundwater and surface water resources, respectively.  
Section 4.3.2.2 also describes mitigation procedures for waterbody crossings 
to restore drainage patterns and minimize or avoid impacts to surface waters. 

IND517-2 Section 2.3.1.4 states that coated pipe will be used for the Project.  Section 
2.3.1.7 describes the use of cathodic protection to protect the pipeline against 
corrosion. 

  

 

IND517-3 

IND517-2 

IND517-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND517 – No Name (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-940 

 

IND517-3 See sections 4.5.1, 4.6.1.1, and 4.6.3 for a discussion of the Oak Openings 
Region. 

IND517-3 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND518 – Judith Sabo 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-941 

 

IND518-1 See section 4.3.1.2 for discussion on mitigation procedures during 
construction to minimize impacts to springs. Similar to water wells, the 
applicants would offer to conduct pre- and post-construction testing of water 
quality and yield in all springs within 150 feet of the construction workspace, 
and would compensate the spring owner if the water quality or yield are 
negatively impacted. 

IND518-2 The Doylestown and Canton B route alternatives are the two routes in the 
nearest vicinity to this property (0.6 and 0.8 miles away, respectively).   Based 
on our review, we did not find either route alternative provides a substantial 
environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding segment of the 
proposed route and did not recommend they be incorporated as part of the 
Projects.  The proposed route is approximately 2.7 miles away. 

IND518-3 See response to comment IND518-2. 

IND518-1 

IND518-2 

IND518-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND518 – Judith Sabo (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-942 

 

IND518-4 The nearest point of the trail to the NGT Project area is the trailhead, which 
is about 1.2 miles away.  The NGT Project would have no effect on the trail 
or trail users. 

IND518-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND519 – Judith Sabo 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-943 

 

IND519-1 See response to comment IND518-2. 

IND519-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND519 – Judith Sabo (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-944 

 

  

IND519-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND519 – Judith Sabo (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-945 

 

  

IND519-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND519 – Judith Sabo (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-946 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND520 – Jerry Dolcini 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-947 

 

IND520-1 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND520-2 See section 4.3 for a discussion of potential impacts to water resources. 

IND520-1 

IND520-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND520 – Jerry Dolcini (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-948 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND521 – Donald Houston 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-949 

 

IND521-1 Comment noted. 

IND521-2 See section 3.3.3 for an updated discussion of the City of Green Route 
Alternative.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route 
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared 
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend 
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND521-1 

IND521-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND522 – Debra Christy 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-950 

 

IND522-1 Section 1.1 discusses the Project purpose and need. 

IND522-2 See section 3.3.3 for an updated discussion of the City of Green Route 
Alternative.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route 
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared 
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend 
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND522-1 

IND522-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND523 – Michael and Patricia DiGiacomo 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-951 

 

IND523-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND523-2 See response to comment IND523-1.  Also see section 4.10.8 for a general 
discussion of the potential for pipelines to affect property values. 

IND523-3 See response to comment IND523-1. 

IND523-1 

IND523-2 

IND523-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND523 – Michael and Patricia DiGiacomo (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-952 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND524 – Lisa Di Giacomo 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-953 

 

IND524-1 The types of impacts on farming, forests, wildlife, and endangered species 
would be similar on the City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed 
route.  Sections 4.9, 4.6, and 4.8 describe the nature of these impacts.  
However, based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route 
Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared 
to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend 
that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND524-2 See response to comment IND524-1. 

IND524-1 

IND524-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND524 – Lisa Di Giacomo (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-954 

 

IND524-3 See response to comment IND524-1. 

IND524-4 See response to comment IND524-1. 

IND524-3 

IND524-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND525 – Daniel Nelson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-955 

 

IND525-1 Comment noted. 

IND525-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND526 – Sylvia M. Johnson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-956 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND526 – Sylvia M. Johnson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-957 

 

IND526-1 Section 3.5.1.2 addresses the Upper Chippewa Creek Watershed relative to 
the Wadsworth Compressor Station as well as industrial zoned areas 
associated with nearby communities of Wadsworth, Seville, and Medina. 

IND526-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND526 – Sylvia M. Johnson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-958 

 

IND526-2 Prime farmland is discussed in section 4.2.1.1. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural 
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration 
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues 
unique to Ohio and Michigan. For construction and restoration measures in 
Ohio, NEXUS shall consult with the Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA) 
on construction procedures to be used in agricultural land in Ohio and shall 
file with the Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the 
ODA.   

IND526-3 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND526-4 At this time, impacts on bald eagles are not anticipated from the Projects. 
More information regarding the anticipated impacts to bald eagles can be 
found in section 4.6.6.1 of the EIS. 

IND526-5 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND526-1 
(cont’d) 

IND526-2 

IND526-3 

IND526-4 

IND526-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND526 – Sylvia M. Johnson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-959 

 

IND526-6 Section 4.12.2.1 addresses noise impacts and mitigation, including noise 
related to aboveground facilities. 

IND526-6 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND526 – Sylvia M. Johnson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-960 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND526 – Sylvia M. Johnson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-961 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND526 – Sylvia M. Johnson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-962 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND527 – Paul L. Gierosky 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-963 

 

IND527-1 Section 3.3.1 of the EIS evaluates a route that collocates with Rover for a 
significant portion of the route. Based on the review of these routes and the 
need for 137 miles of lateral pipelines, FERC did not find that the Rover Route 
Alternative provided a significant environmental advantage when compared 
to the proposed route. 

IND527-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND527 – Paul L. Gierosky (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-964 

 

IND527-2 Comment noted. 

IND527-3 Section 3.3.1 of the EIS evaluates a route that collocates with Rover for a 
significant portion of the route. Based on the review of these routes and the 
need for 137 miles of lateral pipelines, FERC did not find that the Rover Route 
Alternative provided a significant environmental advantage when compared 
to the proposed route. IND527-2 

IND527-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND527 – Paul L. Gierosky (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-965 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND527 – Paul L. Gierosky (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-966 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND527 – Paul L. Gierosky (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-967 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND527 – Paul L. Gierosky (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-968 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND527 – Paul L. Gierosky (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-969 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND527 – Paul L. Gierosky (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-970 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND528 – Allen Drawn 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-971 

 

IND528-1 Comment noted. Section 3.5.1.2 discusses the alternative locations evaluated 
for the Wadsworth compressor station. 

IND528-2 Comment noted. No compressor stations or compressor station alternatives 
are proposed in parks. IND528-1 

IND528-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND529 – David Johnson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-972 

 

IND529-1 Section 4.12.2.1 addresses noise impacts and mitigation, including noise 
related to aboveground facilities. 

IND529-2 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND529-3 See section 4.9.10.2 for the impacts to visual resources anticipated from 
aboveground facilities.  

IND529-4 The proposed compressor stations would generate noise on a continuous basis 
once in operation.  While compressor station noise could affect birds in the 
area, we expect that in subsequent years, birds and other wildlife would either 
be habituated to the noise source, or would move into similar available habitat 
farther from the noise source.  This, in turn, could lead to increased 
competition for preferred habitats, depending on the amount of habitat 
available. See section 4.6.2.1 for additional information regarding anticipated 
impacts to wildlife.  

IND529-5   Impacts resulting from the construction and operation of aboveground 
facilities are addressed in section 4.9.1.2. 

IND529-6 Se section 4.4.3.1 for a discussion of the anticipated wetland impacts 
associated with all NGT and TEAL aboveground facilities.  

IND529-7 The Guilford compressor station would be designed, constructed, operated, 
and maintained in accordance with the DOT Minimum Federal Safety 
Standards in 49 CFR 192. See section 4.13.1 for a discussion of additional 
safety measures that NEXUS is proposing to take above what is required by 
the DOT Minimum Federal Safety Standards.  

IND529-8 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND529-1 

IND529-2 

IND529-6 

IND529-3 

IND529-4 
IND529-5 

IND529-8 
IND529-7 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND529 – David Johnson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-973 

 

IND529-9 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND529-10 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. IND529-9 

IND529-
10 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND530 – Mike Cavey 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-974 

 

IND530-1 The maps provided have been reviewed and considered. 
IND530-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND530 – Mike Cavey (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-975 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND530 – Mike Cavey (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-976 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND531 – Reverend Doctor Sharon Kiesel 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-977 

 

IND531-1 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND531-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND531 – Reverend Doctor Sharon Kiesel (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-978 

 

IND531-2 Comment noted. 

IND531-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND532 – Lauren Halford 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-979 

 

IND532-1 Significance is defined in section 4.0.  Mitigation measures appear as bulleted, 
boldfaced paragraphs in section 4. 

IND532-2 Section 1.1 of the EIS provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the 
Projects.  

IND532-3 Economic impacts and tax revenues are discussed in Section 4.10.9.   

IND532-1 

IND532-2 

IND532-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND532 – Lauren Halford (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-980 

 

IND532-4 Comment noted.  

IND532-5 Comment noted.  

IND532-6 Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses reliability and safety issues, including 
compressor stations.  

IND532-4 

IND532-5 

IND532-6 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND534 – Randy Watt 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-981 

 

IND534-1 See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water 
supply wells and wellhead protection areas. 

IND534-2 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to 
groundwater resources. 

IND534-1 

IND534-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND534 – Randy Watt (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-982 

 

IND534-3 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to 
groundwater resources. 

IND534-4 Comment noted. 

IND534-5 Comment noted. 

  

IND534-2 
(cont’d) 

IND534-4 

IND534-3 

IND534-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND534 – Randy Watt (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-983 

 

IND534-6 Comment noted. 

IND534-7 Section 4.8.1 of the EIS discusses impacts to federally listed threatened and 
endangered species, including the Indiana Bat. 

IND534-8 Wildlife impacts and mitigation are discussed in section 4.6.2. 

IND534-9 Comment noted. Appendix K-2 will be amended accordingly. 

IND534-6 

IND534-7 

IND534-8 

IND534-9 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND534 – Randy Watt (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-984 

 

IND534-10 The executive summary provides a brief, high level, summary of impacts. 
See section 4.13 of the EIS for a complete discussion of reliability and 
safety. 

IND534-10 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND534 – Randy Watt (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-985 

 

IND534-11 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND534-12 Impacts to existing residences, commercial buildings, and developments are 
discussed in section 4.9.4. 

IND534-13 Comment noted. 

IND534-14 Comment noted. 

IND534-15 Alternatives are discussed in section 3.0. IND534-11 

IND534-12 

IND534-13 

IND534-14 

IND534-15 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND535 – Maryan E. Mathis 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-986 

 

IND535-1 See section 4.3.1.2 for a discussion of impacts and mitigation relating to 
groundwater resources. 

IND535-2 Section 4.12.1.3 demonstrates that all compressor stations associated with the 
proposed projects would comply with the NAAQS, which were established to 
protect human health and public welfare (including visibility, vegetation, 
animal species, economic interests, and other concerns not related to human 
health). 

IND535-1 

IND535-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND535 – Maryan E. Mathis (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-987 

 

IND535-3 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND535-4 Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses reliability and safety. Safety standards are 
described in detail in section 4.13.1. 

IND535-5 Sections 4.10.5 and 4.13 address local emergency response, including DOT 
requirements to develop emergency response plans in coordination with state 
and local officials. These emergency procedures would provide for adequate 
means of communication, notification, and coordination with appropriate fire, 
police, and other public officials, as well as for the availability of personnel, 
equipment, tools, and materials needed to respond to an emergency. 

IND535-6 Section 4.12.2.1 addresses noise impacts and mitigation, including noise 
related to aboveground facilities. 

IND535-3 

IND535-4 

IND535-5 

IND535-6 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND536 – Terry Schmel 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-988 

 

IND536-1 Wells and septic systems are addressed in the residential construction plans 
as shown in appendix E-5 of the EIS. Revised plans that reflect the 
recommended centerline adjustments and workspace modifications are 
included appendix F-7. 

IND536-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND537 – Matt Beese 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-989 

 

IND537-1 Crop damage payments are typically negotiated between landowners and the 
applicant.  Payment of damages for crops grown on leased land would be 
negotiated between the lessee/lessor.   

IND537-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND538 – Gregory A. Kenepp 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-990 

 

IND538-1 See section 4.13 for a discussion of pipeline reliability and safety.  Based on 
our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative or other major 
route alternatives provide a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that they incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND538-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND539 – Dave and Rama Reese 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-991 

 

IND539-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND539-2 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND539-3 See response to comment IND539-1. 

IND539-1 

IND539-2 

IND539-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND540 – Roy and Wendy Jones 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-992 

 

IND540-1 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND540-2 Comment noted. Residential impacts and mitigation are discussed in section 
4.9.4.1.  Residential structures within 50 feet of the construction work area 
are listed in appendix K-2. 

IND540-3 Comment noted. 

IND540-1 

IND540-2 

IND540-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND542 – Lisa McClain 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-993 

 

IND542-1 General impacts and mitigation for soils is discussed in section 4.2.2 and the 
applicants' E&SCPs. 

IND542-2 Section 4.13.1 addresses safety standards including those associated with 
schools and other gathering places. 

IND542-3 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND542-1 

IND542-2 

IND542-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND543 – Mike Chadsey 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-994 

 

IND543-1 Comment noted. 

IND543-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND543 – Mike Chadsey (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-995 

 

IND543-2 Comment noted. 

IND543-3 Comment noted. 
IND543-2 
(cont’d) 

IND543-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND544 – John Stevanon 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-996 

 

IND544-1 Impacts to wildlife are discussed in section 4.6.2. 

IND544-2 See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water 
supply wells and wellhead protection areas.  

IND544-3 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values.  

IND544-4 Section 1.1 of the EIS provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the 
Projects.  

IND544-1 

IND544-2 

IND544-3 

IND544-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND544 – John Stevanon (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-997 

 

IND544-5 Surface water impacts are discussed in section 4.3.2. 

IND540-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND545 – Mike and Nancy Hagan 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-998 

 

IND545-1 Impacts to wildlife are discussed in section 4.6.2. 

IND545-2 Section 4.9.4.1 discusses the impacts and mitigation for residential septic 
systems. 

IND545-1 

IND545-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND546 – Bryon Fay 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-999 

 

IND546-1 Impacts to recreation and special interest areas are addressed in section 4.9.7.  
Visual impacts are addressed in section 4.9.10. 

IND546-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND547 – James S. Smith 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1000 

 

IND547-1 Residential construction plans are provided in appendix E-5 of the EIS. 
Revised plans that reflect the recommended centerline adjustments and 
workspace modifications are included appendix F-7. 

IND547-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND547 – James S. Smith (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1001 

 

IND547-2 Impacts on groundwater flow are discussed in section 4.3.1.2. Section 4.9.4.1 
discusses the impacts and mitigation for residential septic systems. 

IND547-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND548 – Courtney Kintz 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1002 

 

IND548-1 Impacts to wildlife are discussed in section 4.6.2. 

IND548-2 Section 4.10.7 addresses impacts to transportation systems. 

IND548-1 

IND548-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND548 – Courtney Kintz (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1003 

 

IND548-3 Section 4.9.4.1 discusses the general mitigation measures which would be 
used to minimize impacts in residential areas.  NEXUS and Texas Eastern 
have prepared Issue Resolution Plans which include toll-free phone numbers 
which landowners can use to contact representatives with questions and 
concerns. 

IND548-4 Comment noted. 

IND548-2 
(cont’d) 

IND548-3 

IND548-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND550 – Kim McMahan 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1004 

 

 

IND550-1 The types of impacts on wildlife, wetlands, property values, pipeline 
reliability and safety, aesthetics, and endangered species would be similar on 
the City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed route.  Sections 4.6, 4.4, 
4.10.8, 4.13, 4.9.10, and 4.8 describe the nature of these impacts.  However, 
based on our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative 
provides a substantial environmental advantage when compared to the 
corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it 
be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND550-2 See response to comment IND550-1. 

IND550-1 

IND550-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND550 – Kim McMahan (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1005 

 

IND550-3 See response to comment IND550-1. 

IND550-4 See response to comment IND550-1. 

IND550-5 See response to comment IND550-1. 

IND550-2 
(cont’d) 

IND550-3 

IND550-4 

IND550-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1006 

 

IND551-1 See section 3.3.3 for a discussion of the proximity of Pee Wee Hollow Boy 
Scout Camp in relation to the City of Green Route Alternative.  Based on our 
review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative provides a 
substantial environmental advantage when compared to the corresponding 
segment of the proposed route and did not recommend that it be incorporated 
as part of the Projects. IND551-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1007 

 

  

IND551-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1008 

 

  

IND551-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1009 

 

  

IND551-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1010 

 

  
IND551-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1011 

 

  

IND551-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1012 

 

  

IND551-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1013 

 

  

IND551-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND551 – David Kiefer (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1014 

 

 

IND551-1 
(cont’d) 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND552 – Joel Helms 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1015 

 

IND552-1 Comment noted. 

IND552-2 Comment noted. 

IND552-1 

IND552-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND553 – Sandra Schmelzer 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1016 

 

IND553-1 Section 4.9.4.1 discusses the impacts and mitigation for residential septic 
systems. 

IND553-2 Section 4.13 of the EIS addresses reliability and safety. Safety standards are 
described in detail in section 4.13.1. 

IND553-3 Section 4.1.5.6 addresses underground mines, including identification of 
measures to be taken if a previously undiscovered mine is encountered. 

IND553-4 Impacts to wildlife are discussed in section 4.6.2.  Impacts to forested land is 
discussed in section 4.5.2. 

IND553-5 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND553-1 

IND553-2 

IND553-3 

IND553-4 

IND553-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND554 – Lucy M. Downs 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1017 

 

IND554-1 Comment noted. 

IND554-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND555 – David Downs 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1018 

 

IND555-1 Comment noted. 

IND555-2 Comment noted. 

IND555-1 

IND555-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1019 

 

IND556-1 Comment noted. 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1020 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1021 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1022 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1023 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1024 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1025 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1026 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1027 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1028 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1029 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1030 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1031 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1032 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1033 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1034 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1035 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1036 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1037 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1038 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1039 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1040 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1041 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1042 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1043 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1044 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND556 – Walter H. Lange (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1045 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND557 – Kevin Nelson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1046 

 

IND557-1 Comment noted. 

IND557-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND558 – Charles Clinton Yates 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1047 

 

IND558-1 Comment noted. 

IND558-2 Comment noted. 

IND558-1 

IND558-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND559 – Travis Przeklasa 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1048 

 

IND559-1 Comment noted. 

IND559-2 Comment noted. 

IND559-1 

IND559-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND560 – Gary Schoen 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1049 

 

IND560-1 Comment noted. 

IND560-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND561 – Andy C. Slabaugh 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1050 

 

IND561-1 Prime farmland is discussed in section 4.2.1.1.  General soils impacts and 
mitigation are discussed in section 4.2.2. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural 
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration 
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues 
unique to Ohio and Michigan. For construction and restoration measures in 
Ohio, NEXUS shall consult with the Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA) 
on construction procedures to be used in agricultural land in Ohio and shall 
file with the Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the 
ODA. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that 
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful 
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its 
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is 
no longer necessary. 

IND561-2 Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural 
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration 
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues 
unique to Ohio and Michigan. For construction and restoration measures in 
Ohio, NEXUS shall consult with the Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA) 
on construction procedures to be used in agricultural land in Ohio and shall 
file with the Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the 
ODA. 

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary a 5-year post-
construction monitoring program to evaluate crop productivity in areas 
impacted by the construction of the Project. The program shall stipulate that 
if any landowner agrees that revegetation and crop productivity are successful 
prior to the 5-year requirement, NEXUS shall provide documentation in its 
quarterly reports indicating which landowners have agreed that monitoring is 
no longer necessary.   

IND561-1 

IND561-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND562 – Paula Lichty 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1051 

 

IND562-1 Comment noted. 

IND562-2 As discussed in section 2.3.1.7, all work areas would be graded and restored 
to preconstruction contours and natural drainage patterns within 20 days of 
backfilling the trench (10 days in residential areas).  NEXUS would conduct 
restoration activities in accordance with landowner agreements. 

IND562-3 See response to comment IND562-2 above. 

IND562-4 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts that a pipeline 
easement may have on property values and insurance premiums. 

IND562-1 

IND562-4 

IND562-3 

IND562-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND562 – Paula Lichty (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1052 

 

IND562-5 See Section 1.1 for a discussion of the Project purpose and need. 

IND562-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND563 – Roger Maurer 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1053 

 

IND563-1 General impacts and mitigation for soils is discussed in section 4.2.2 and the 
applicants' E&SCPs. 

IND563-2 General impacts and mitigation for soils is discussed in section 4.2.2 and the 
applicants' E&SCPs. 

IND563-3 General impacts and mitigation for soils is discussed in section 4.2.2 and the 
applicants' E&SCPs. 

IND563-4 Crops within the construction work areas would be taken out of production 
for one growing season while construction occurs and landowners would be 
compensated for the lost crops. 

IND563-5 Economic impacts and tax revenues are discussed in Section 4.10.9.   

IND563-6 Comment noted. 

IND563-1 

IND563-2 

IND563-3 

IND563-4 

IND563-5 

IND563-6 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND564 – Cory Stucker 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1054 

 

IND564-1 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND564-2 Reliability and safety, specifically pipeline accident data, is discussed in 
section 4.13.2. 

IND564-3 See responses to comments CO12-01 and CO48-04. 

IND564-4 Alternatives are discussed in section 3.0. 
IND564-1 

IND564-2 

IND564-3 

IND564-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND565 – Jennifer McWilliam 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1055 

 

IND565-1 See section 4.13 for a discussion of pipeline reliability and safety.  Based on 
our review, we did not find the City of Green Route Alternative or other major 
route alternatives provide a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that they incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND565-2 See response to comment IND565-1. 

IND565-3 See response to comment IND565-1. 

IND565-4 See response to comment IND565-1. 

IND565-1 

IND565-2 

IND565-3 

IND565-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND566 – Leona Hurst 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1056 

 

IND566-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.  The types of 
impacts on farming, pipeline co-location, orchards, wetlands, wildlife, 
cultural resources, forested land, endangered species, pollinator habitat, 
drain tiles, septic systems, waterbodies, noise, aquifers, water wells, existing 
utility lines, and emergency responders would be similar on the City of 
Green Route Alternative as the proposed route.  Various sections throughout 
the EIS describe the nature of these impacts.   

IND566-2 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-3 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-4 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-5 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-6 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-7 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-8 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-9 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-10 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-1 

IND566-2 

IND566-3 

IND566-4 

IND566-5 

IND566-6 

IND566-7 

IND566-8 

IND566-9 

IND566-10 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND566 – Leona Hurst (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1057 

 

IND566-11 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-12 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-13 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-14 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-15 See response to comment 566-1. 

IND566-11 

IND566-12 

IND566-13 

IND566-14 

IND566-15 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND567 – Michael Castelli 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1058 

 

IND567-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND567-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND568 – Gary Dickson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1059 

 

IND568-1 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND568-2 See section 3.3 and 3.4 for an evaluation of route alternatives that follow roads 
and electric transmission lines, including the Electric Transmission Line and 
Turnpike route alternatives. 

IND568-1 

IND568-2 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND569 – Matt Lichty 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1060 

 

IND569-1 Comment noted. 

IND569-2 Impacts on agricultural land are discussed in section 4.9.1. Prior to 
construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural Impact 
Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration measures to be 
implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues unique to Ohio 
and Michigan. For construction and restoration measures in Ohio, NEXUS 
shall consult with the Ohio Department of Agriculture (ODA) on construction 
procedures to be used in agricultural land in Ohio and shall file with the 
Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the ODA. 

See section 4.10.8 for a more detailed discussion of potential impacts that a 
pipeline easement may have on property values. 

IND569-3 As discussed in section 2.3.1.7, all work areas would be graded and restored 
to preconstruction contours and natural drainage patterns within 20 days of 
backfilling the trench (10 days in residential areas).  NEXUS would conduct 
restoration activities in accordance with landowner agreements. 

IND569-4 General impacts and mitigation for soils is discussed in section 4.2.2 and the 
applicants' E&SCPs.  The applicants are required to successfully restore land, 
as discussed in section 2.5.5 of the final EIS.  

Prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an Agricultural 
Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and restoration 
measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address agricultural issues 
unique to Ohio and Michigan.   

IND569-1 

IND569-2 

IND569-3 

IND569-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND569 – Matt Lichty (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1061 

 

IND569-5 See the response to comment CO8-17. 

IND569-6 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND569-4 
(cont’d) 

IND569-5 

IND569-6 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND570 – Chad Frazier 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1062 

 

IND570-1 See section 3.4.11 for an evaluation of several route variation in the vicinity 
of your neighborhood. 

IND570-2 See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water 
supply wells and wellhead protection areas. See section 4.10.8 for a 
discussion of potential impacts to property values. 

IND570-3 Reliability and safety, specifically pipeline accident data, is discussed in 
section 4.13.2. 

IND570-1 

IND570-2 

IND570-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND571 – James Lehman 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1063 

 

IND571-1 Thank you for the comment.  We note that TEAL Project is about 4 miles 
from Powhatan Point, Ohio and the NGT Project is approximately 60 miles 
away.    

IND571-2 The bequest of a new building, trail, park, or any other such endowment to 
the Pothawa Point community would need to be a transaction conducted 
entirely between the pipeline company and the community officials.  Such 
transactions are not within the scope of the Commission's authority.  To the 
extent that a pipeline is constructed on a particular tract of land, pipeline 
operators must obtain easements from landowners.  Agreements for 
easements typically specify compensation for losses resulting from 
construction, damages to property during construction, and restrictions on 
existing uses that would no longer be permitted on the permanent right-of-
way after construction.   

IND571-3 Comment noted. 

IND571-1 

IND571-2 

IND571-3 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND572 – EJ Robson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1064 

 

IND572-1 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects.  The types of 
impacts on emergency responders, forests, wetlands, groundwater, orchards, 
wildlife, endangered species and cultural resources would be similar on the 
City of Green Route Alternative as the proposed route.  Various sections 
throughout the EIS describe the nature of these impacts. 

IND572-2 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND572-3 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND572-4 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND572-5 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND572-6 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND572-7 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND572-8 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND572-1 

IND572-2 

IND572-3 

IND572-4 

IND572-5 

IND572-6 

IND572-8 

IND572-7 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND572 – EJ Robson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1065 

 

IND572-9 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND572-10 See response to comment IND572-1. 

IND570-9 

IND570-10 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND573 – David J. Eigel 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1066 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND573 – David J. Eigel (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1067 

 

IND573-1 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND573-2 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND573-3 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND573-4 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND573-1 

IND573-2 

IND573-3 

IND573-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND573 – David J. Eigel (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1068 

 

IND573-5 Comment noted. 

IND573-6 Comment noted. 

IND573-7 Section 1.1 provides a discussion of the purpose and need for the Projects. 

IND573-8 Comment noted. 

IND573-5 

IND573-6 

IND573-7 

IND573-8 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND573 – David J. Eigel (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1069 

 

IND573-9 Comment noted.  Based on our review, we did not find the City of Green 
Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental advantage when 
compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed route and did not 
recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

IND573-10 Comment noted. 

IND573-11 Comment noted. 

IND573-9 

IND573-10 

IND573-11 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND573 – David J. Eigel (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1070 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1071 

 

IND574-1 Comment noted. 

IND574-1 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1072 

 

IND574-2 See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 that describes mitigation procedures to 
minimize or avoid impacts to surface waters.  Construction and operation of 
the Project are expected to have no impact on dams. 

IND574-3 See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 that describes mitigation procedures to 
minimize or avoid impacts to surface waters.  Construction and operation of 
the Project are expected to have no impact on dams. 

IND574-4 See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 that describes mitigation procedures to 
minimize or avoid impacts to surface waters.  Construction and operation of 
the Project are expected to have no impact on dams. 

IND574-2 

IND574-3 

IND574-4 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1073 

 

IND574-5 See discussion in section 4.3.2.2 that describes mitigation procedures to 
minimize or avoid impacts to surface waters.  Construction and operation of 
the Project are expected to have no impact on dams. 

IND574-5 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1074 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1075 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1076 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1077 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1078 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1079 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1080 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1081 

 



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1082 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1083 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1084 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1085 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1086 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1087 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND574 – Gary Wilkinson (cont’d) 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1088 

 

  



INDIVIDUALS/LANDOWNERS 
IND575 – Gary Calvert 

Individuals/Landowners Comments 

R
-1089 

 

IND575-1 The proposed pipeline is presently about 80 feet from the home at 6348 S 
Cleveland Masillon Rd in Clinton, Ohio.  Realigning the pipeline onto a 
presently unused portion of a cemetery adjacent would not present an 
environmental benefit, rather, it would merely shift the impacts from the 
landowner along the proposed route to cemetery owner.  Further, realigning 
the pipeline 1,000 feet to the south would actually place the pipeline well 
beyond the cemetery into a wooded residential area and within about 10 feet 
of another home.  This too merely shifts the impacts from one landowner to 
another. 

IND575-1 


