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FA1-3 EIS updated with recommended language. 

FA1-4 EIS updated with recommended language. 

FA1-5 Comment noted. FA1-3 

FA1-4 

FA1-5 
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FA1-6 Comment noted. 

FA1-7 NEXUS has filed the final MBCP with the Secretary. As such, the condition 
language has been removed from the final EIS. 

FA1-6 

FA1-7 
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FA2 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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FA2-1 The purpose and need of each project identified in the EIS is based on material 
filed in support of the applications for a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity (Certificate) for the Projects. As identified in section 1.1 of the EIS, 
the capacities of each project are based on binding precedent agreements 
between the applicants and their customers. Therefore, the purpose and need 
has been appropriately defined for each project for NEPA purposes, and any 
alternatives evaluated should be capable of meeting those contractual 
capacities. 

  

FA2-1 
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FA2-2 Section 1.2.2 has been updated to clarify Section 404 permitting 
responsibilities for Michigan and Ohio. 

FA2-3 Table 1.5-1 has been updated to reflect the correct EPA regional office. 

FA2-4 See figure 3.2.1-1 for a depiction of existing pipeline systems in the vicinity 
of the Projects. 

FA2-1 
(cont’d) 

FA2-2 

FA2-3 

FA2-4 
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FA2-5 See figure 3.2.1-1 for a depiction of existing pipeline systems in the vicinity 
of the Projects. 

FA2-6 Erosion and sediment control procedures are described in NEXUS' E&SCPs, 
which can be accessed on the FERC eLibrary using the accession numbers 
provided in the EIS. 

FA2-7 NEXUS' environmental plans can be accessed on the FERC eLibrary using 
the accession numbers provided in the EIS. 

FA2-8 Section 5.1.5 has been updated. 

FA2-5 

FA2-6 

FA2-7 

FA2-8 
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FA2-9 NEXUS will be participating in the third-party compliance monitoring 
program and has committed to doing so in writing. Therefore, this will be 
required as part of NEXUS' committed measures if the Project is approved. 
There is no need to recommend a condition in this regard. 

FA2-10 Texas Eastern has elected not to participate in the voluntary third-party 
compliance monitoring program. Because the Project will still be subject to 
extensive construction inspection monitoring and because FERC staff will be 
conducting monthly inspections during construction, we find no need to 
recommend a condition in this regard. 

FA2-11 Figure 3.1.1-1 has been updated to include the existing DTE and Vector 
systems. 

FA2-8 
(cont’d) 

FA2-9 

FA2-10 

FA2-11 
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FA2-12 EPA comments have been incorporated into conditions listed in section 
3.5.1.1. 

FA2-13 FERC has recommended that NEXUS provide the results of electromagnetic 
geophysical surveys prior to construction. 

FA2-14 Please refer to the discussion of contaminated soils in section 4.9. 
FA2-12 

FA2-13 

FA2-14 
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FA2-15 We have recommended that the applicant file this information prior to 
construction and will include as recommendation number 21 in the Final EIS. 

FA2-16 There are five (5) surface water intakes within 3 miles of the proposed project. 
Three of the five crossings (River Raisin in Michigan and the West Branch 
Black River and Swanton Reservoir in Ohio) will be crossed by either HDD 
or bore which avoids direct contact with the water source. The remaining two 
(Swanton Reservoir and West Branch Black River in Ohio) are both three 
miles from the crossing as the crow flies but greater than 3 river miles 
downstream. Accordingly, we conclude that the surface water intakes would 
not be impacted and that consultation with Municipalities would not be 
necessary. 

FA2-17 As described in greater detail in section 4.3.2.3 of the EIS, floodplains that 
would be crossed by the pipeline could be temporarily affected by trenching 
and spoil piles.  The removal of vegetation within a floodplain would be 
temporary and itself would not result in increased flooding on adjacent 
properties.  NEXUS would implement several mitigation measures within 
floodplains to minimize the potential effects from flood events, including 
installing and maintaining erosion and sediment control structures; restoring 
floodplain contours and waterbody banks to their preconstruction condition, 
and conducting post-construction monitoring to ensure successful 
revegetation. 

FA2-18 The final EIS has been revised based on the results of geotechnical surveys. 

FA2-15 

FA2-16 

FA2-17 

FA2-18 



FEDERAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
FA2 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 

Federal Agencies/Elected Officials 

R
-12 

 

FA2-19 EPA comments have been incorporated into conditions listed in section 
4.3.2.2. 

FA2-20 Section 4.14.8.9 has been updated to better clarify that emissions from 
upstream production and downstream end-use combustion of natural gas are 
not considered a reasonably foreseeable indirect impact of the Project, finding 
that natural gas production drives the need for natural gas transmission 
projects (not the other way around). Upstream and downstream emissions 
from production or end-use burning are not sufficiently casually connected to 
be considered indirect impacts.  However, section 4.14.8.9 of the EIS has been 
updated to more clearly reflect the cumulative impacts from those production 
facilities that are within the geographic scope of the Project.  Further this 
section does disclose end-use combustion GHG emission estimates based on 
reasonably available EPA methodology. 

The EIS also erred in comparing GHG emissions form the Project with 
national GHG emissions.  Section 4.14.8.9 of the EIS has been updated to 
compare estimated Project GHG emissions with state emissions.  This 
comparison provides a frame of reference for emissions, and is not an 
indicator of significance. 

FA2-21 The OEPA and the MDEQ are responsible for issuing water allocation permits 
and overseeing the conservation and development.  NEXUS and Texas 
Eastern would be required to adhere to any avoidance and minimization 
measures included in the permits issued by these agencies.  The EIS is meant 
to be a summary document and the same level of detail provided in permit 
applications is typically not also included in the EIS.   

FA2-22 Section 4.4 has been updated to clarify Section 404 permitting responsibilities 
for Michigan and Ohio. 

FA2-18 
(cont’d) 

FA2-19 

FA2-20 

FA2-21 

FA2-22 



FEDERAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
FA2 – U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (cont’d) 

Federal Agencies/Elected Officials 

R
-13 

 

FA2-23 Appendix I has been updated to include delineation status and ORAM 
category. 

FA2-24 NEXUS' environmental plans can be accessed on the FERC eLibrary using 
the accession numbers provided in the EIS. FA2-22 

(cont’d) 

FA2-23 

FA2-24 
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FA2-25 NEXUS' environmental plans can be accessed on the FERC eLibrary using 
the accession numbers provided in the EIS. 

FA2-26 NEXUS' environmental plans can be accessed on the FERC eLibrary using 
the accession numbers provided in the EIS. 

FA2-27 The applicant has been asked by FERC to provide this information prior to 
construction. Accordingly, it will only be included in the Final EIS in the 
event that it is received prior to issuance. 

FA2-28 The final MBCP has been added to the FEIS in appendix E-6. The MOU 
between NEXUS and FWS will be posted to the docket once executed. 

FA2-24 
(cont’d) 

FA2-25 

FA2-26 

FA2-27 

FA2-28 
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FA2-29 FERC's BA and the FWS's BO are in progress.  The FERC's BA is included 
as appendix E-7. 

FA2-30 Section 4.8.2 of the EIS has been updated to include any additional 
information provided regarding state agencies' requested or required 
mitigation. 

FA2-31 We are recommending in the final EIS that, prior to construction, NEXUS 
should file with the Secretary for review and approval of the Director of OEP 
an updated SPCC Plan and E&SCP that acknowledge the potential to 
encounter pre-existing contamination during construction, specifically at the 
Willow Run/RACER property, as well as other locations.  We also are 
recommending that the updated SPCC Plan and E&SCP should detail site-
specific measures NEXUS would implement to avoid exacerbating existing 
contamination, if encountered. 

FA2-28 
(cont’d) 

FA2-29 

FA2-30 

FA2-31 
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FA2-32 EPA comments have been incorporated into conditions listed in section 4.9.9. 

FA2-33 The final EIS has been updated to include correspondence with SHPO and 
ACHP regarding the Section 106 process. 

FA2-31 
(cont’d) 

FA2-33 

FA2-32 
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FA2-34 Comment noted. 

FA2-35 The EIS already includes the information EPA requests in the text following 
table 4.12.2-2, which identifies numerous mitigation measures to actively 
reduce noise levels at the HDD sites.  Because each HDD is estimated to last 
between 2 weeks and 3 months, we find that temporary relocation (which 
would not aid to actually reduce noise levels from the HDD) is an 
unreasonable burden to impose on individuals.  Table 4.12.2-3 demonstrates 
the HDD noise levels with mitigation measures implemented.  The noise 
associated with NEXUS' proposed HDDs would be below 55 dBA.  
Therefore, HDD noise impacts would not be significant and additional noise 
mitigation beyond what is presented in the EIS is not warranted.   

FA2-36 The EIS clearly identifies our criterion for the evaluation of noise impacts is 
55 dBA Ldn from the proposed Project facilities.  This criterion is not used to 
evaluate the significance of background noise levels, not subject to the 
Commission's jurisdiction.  As shown in table 4.12.2-5 of the EIS, the "Sound 
Level During Operation" for each compressor station would be below our 55 
dBA Ldn criterion.  This table also demonstrates that for all NSAs where 
existing noise levels are above 55 dBA Ldn, the compressor station would 
contribute a less than 1 dBA increase in noise, and therefore be imperceptible.  
The combined noise levels that are above 55 dBA Ldn in table 4.12.2-5 are 
because of existing noise levels, and not due to the compressor station 
operations.  We have also recommended post construction noise surveys to 
ensure the compressor stations do not exceed our 55 dBA Ldn criterion.  No 
additional mitigation is warranted. 

FA2-37 The Public Awareness Program is a regulatory requirement under PHMSA’s 
jurisdiction (49 CFR 192.616).  Our NEPA review bears no weight on the 
adequacy or approval of this program for compliance with PHMSA 
regulation.  The EIS adequately summarizes the required elements of the 
program, and Algonquin’s commitment to comply with the regulations.  The 
regulation cited by EPA, and development of this program is a requirement 
under PHMSA's operating regulations.  Therefore, this program is often not 
developed until a facility is placed into service, and PHMSA is ultimately 
responsible for ensuring compliance with its regulations and the adequacy of 
this program.  We do not have or maintain any copies in draft or final form 
this program.  Commenters wishing to review this program should contact the 
DOT. 

FA2-34 

FA2-35 

FA2-36 

FA2-37 
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FA2-38 The Emergency Response Plan is a regulatory requirement under PHMSA’s 
jurisdiction (49 CFR 192.615).  Our NEPA review bears no weight on the 
adequacy or approval of this plan for compliance with PHMSA regulation.  
The EIS adequately summarizes the required elements of the plan, and 
Algonquin’s commitment to comply with the regulations.  The regulation 
cited by EPA, and development of this plan is a requirement under PHMSA's 
operating regulations.  Therefore, this plan is often not developed until a 
facility is placed into service, and PHMSA is ultimately responsible for 
ensuring compliance with its regulations and the adequacy of this plan.  We 
do not have or maintain any copies in draft or final form this plan.  
Commenters wishing to review this plan should contact the DOT. 

FA2-39 The modifications at the Willow Gate Station do not involve new significant 
sources of noise, as such there would be no cumulative impacts on noise from 
this modification.  As is identified in the EIS, the Milford Compressor Station 
is located about 20 miles from the nearest NGT Project facility.  Based on this 
distance and noise attenuation, it is outside of the geographic scope for noise 
and would not result in any cumulative noise impacts.  Section 4.14.8.9 of the 
EIS has been updated to more clearly reflect the cumulative noise impacts 
from the Willow Run Compressor Station and M&R Station. We note that the 
Commission has no authority to require or recommend specific noise 
mitigation measures for DTE's expansion of the Willow Run Compressor 
Station.   Moreover, projected cumulative noise levels would be below 55 
dBA Ldn, and therefore, would not be significant.  If noise is found to be 
excessive, DTE and Vector could implement similar measures taken by 
NEXUS and Texas Eastern at similar facilities.  However, requirements to 
implement such measures would depend on state or local regulations. 

FA2-40 Sections 1.4, 4.14.3.2, and 4.14.8.9 of the EIS explain that emissions from 
production of natural gas are not considered a reasonably foreseeable indirect 
impact of the Project, finding that natural gas production drives the need for 
natural gas transmission projects (not the other way around), and there already 
exist numerous production facilities that have developed a network of 
pipelines for natural gas to flow to various users or interstate pipelines.  
Upstream and downstream emissions from production or end-use burning are 
not sufficiently casually connected to be considered indirect impacts.  
However, section 4.14.8.9 of the EIS has been updated to more clearly reflect 
the cumulative impacts from those production facilities that are within the 
geographic scope of the Project. 

The EIS also erred in comparing GHG emissions form the Project with 
national GHG emissions.  Section 4.14.8.9 of the EIS has been updated to 
compare estimated Project GHG emissions with state emissions.  This 
comparison provides a frame of reference for emissions, and is not an 
indicator of significance. 

FA2-39 

FA2-37 
(cont’d) 

FA2-38 

FA2-40 
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FA2-41 Section 4.12.1.3 - Operation Emissions of the EIS has been updated to address 
mitigation measures for methane leaks. 

FA2-42 Section 4.14.8.9 of the EIS has been updated to address climate change 
impacts on the project and mitigation measures. FA2-40 

(cont’d) 

FA2-41 

FA2-42 
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FA2-43 Comment noted.  

FA2-44 Conclusions and recommendations have been updated based on agencies and 
public review of the draft EIS. 

FA2-45 Distribution List (appendix A) has been updated accordingly. FA2-43 

FA2-44 

FA2-45 
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FA2-46 Comment noted.  

FA2-47 Comment noted.  

FA2-45 
(cont’d) 

FA2-46 

FA2-47 
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FA3-1 Comment noted. 

FA3-2 Comment noted. 

FA3-1 

FA3-2 
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FA4-1 The updated information provided will be incorporated into the EIS as 

appropriate. 

FA4-2 Comment noted. 

 

FA4-1 

FA4-2 
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NATIVE AMERICAN TRIBES 
NAT1 – Nottawaseppi Huron Band of Potawatomi 

Native American Tribes Comments 

R
-26 

 

NAT1-1 Comment noted. 

NAT1-1 
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SA1-1 NEXUS will implement their E&SCP, which is based on FERC's Upland 

Erosion Control, Revegetation, and Maintenance Plan (Plan) and Wetland 
and Waterbody Construction and Mitigation Procedures (Procedures).  
FERC’s Plan and Procedures are a set of construction and mitigation 
measures that were developed in collaboration with other federal and state 
agencies and the natural gas pipeline industry to minimize the potential 
environmental impacts of the construction of pipeline projects in general. 

 

SA1-1 
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SA2-1 Updated information has been incorporated into section 4.11 of the final EIS.  
We understand that NEXUS has not completed cultural resources surveys 
and/or NRHP evaluations, and consultation with the SHPOs for both Projects 
is not yet complete.  The recommendation in Section 4.11.4 would ensure 
compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA is completed.   

SA2-1 
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SA2-2 The transcripts from Public Meetings held in Swanton, Uniontown, 

Wadsworth, Elyria, and Fremont, Ohio between August 10 and August 18, 
2016 can be found on FERC's eLibrary (http://elibrary.ferc.gov) under docket 
numbers CP16-22 and CP16-23. 

SA2-3 NEXUS provided the requested information on thirteen architectural 
properties to the Ohio SHPO on September 23, 2016. We understand that 
NEXUS has not completed cultural resources surveys and/or NRHP 
evaluations, and consultation with the SHPOs for both Projects is not yet 
complete.  The recommendation in section 4.11.4 would ensure the SHPOs 
receive all required information, reports, studies, and any required 
treatment/mitigation plans and that compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA 
is completed.   

SA2-4 Following receipt of SHPO comments, the applicant would be required to 
address the comments, and produce any required avoidance/minimization 
plans.  Since we anticipate that NEXUS would avoid or minimize impacts, 
we also anticipate that there would be no adverse effects on historic 
properties, in which case, a memorandum of agreement (MOA) would not be 
required.  Since this has, as yet, not been determined, we have not initiated 
preparation of an MOA. 

SA2-2 

SA2-3 

SA2-4 
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LA1-1 We did not evaluate the route alternatives suggested in this comment because 

doing so would route the pipeline through the center of several large urban 
and suburban communities, including Canton, Wooster, Ashland, Norwalk, 
Fremont, Findlay, Bowling Green, and/or Toledo, Ohio; and Monroe, 
Romulus, Dundee, and/or Milan, Michigan. Not only would routing the 
pipeline through these communities result in greater impacts on home and 
urban areas, the pipeline would also be required to cross the same streams and 
wetlands as the highways, lending them unlikely to reduce environmental 
impacts on those resources. 

 

LA1-1 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
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LA2-1 Comment noted. 

LA2-2 Comment noted. 

LA2-3 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. 

LA2-4 Comment noted. 

LA2-5 Comment noted. 

LA2-6 Regardless of the route selected, 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. 

LA2-1 

LA2-2 

LA2-3 

LA2-4 

LA2-5 

LA2-6 
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LA3-1 Comment noted. 

LA3-2 The pipelines and aboveground facilities associated with the NGT Project 
must be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained in accordance with 
PHMSA safety standards, including more stringent requirements in 
increasingly populated areas. Therefore, the pipeline is considered safe, 
regardless of population density (see section 4.13 of the EIS). 

LA3-3 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. LA3-1 

LA3-2 

LA3-3 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
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LA4-1 Section 1.1 addresses the Purpose and Need of the Project, including a 
discussion on pipeline system capacity and demand. 

LA4-2 See section 4.10.8 for a discussion of potential impacts to insurance 
premiums. 

LA4-3 The proposed pipeline's proximity to schools is considered under pipeline 
safety (section 4.13 of the EIS), as part of the class location designation of the 
area surrounding the pipeline.  See also response to comment LA3-2. 

LA4-4 Section 1.1 addresses the Purpose and Need of the Project, including a 
discussion on pipeline system capacity and demand. 

LA4-1 

LA4-2 

LA4-3 

LA4-4 
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Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
-39 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
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Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
-46 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
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Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA4 – Karen Lovejoy Roe, Charter Township of Ypsilanti Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA5-1 To ensure compliance with best management practices and as discussed in 
section 2.5.2, NEXUS and Texas Eastern have each proposed to employ 
environmental inspectors on their Projects to ensure that construction 
complies with the procedures and mitigation measures identified in their 
respective applications, the FERC Certificates, other environmental permits 
and approvals, and environmental requirements in landowner easement 
agreements, including construction and restoration procedures in agricultural 
land.  Additionally, as discussed in section 2.5.4, NEXUS filed information 
with the Commission on June 12, 2015 indicating it would like to implement 
a FERC third-party compliance monitoring program on the NGT Project.  
FERC third-party monitors would conduct periodic field inspections during 
construction and restoration.  

Additionally, 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 also 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.   

LA5-2 NEXUS will implement their Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (E&SCP), 
which is based on FERC's Upland Erosion Control, Revegetation, and 
Maintenance Plan (Plan) and Wetland and Waterbody Construction and 
Mitigation Procedures (Procedures).  FERC’s Plan and Procedures are a set 
of construction and mitigation measures that were developed in collaboration 
with other federal and state agencies and the natural gas pipeline industry to 
minimize the potential environmental impacts of the construction of pipeline 
projects in general.  

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, including the Pipeline Standards and 
Construction Specifications, and shall file with the Secretary any measures 
that result from coordination with the ODA.  Any comments received from 
ODA shall also be filed with the Secretary. 

LA5-3 The FERC Plan indicates that either full work area or from the trench plug 
subsoil applicable to cultivated or rotated croplands and managed pastures,  
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(cont’d) 

residential areas, hayfields and other areas at the landowner's request.  
NEXUS addresses topsoil segregation similarly in section 3.5.3.1 of its 
E&SCP, indicating that ditch plus spoil side or full right-of-way topsoil 
segregation as illustrated in figure CW-2 will be used.  The criteria for the 
choice of topsoil stripping is not specified.  The Ohio Specifications 
recommend full right-of-way topsoil stripping to maintain soil quality and 
minimize impacts due to rutting and compaction when the soil is trafficked 
when wet in Section 3D (p. 5).  At NEXUS' discretion, full right-of-way 
topsoil stripping as discussed and illustrated in its E&SCP could apply to 
prime agricultural cropland that is yearly tilled and in row crops and small 
grains.  The choice between topsoil stripping in actively managed hayland or 
pasture would depend on the specific situation and the sensitivity of the soils 
to rutting/compaction when wet. 

LA5-4 Although DOT regulations typically require a minimum depth of cover over 
the pipeline of 30 inches, sections 2.3.1.3 and 4.13. 1 of the EIS explain 
NEXUS has committed to a minimum depth of cover of 36 inches, and 
additional depth of cover can be negotiated at a landowner's request with 
NEXUS. 

LA5-5 See section 4.2.2 for a discussion of topsoil stripping depths.  It has been 
FERC's experience that, in general, stripping the full width of topsoil up to 12 
inches, storing the topsoil in a reserved windrow maintained separate from 
the trench subsoil, and returning the topsoil to the surface of the subsoil during 
the backfill process results in minimal impacts to soil productivity.  If 
landowners have specific information or concerns regarding the need for 
special soil handling procedures on their property, including the need for 
additional topsoil segregation to a depth of 16 inches, the applicant would 
consider the request and make special soil handling techniques a condition of 
their easement agreement. 

LA5-6 It has been FERC's experience that, in general, stripping the full width of 
topsoil up to 12 inches, storing the topsoil in a reserved windrow maintained 
separate from the trench subsoil, and returning the topsoil to the surface of the 
subsoil during the backfill process results in minimal impacts to soil 
productivity.  While there may be special circumstances where segregation of 
additional soil layers will minimize mixing of subsoil layers with different 
soil plant growth characteristics, applying three or more lift soil handling 
techniques to all soils trenched for the pipeline would not justify the increased 
disturbance to the construction right-of-way needed to separately strip and 
store individual soil layers.  If landowners have specific information or 
concerns regarding the need for special soil handling procedures on their 
property, the applicant would consider the request and make special soil 
handling techniques a condition of their easement agreement.  The Applicant 
should evaluate construction right-of-way width requirements in this specific 
situation, and request a variance from the FERC to increase the construction 
right-of-way width as necessary. 

Additionally, prior to construction, NEXUS shall file with the Secretary an 
Agricultural Impact Mitigation Plan (AIMP) detailing construction and  
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(cont’d) 

restoration measures to be implemented on the NGT Project to address 
agricultural issues unique to Ohio and Michigan.  Specifically, the AIMP 
should address plans for segregating topsoil in areas where the depth of topsoil 
is greater than 12 inches; triple stripping topsoil, subsoil, and substratum; and 
ensuring that excess spoil removed from the right-of-way during backfilling 
consists of substratum, and then, if needed, subsoil.  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.  Any comments received from ODA shall also 
be filed with the Secretary. 

LA5-7 NEXUS’s Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (DTMP) includes a provision for 
examining drains across the entire project right-of-way using but not 
necessarily using closed circuit TV camera.  This requirement does not rise to 
the level of being necessary given that the passing and spoil side portions of 
the trench would be much less likely to sustain damage in comparison to the 
trenching width.  NEXUS should be able to discover the extent of any drain 
tiles damaged when it performs repairs, and thus we do not recommend 
adopting this ODA provision. 

LA5-8 NEXUS's Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (DTMP) includes a provision to use 
GPS technology capable of 3-D survey grade accuracy, or other similarly 
accurate technology, to document drain tile location, alignment, and grade.  
Elevational information would thus be included on the property drawings, and 
we do not recommend adoption of this ODA provision. 

LA5-9  FERC has recommended that NEXUS file with the Secretary, for review and 
written approval of the Director of OEP, its revised E&SCPs to commit to 
ensuring lands crossed that are under conservation practices, such as CRP 
lands, would be restored to pre-construction conditions, or in accordance with 
the landowner’s request. See section 4.9.5.3 of the EIS. 

LA5-10 Impacts on drain tile systems are addressed in section 4.9.5.4 and in NEXUS' 
Drain Tile Mitigation Plan (appendix E-3). 

LA5-11 Comment noted.  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. 

LA5-12 NEXUS' environmental plans can be accessed on the FERC eLibrary using 
the accession numbers provided in the EIS. 

LA5-13 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. 
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(cont’d) 

Comments noted.  Presently, there are no planned lateral pipelines associated 
with the Projects.  In the EIS, we required all alternatives to serve NEXUS' 6 
definitive receipt and delivery points. The City of Green Route Alternative 
would allow these points to be served without additional lateral pipelines.  We 
did not, however, require that the alternatives serve potential future delivery 
points at NEXUS' 13 tee-tap locations.   If service to these locations becomes 
required, between one and four laterals would be required on the City of Green 
Route Alternative.  See section 1.1.1 and 3.3.3 for additional discussion 
regarding this issue.  However, as previously stated, 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. 

LA5-15 Comment noted. 

LA5-16 See section 4.6 for potential impacts to wildlife and section 4.8 for potential 
impacts to special status species. 
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LA5-17 Comment noted. 

LA5-18 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. 
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LA6-1 See the response to comment LA3-2.  Alternatively, the important 
consideration in routing natural gas transmission pipelines in residential areas 
is the impact on land use. These impacts are discussed throughout section 4.9 
of the EIS. 
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LA7-1 Section 4.9.4.2 describes the impacts on planned and ongoing residential, 
commercial, and industrial developments. 
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LA8-1 Sections 4.3.1.2 and 4.9.4 describes impacts and mitigation for wells, septic 
systems, and other residential utilities. 

LA8-2 Socioeconomics are discussed in Section 4.10.  Economics and tax revenues 
are discussed in section 4.10.9. 

LA8-3 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. 
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LA9-1 Section 4.9.4.2 describes the impacts on planned and ongoing residential, 
commercial, and industrial developments. 

LA9-2 Section 4.9.5.1 states that NEXUS would coordinate with certified organic 
farm operators to identify construction and operations practices that are 
consistent with organic farm certification practices. 

LA9-1 

LA9-2 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA9 – Craig Thoricht, Zoning Inspector, Chippewa Township Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
-64 

 

LA9-2 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA10 – Joyce Forrer, Fire Chief, Chippewa Township Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
-65 

 

LA10-1 See the response to comment LA2-6. 
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LA10-2 Section 4.12.1.3 of the EIS states that the entire project would take 2 years to 
construct; however, construction at any given location would generally last 
form 6 to 10 weeks.  This section of the EIS also addresses emission from 
construction, including dust and the development of a Fugitive Dust Control 
Plan. 
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LA11-1 Impacts to transportation systems are discussed in section 4.10.7.  Drainage 
systems are discussed in section 4.2.2 and the drain tile mitigation plan. 

LA11-2 See section 4.3.2.2 for discussion on mitigation procedures during 
construction to minimize or avoid erosion and sedimentation of surface 
waters.  Impacts and mitigation pertaining to flooding and flash floods are 
addressed in section 4.1.5.7. 

LA11-3 Section 4.10.7 addresses inspection and restoration of road conditions in the 
Project study area.  NEXUS and Texas Eastern would be responsible for 
restoring roads in accordance with permit conditions and as requested by 
landowners or agencies.  NEXUS and Texas Eastern would periodically 
inspect roads near crossings and make repair as necessary to damages caused 
by construction activities.   
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LA11-4 See section 4.6 for potential impacts to wildlife and section 4.8 for potential 
impacts to special status species. 

LA11-5 Wetland impacts and mitigation are discussed in section 4.4.2 
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LA12-1 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. 

LA12-2 Comment noted. 
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LA13-1 Comment noted. 

LA13-2 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. 

LA13-3 See the response to comment LA5-2. 
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LA13-4 Comment noted. 
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LA14-1 See section 3.3.3 for an updated discussion of the City of Green Route 
Alternative. 

LA14-2 Comment noted. 
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LA14-3 See sections 4.5.1 and 4.9.7.4 for discussions of Singer Lake Preserve. 

LA14-4 There is no public comment period associated with issuance of a final EIS per 
NEPA. However, FERC's process allows for comments at all times during 
pending proceedings as well as opportunity to intervene. We find no need to 
extend another comment period with issuance of the finial EIS. 
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s Project 
objectives, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 
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LA15-2 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

LA15-3 The proposed pipeline is not a production or distribution facility, and would 
likely not be considered a "delivery infrastructure".  However, should the 
township view the Project as delivery infrastructure, we note that  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.  Although a local ordinance may 
not be followed, the impact on safety of pipeline infrastructure is evaluated in 
section 4.13 of the EIS, considering the federal standards.  Incident data 
demonstrates that pipelines continue to be a safe and reliable means of 
transporting natural gas and the Project would not result in significant impacts 
on safety. 
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LA15-4 The CEQ's recently issued final guidance on addressing GHG emissions and 
climate change was issued after the draft EIS for these Projects was issued.  
As such, the final document could not address the final CEQ guidance.  The 
final EIS includes the quantified GHG emissions associated with construction 
and operation of the Project facilities, including leaks and venting of natural 
gas, and mitigation measures to reduce methane emissions (see section 4.12.1 
of the EIS).  The EIS also addresses climate change impacts in section 
4.14.8.9 of the EIS.  See also the response to comment FA2-40.   
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-1 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-1 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-1 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-1 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-1 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-1 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-1 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-1 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-1 Although the EIS briefly discusses NEXUS’ and Texas Eastern’s stated 
purposes, it does not determine whether the need for the Projects exists.  The 
need for the Project will be determined separately by the Commission when 
it makes its decision on the Projects (sometime after the Final EIS is 
issued).  Additional discussion about the need for the Projects is in section 1.1 
of the EIS and is also available in the Commission’s Statement of Policy on 
the Certification of New Interstate Natural Gas Pipeline Facilities, which can 
be found on the FERC website at http://www.ferc.gov/legal/maj-ord-
reg/PL99-3-000.pdf.  Clarifying statements can be found by replacing “000” 
in the URL with “001” and “002.” 

LA15-2 Section 4.13 addresses safety impacts associated with the proposed Project. 

LA15-1 
cont’d 

LA15-2 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA15-3 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. 

LA15-2 
cont’d 

LA15-3 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-3 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-4 Comment noted. 

LA15-4 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-4 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-4 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA15-4 
cont’d 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA15 – City of Oberlin (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA16 – Roberta Gleason, Vice President, Chippewa Township Board of Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
-131 

 

LA16-1 See the response to comment LA3-2. 

LA16-1  



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA17 – Montville Township Trustees 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA17 – Montville Township Trustees (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA17-1 Pipeline safety in the proximity to residential development is a primary 
concern raised by many stakeholders.  DOT safety standards are intended to 
ensure adequate protection regardless of proximity to development.  The 
pipelines and aboveground facilities associated with the NGT and TEAL 
Projects must be designed, constructed, operated, and maintained in 
accordance with these safety standards.  See section 4.13 for a discussion of 
pipeline reliability and safety. 

LA17-2 Comment noted. 

LA17-1 

LA17-2 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA17 – Montville Township Trustees (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA17-3 Comment noted.  See response to comment LA17-1. 

LA17-3 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA17 – Montville Township Trustees (cont’d) 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 
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LA17-4 Comment noted.  See response to comment LA17-1. 

LA17-4 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA18 – Hanover Township 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA18-1 Comment noted. 

LA18-1 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA19 – Summit County Council 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA19-1 We did not evaluate the route alternatives suggested in this comment because 
doing so would route the pipeline through the center of several large urban 
and suburban communities, including Canton, Wooster, Ashland, Norwalk, 
Fremont, Findlay, Bowling Green, and/or Toledo, Ohio; and Monroe, 
Romulus, Dundee, and/or Milan, Michigan. Not only would routing the 
pipeline through these communities result in greater impacts on home and 
urban areas, the pipeline would also be required to cross the same streams and 
wetlands as the highways, lending them unlikely to reduce environmental 
impacts on those resources. 

LA19-1 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA20 – Erie County, Ohio Engineer’s Office 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
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LA20-1 NEXUS would be required to obtain local and state permits to install its 
pipeline beneath county and township roads and ditches where required by 
law.  These permits may contain special provisions for pipe burial depth 
consistent with local and state laws.  The FERC encourages cooperation 
between pipeline companies and local and state authorities; however, local 
and state agencies, through the application of local and state laws, may not 
prohibit or unreasonably delay the construction or operation of facilities 
approved by FERC.  Any local or state permits issued with respect to 
jurisdictional pipeline facilities must be consistent with the conditions of any 
authorization issued by FERC, and any local or state regulation that interferes 
with the FERC’s regulatory authority of the transportation of natural gas 
would be preempted. 

LA20-1 



LOCAL AGENCIES/ELECTED OFFICIALS 
LA20 – Erie County, Ohio Engineer’s Office 

Local Agencies/Elected Officials Comments 

R
-139 

LA20-1 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO1 – Ohio Gas Association 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO1-1 Comment noted. 

CO1-2 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

 

CO1-1 

CO1-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO2 – Sandusky County Chamber of Commerce 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO2-1 Comment noted. 

CO2-2 Comment noted. 

  

  

  

  

CO2-1 

CO2-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO3 – Laborer’s Local 1015, LIUNA 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-142 

 

CO3-1 NEXUS' and Texas Eastern's estimate of local hiring and payroll is just an 
estimate.  The source of final worker hires would depend on the existing pool 
of available workers at the time of construction. This will include local labor 
and trade expertise, including agricultural inspectors and train tile repair 
professionals to the extent practicable. 

CO3-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO3 – Laborer’s Local 1015, LIUNA (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO3-1 

(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO3 – Laborer’s Local 1015, LIUNA (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO3-1 

(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO4 – Laborers’ Local 809 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO4-1 See response to comment CO3-1. 

CO4-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO4 – Laborers’ Local 809 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO4-1 

(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO4 – Laborers’ Local 809 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-147 

 

CO4-1 

(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO5 – Laborers’ Local 894, LIUNA  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO5-1 See response to comment CO3-1. 

CO5-1 

 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO5 – Laborers’ Local 894, LIUNA (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO5-1 

(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO5 – Laborers’ Local 894, LIUNA (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO5-1 

(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO6 – Appalachian Partnership for Economic Growth 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO6-1 Comment noted.  

CO6-2 Comment noted.  

CO6-1 

CO6-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO7 – Michigan Chamber of Commerce 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO7-1 Comment noted. 

CO7-2 Comment noted. 

CO7-1 

CO7-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO8-1 As stated in section 4.9.3 of the EIS, if an easement cannot be negotiated with 
a landowner and the Projects have been certificated by FERC, then NEXUS 
and Texas Eastern may use the right of eminent domain granted to it under 
Section 7(h) of the NGA and the procedure set forth under the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure (Rule 71A) to obtain the areas needed for construction and 
operation. 

 

CO8-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO8-2 Section 4.13.1 of the EIS identifies the multiple methods that NEXUS would 
employ to inspect for leakage, including ground patrol, fly-over inspections, 
and annual leak surveys.  Section 4.12.1.3 of the EIS has been update to 
address EPA's new standards for leak detection and repair.  Sections 4.13.2 
and 4.13.3 of the EIS address the historic incident data for natural gas 
transmission pipelines, including injuries and fatalities.  The EIS explains that 
incident statistics for distribution pipelines are inappropriate to compare with 
natural gas transmission pipelines, and as such we find that studies, reports, 
and articles that include this information are not compelling.  The data, as 
presented in the EIS, demonstrates that natural gas transmission pipelines 
continue to be a safe, reliable means of energy transportation. 

CO8-3 Sections 4.1.3.4 and 4.1.5.4 address the concerns surrounding karst geology.  
Project routing has avoided all visible karst features and applicant is 
conducting geophysical surveys to detect hidden karst features.   

CO8-4 The EIS is a disclosure document.  As identified by the commenter, section 
4.12.2.1 of the EIS identifies the construction noise impacts and mitigation 
for the Project, concluding that due to the temporary, transitory nature of 
pipeline construction, construction noise would not have a significant impact 
on nearby landowners. 

CO8-5 See section 4.3.2.2 for discussion on mitigation procedures during 
construction to minimize or avoid erosion and sedimentation of surface 
waters.  Impacts and mitigation pertaining to flooding and flash floods are 
addressed in section 4.1.5.7. 

CO8-6 Sections 4.13.2 and 4.13.3 detail pipeline incident data and risks associated 
with pipelines. 

CO8-2 

CO8-3 

CO8-4 
CO8-5 

CO8-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-155 

 

CO8-7 See sections 4.2.1.4 and 4.2.2 for a discussion of compaction prone soils and 
proposed mitigation measures. 

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. 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.   

CO8-8 The commenter appears to cite incident statistics that include natural gas 
distribution and hazardous liquid pipelines, vastly overstating incident 
statistics applicable to the natural gas transmission sector.  The regulations for 
these facilities differ from those for natural gas transmission pipelines.  
Further, section 4.13.3 of the EIS clearly explains that the majority of 
incidents and fatalities from natural gas pipelines are associated with local 
distribution pipelines because these lines are smaller diameter pipelines 
and/or plastic pipes and are more susceptible to damage.  The EIS provides 
the correct incident statistic data for natural gas transmission pipelines, 
showing that there have been 1,312 significant incidents nationwide on 
natural gas transmission pipelines from 1996 through 2015.  The EIS also 
explains that operation of the over 300,000 miles of natural gas transmission 
pipeline in the United States results in an average of 2 fatalities per year.  This 
rate equates to about 0.002 fatalities per 250 miles of pipeline per year, 
indicating the risk is low for an incident at any given location.     

CO8-9 See Section 4.3.1.2 for discussion on mitigation procedures during 
construction to minimize impacts to water wells and 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. 

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.   

CO8-10 Drain tile is installed in agricultural areas to help improve drainage in soils 
with high groundwater and/or poor drainage.  NEXUS developed a Drain Tile 
Mitigation Plan, which is provided in appendix E-3.  Project-specific impacts 
on and proposed mitigation measures related to drain tile systems can be 
found in section 4.9.3.5 of the 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. 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 

CO8-7 

CO8-8 

CO8-9 

CO8-10 

CO8-11 

CO8-12 

CO8-13 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO8-10  
(cont’d) 

file with the Secretary any measures that result from coordination with the 
ODA.  Any comments received from ODA shall also be filed with the 
Secretary.  

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.   

CO8-11 See the response to comment CO8-2 regarding natural gas leaks and incident 
statistics. 

CO8-12 There is no evidence to support this claim.  Nationwide natural gas 
transmission pipeline incident statistics show that there are about 3.57 
incidents per 10,000 miles of pipeline (almost half the rate reported in the 
article).  Pipeline safety regulations continue to evolve to ensure public safety.  
The DOT is currently undergoing a proposed rulemaking to increase pipeline 
safety.  The referenced 2014 natural gas explosion in New York City involved 
local distribution pipelines, which in this case are smaller diameter, plastic 
pipes, and not comparable to natural transmission pipelines as discussed in 
response to comment CO8-8.  Sections 4.13.1 and 4.13.2 of the EIS address 
the causes for natural gas transmission pipeline incidents. 

CO8-13 The DOT is the federal agency charged with oversight of the operation of 
natural gas pipelines.  The FERC review process is not the appropriate forum 
to resolve pipeline operational oversight concerns. 

CO8-14 See section 4.3.1 for a discussion of groundwater resources including water 
supply wells, springs, and wellhead protection areas. 

CO8-15 Section 4.14.8.9 of the EIS addresses climate change impacts and includes a 
discussion of the Projects' consistency with local or regional goals, based on 
the published information from the USGCRP reports.  The report identified 
by the commenter lists 19 natural gas transmission projects and capacities, but 
does not correct for the potential double counting of capacity (where gas may 
flow from one transmission pipeline to another before reaching its end use, or 
where a project makes use of existing capacity).  The report also counts 
capacity that would be consumed (i.e. end-use burned) destined for Canada 
(e.g., from the NEXUS Project, Rover Pipeline Project, Northern Access 2016 
Project, and Empire Project) as ultimately preventing the United States from 
meeting its climate reduction goals.  Further, the maximum daily capacity of 
each project is unlikely to be consumed 365 days per year.  Many projects in 
front of the Commission are designed for peak use.  As such, it is unlikely 
that this total amount of capacity would occur yearly, and emissions would 
significantly less.  Most importantly, the report relies on the emissions 
primarily associated with upstream production or downstream end-use 
combustion as the cause of an inconsistency with national goals.  We continue 
to find production and end-use combustion emissions to not be causally 
connected to the project.  Therefore, we do not find the report cited by the 
commenter to be persuasive, and continue to rely on the discussion of 
consistency with the USGCRP report in addressing regional goals. 

CO8-14 

CO8-15 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO8-16 Estimated emissions specific to the NGT and TEAL Projects are provided in 
section 4.12.1.3. 

CO8-17 Section 4.12.1.3 of the EIS discloses to the potential emissions of all 
pollutants from operation of each compressor station demonstrate that all 
compressor stations associated with the proposed Projects and uses air 
dispersion modeling to demonstrate that each facility would comply with the 
NAAQS, which were established to protect human health, including sensitive 
populations such as children, the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory 
problems. 

CO8-18 See the response to comment FA2-34. 

CO8-19 Section 4.1.3.1 takes into account the potential for induced seismicity.  USGS 
has provided a one-year estimate, which will be updated annually, that there 
is less than a 1 percent chance for an earthquake of significant magnitude to 
cause property damage to occur within a year. Further, the pipeline will be 
constructed in accordance with federal standards (49 CFR 192) which are the 
same regulations followed by natural gas pipeline construction and operation  
projects in more seismically active regions of the U.S.    

CO8-16 

CO8-17 

CO8-18 

CO8-19 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO8-20 The USGS states that seismicity can be induced at distances between 6 and 
10 miles from and at depths up to 2.5 miles deeper than the injection point.  It 
is commonly accepted that structural damage to modern engineered structures 
only occurs in earthquakes larger than magnitude 5.0.  Injection-induced 
earthquakes in the central U.S. are mostly smaller than magnitude 5.0, and in 
Ohio, less than magnitude 4.0, and few cases are known where injection-
induced earthquakes have caused structural damage. 

CO8-21 See section 4.8.1.1 for a discussion of sedimentation and noise impacts on 
protected bat species. 

CO8-22 See section 4.6 for a discussion of habitat fragmentation and impacts to 
wildlife species. See section 4.8.1.1 for a discussion of habitat impacts to 
protected bat species. 

CO8-19 

(cont’d) 

CO8-20 

CO8-21 

CO8-22 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO8 – Food & Water Watch (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO9 – Michigan Chamber of Commerce 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO9-1 Comment noted.  

CO9-2 Comment noted. 

CO9-1 

CO9-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO10-1 See section 3.3.3 of for a discussion of the Falcon Flats Nature Preserve on 
the City of Green Route Alternative.  As discussed in that section, we do not 
find the City of Green Route Alternative provides a substantial environmental 
advantage when compared to the corresponding segment of the proposed 
route and do not recommend that it be incorporated as part of the Projects. 

CO10-2 See response to comment CO10-01 above. 

CO10-1 

CO10-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-165 

 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-166 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO10 – The Wilderness Center (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-178 

 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO11-1 See the response to comment CO8-15. 

CO11-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-186 

 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO11 – Oil International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO12 – Neighbors Against NEXUS, Sustainable Medina County, Freshwater Accountability Project 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-214 

 

CO12-1 FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft 
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person.  All comments received are publicly 
available as part of the docket for the project and can be viewed on the FERC 
website, regardless of whether the person was in attendance at the meeting or 
not. 

CO12-2 Comment noted. Meeting locations were selected to provide access to all 
affected landowners along the route with a reasonable travel distance. 

CO12-1 

CO12-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO12 – Neighbors Against NEXUS, Sustainable Medina County, Freshwater Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-215 

 

CO12-3 FERC provided opportunity for the public to provide comments on the draft 
EIS electronically, by mail, or in person. There was no restriction at the 
comment sessions for people to talk to one another, as was evident by 
numerous small groups discussing the project and their concerns amongst 
each other.  

CO12-4 Comment noted. We note that there were no disruptions to the comment 
sessions and anyone who expressed an interest in providing verbal comments 
had the opportunity to do so in the time allotted. 

CO12-3 

CO12-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO12 – Neighbors Against NEXUS, Sustainable Medina County, Freshwater Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-216 

 

CO12-5 Comment noted. 

CO12-6 Concerns about the format of the public comment meetings are noted. FERC 
received both positive and negative feedback regarding the format and will 
continue to review and adjust the meetings as necessary.  

Questions and concerns about FERC procedures can be address to the 
Commission's Office of External Affairs - State, International, and Public 
Affairs Division.  This division is the primary contact for the general public, 
as well as state regulators and other governmental entities, international public 
utility regulatory bodies, industry, trade associations, regional coalitions, 
consumers, communities, public interest groups, and landowners.  The 
division can be reached at: 

Toll-free: 1-866-208-3372 

Email: customer@ferc.gov 

CO12-5 

CO12-6 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO12 – Neighbors Against NEXUS, Sustainable Medina County, Freshwater Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO12 – Neighbors Against NEXUS, Sustainable Medina County, Freshwater Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO12 – Neighbors Against NEXUS, Sustainable Medina County, Freshwater Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO12 – Neighbors Against NEXUS, Sustainable Medina County, Freshwater Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO12 – Neighbors Against NEXUS, Sustainable Medina County, Freshwater Accountability Project (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO13 – Medina County Economic Development Corporation 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-222 

 

CO13-1 Comment noted 

CO13-2 Comment noted. 

CO13-3 Comment noted. 

CO13-1 

CO13-2 

CO13-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO14 – Board of Trustees of Friends of Medina County Parks 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO14-1 Comment noted. 

CO14-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO14 – Board of Trustees of Friends of Medina County Parks (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-224 

 

CO14-2 See section 3.3.3 for a 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. 

CO14-3 See the response to comment LA3-2. 

CO14-4 See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route 
Variations. 

CO14-5 See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route 
Variations. 

CO14-2 

CO14-3 

CO14-4 

CO14-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO15 – International Union of Operating Engineers Local 18 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO15-1 Comment noted. 

CO15-2 Comment noted. 

CO15-3 Comment noted. 

CO15-4 Comment noted. 

CO15-1 

CO15-2 

CO15-3 

CO15-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO15 – International Union of Operating Engineers Local 18 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO15-5 Comment noted. 

CO15-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO16 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-227 

 

CO16-1 NEXUS has indicated that to the best of their knowledge they intend to 
employ 60% Ohio residents. This intention is subject to current economic 
conditions within the State of Ohio. 

CO16-2 Comment noted. A new economic impacts analysis is not required. 

CO16-3 Comment noted. 

CO16-4 See section 3.3.3 for a 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. 

CO16-1 

CO16-2 

CO16-3 

CO16-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO16 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO16-4 

(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO16 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO17 – Friends of Medina County Parks 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO17-1 Comment noted. 

CO17-2 See section 3.3.3 for a 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. 

 

CO17-1 

CO17-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO17 – Friends of Medina County Parks (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO17-3 See section 3.4.11 for an updated discussion of the Chippewa Lake Route 
Variations. 

CO17-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO18 – NRG Energy, Inc. 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO18-1 Comment noted. 

CO18-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO19 – Ohio Manufacturers’ Association 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO19 – Ohio Manufacturers’ Association (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO19-1 Comment noted. 

CO19-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO21 – Dominion East Ohio 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO21-1 Comment noted. 

CO21-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO21 – Dominion East Ohio (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-1 See the response to comment LA3-2. 

CO22-2 Comment noted. 

CO22-1 

CO22-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO22-2 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-3 Through the NEPA process, the Commission evaluates the safety impact of 
siting natural gas transmission facilities. 

CO22-4 We disagree.  Using the pipeline safety regulations that DOT develops, in 
combination with historic incident reporting data maintained by DOT, the EIS 
addresses the safety impacts associated with siting the Project.  In particular, 
section 4.13.1 of the EIS identifies the potential impact radius should an 
incident occur.  The EIS goes on to explain that based on historic data, the 
likelihood of an incident is very low.  The EIS also explains that more 
stringent design, construction, and operating criteria established by DOT 
provides for a greater level of protection in increasingly populated areas.  
Therefore the EIS addresses the safety impact of siting the Project, and finds 
that regardless of population density, pipelines are a safe and reliable method 
of transporting natural gas. 

CO22-3 

CO22-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO22-4 
(cont’d) 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-5 The regulations under 49 CFR 195.1(b) explicitly states that "transportation 
of a hazardous liquid transported in a gaseous state" is not covered by this 
subpart applicable to hazardous liquid pipelines, including 49 CFR 195.210.  
Instead, DOT developed separate regulations under 49 CFR 192 to address 
transportation of natural gas via pipeline.  We continue to maintain that the 
setback requirements established for hazardous liquid pipelines do not apply 
to natural gas transmission pipelines.  Pipelines are sited in the most densely 
populated areas of the United States, including New York City.  Based on 
historic incident data, comprising a wide range of population densities, the 
EIS determines that pipelines are a safe method of transporting natural gas. 

CO22-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-6 As discussed in section 4.13, NEXUS would comply with design 
requirements established in 49 CFR 192. 

CO22-7 See the responses to comments CO22-3 through CO22-06. 

CO22-8 Section 4.13.1 describes key elements of NEXUS' emergency response plan, 
as required by DOT regulations at 49 CFR 192.  NEXUS has committed to 
compliance with these regulations.  However, the DOT is responsible for 
enforcing compliance with its regulations. 

CO22-5 
(cont’d) 

CO22-6 

CO22-7 

CO22-8 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-9 The EIS considered the City of Green Route Alternative as well as several 
other route alternatives.  See section 3.3.3 for a 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. 

CO22-8 
(cont’d) 

CO22-9 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-10 See the response to comment LA3-2. 

CO22-11 We use the methodology established by the DOT in its pipeline safety 
regulations to identify the potential impact radius of an incident along a 
pipeline.  The draft EIS incorrectly used an older pipeline diameter in 
determining the potential impact radius.  Based on the proposed pipeline 
diameter of 36 inches, the potential impact radius is reduced from 1,100 feet 
to 943 feet.  The final EIS has been updated to reflect this potential impact 
radius.  Any other suggested methodologies for establishing a potential 
impact radius should be presented to the DOT for scientific verification and 
future inclusion in its regulations. 

CO22-10 

CO22-11 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-245 

 

CO22-12 As discussed in section 4.13.1, if an increase in population occurs near the 
pipeline resulting in a Class location change, NEXUS would be required to 
reduce the MAOP or reclassify the pipeline, accordingly.  NEXUS would be 
required to comply with Class location and HCA requirements.    

CO22-13 Comment noted. 

CO22-11 
(cont’d) 

CO22-12 

CO22-13 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-246 

 

CO22-14 Bends in natural gas transmission pipeline are a common occurrence.  
Pipelines are routinely inspected using internal devices that can detect 
pipeline thickness, deformations, dents, cracks etc.  NEXUS would comply 
with 49 CFR 192, which provides details on pipeline welds for natural gas 
transmission pipelines.  Subpart E Welding of Steel in Pipelines describe 
welding procedures (section 192.225), welder qualifications (192.227), and 
weld testing and inspections (192.241).  Section 192.7 incorporates American 
Petroleum Institute's API-1104 (Standard for Welding Pipelines and Related 
Facilities) by reference.  DOT regulations for pipeline design account for 
pipeline stress. 

CO22-15 The EIS acknowledges that pipeline incidents do happen and reports the 
historic incident statistics, demonstrating that the likelihood of such incidents 
is low.  See also the responses to comment CO22-5. 

CO22-14 

CO22-15 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO22-16 See the response to comment CO22-5. 

CO22-15 
(cont’d) 

CO22-16 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-17 See the response to comment CO22-5. 

CO22-18 See the response to comment LA3-2. 

CO22-16 
(cont’d) 

CO22-17 

CO22-18 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-19 An Optimized City of Green Route Alternative based on refinements 
submitted by city officials is discussed in section 3.3.3. 

CO22-20 See the responses to comments LA3-2 and CO22-14. 
CO22-18 
(cont’d) 

CO22-19 

CO22-20 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-21 See the response to comment LA3-2. 

CO22-22 Comment noted. 

CO22-23 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. 

CO22-20 
(cont’d) 

CO22-21 

CO22-22 

CO22-23 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
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CO22-24 Section 3.3 evaluates several alternatives that follow a more rural southern 
route, including the Rover, Southern, City of Green, Canton A, Canton B, 
Canton C, and Doylestown route alternatives. 

CO22-25 Comment noted. 

CO22-26 Comment noted. 

CO22-24 

CO22-25 

CO22-26 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO22-27 See the response to comment LA3-2. 

CO22-26 
(cont’d) 

CO22-27 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-278 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 
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COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-283 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-284 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-285 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-286 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-287 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-288 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-289 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-290 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-291 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-292 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-293 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO22 – Coalition to Reroute Nexus (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-294 

 

  



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO23 –Anthony Wayne Local Schools 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-295 

 

CO23-1 The EIS addresses the various impacts of constructing and operating the 
Waterville Compressor Station on the natural and human environment. 

CO23-2 In section 4.12.1.3, conservative AERSCREEN modeling results demonstrate 
that local air emissions associated with the Waterville Compressor Station 
would not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the NAAQS, which were 
established to protect human health, including sensitive populations such as 
children, the elderly, and those with chronic respiratory problems.  NAAQS 
averaging periods (which vary based on the pollutant and include short-term 
and long-term exposures) were appropriately used to determine localized 
impacts.   

CO23-3 This EIS provides FERC's environmental findings and conclusions on the 
location and impacts of the NGT Project, including the Waterville 
Compressor Station. 

CO23-1 

CO23-2 

CO23-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO24 –IUOE Local 18 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-296 

 

CO24-1 Comment noted. 

CO24-2 Comment noted. 

CO24-3 Comment noted. 

CO24-1 

CO24-2 

CO24-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO24 –IUOE Local 18 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-297 

 

CO24-4 Comment noted. 
CO24-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-298 

 

CO25-1 Comment noted. 

CO25-1 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-299 

 

CO25-2 Comment noted. 

CO25-3 Comment noted. 

CO25-4 Comment noted. 

CO25-2 

CO25-3 

CO25-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-300 

 

CO25-5 Comment noted. 

CO25-4 
(cont’d) 

CO25-5 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-301 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-302 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-303 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-304 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-305 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-306 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-307 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-308 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-309 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-310 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-311 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-312 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-313 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-314 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-315 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-316 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-317 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-318 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-319 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-320 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-321 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-322 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-323 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-324 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-325 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-326 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-327 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-328 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-329 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-330 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-331 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-332 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-333 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-334 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-335 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-336 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-337 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-338 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-339 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-340 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO25 – Teamsters Local Unions 20, 92, 299, and 348 (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-341 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO26 – Homerville KOA Campground 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-342 

 

CO26-1 See section 3 of the EIS for a discussion of the environmental impacts 
associated with the Oak Openings and Canton B alternatives. 

CO26-2 The Homerville KOA Campground would be about 0.1 mile west of the 
alternative route (see section 3.3.3).  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. 

CO26-1 

CO26-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO26 – Homerville KOA Campground (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-343 

 

CO26-3 See response to comment CO26-2. 

CO26-2 
(cont’d) 

CO26-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO27 – Ohio Chemistry Technology Council 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-344 

 

CO27-1 Comment noted. 

CO27-2 Comment noted. 

CO27-3 Comment noted. 

CO27-4 Comment noted. 

CO27-1 

CO27-2 

CO27-3 

CO27-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO28 –IUOE Local 18 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-345 

 

CO28-1 Comment noted. 

CO28-2 Comment noted. 

CO28-3 Comment noted. 

CO28-4 As discussed in section 4.10.3, Texas Eastern estimates that 40 to 60 percent 
of the construction workforce would be local hires (i.e., 128 to 282 local 
employees).   Additionally, NEXUS estimates that over $449.6 million would 
be spent toward direct local construction labor income with approximately 
$400.6 million in Ohio and approximately $49 million in Michigan. 

NEXUS' and Texas Eastern's estimate of local hiring and payroll is just an 
estimate.  The source of final worker hires would depend on the existing pool 
of available workers at the time of construction. This will include local labor 
and trade expertise, including agricultural inspectors and train tile repair 
professionals to the extent practicable. 

CO28-1 

CO28-2 

CO28-3 

CO28-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO29 – IUOE Local 18 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-346 

 

CO29-1 Comment noted. 

CO29-2 NEXUS' and Texas Eastern's estimate of local hiring and payroll is just an 
estimate.  The source of final worker hires would depend on the existing pool 
of available workers at the time of construction. This will include local labor 
and trade expertise, including agricultural inspectors and train tile repair 
professionals to the extent practicable. 

CO29-3 Comment noted. 

CO29-4 As discussed in section 4.10.3, Texas Eastern estimates that 40 to 60 percent 
of the construction workforce would be local hires (i.e., 128 to 282 local 
employees).   Additionally, NEXUS estimates that over $449.6 million would 
be spent toward direct local construction labor income with approximately 
$400.6 million in Ohio and approximately $49 million in Michigan. 

NEXUS' and Texas Eastern's estimate of local hiring and payroll is just an 
estimate.  The source of final worker hires would depend on the existing pool 
of available workers at the time of construction. This will include local labor 
and trade expertise, including agricultural inspectors and train tile repair 
professionals to the extent practicable. 

CO29-1 

CO29-2 

CO29-3 

CO29-4 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO30 – Canton Regional Chamber of Commerce 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-347 

 

CO30-1 Comment noted. 

CO30-2 Comment noted. 

CO30-3 Comment noted. 

CO30-1 

CO30-2 

CO30-3 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International  

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-348 

 

CO31-1 See the response to comment FA2-34. 

CO31-2 Comment noted.  The EIS is not a decision document.  The Commission will 
consider the findings of the final EIS and the results of staff’s review of the 
Project's design, market demand, costs, financing, and rates before making its 
decision on whether to authorize this Project. 

CO31-1 

CO31-2 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-349 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-350 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-351 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-352 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-353 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-354 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-355 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-356 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-357 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-358 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-359 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-360 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-361 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-362 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-363 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-364 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-365 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-366 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-367 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-368 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-369 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-370 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-371 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-372 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-373 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-374 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-375 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-376 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-377 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-378 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-379 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-380 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-381 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-382 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-383 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-384 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-385 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-386 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-387 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-388 



COMPANIES/ORGANIZATIONS COMMENTS 
CO31 – Oil Change International (cont’d) 

Companies/Organizations Comments 

R
-389 


