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Questions and Answers: 
1. What new information is considered? 

The final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement considers erosion, sedimentation, 
and water quality effects in relation to mitigation effectiveness. It also considers new 
federally listed threatened and endangered species and critical habitat designations. It applies 
the Planning Rule requirements for soil, riparian resources, and threatened and endangered 
species to the Forest Plan amendments. 

 
Some changes to the project proposal are also considered, including that the Right-of-Way 
can be accessed using only off-National Forest System roads; use of Pocahontas and Mystery 
Ridge Roads is not part of the Proposed Action in this FSEIS. The stream crossing method 
for four unnamed tributary streams on National Forest System lands has been changed from a 
dry-ditch open-cut method as indicated in the FERC FEIS to conventional bores in order to 
reduce effects to waters of the United States and potential sedimentation effects in the 
Jefferson National Forest. 

 
2. How were comments received on the draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement 

addressed? 
Responses to comments are discussed in Appendix C of the final Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement. Changes made to the SEIS between Draft and Final 
versions include reorganization of language regarding amendments to Plan standards; 
clarifications regarding range of alternatives and public involvement; more robust 
demonstration of adoption of resource analysis; and more visual representation about 
resource conditions. 

 
3. What changed in the legal status of the project? 

On July 27, 2018, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit issued an opinion vacating 
the Bureau of Land Management’s Right-of-Way and the Forest Service’s Forest Plan 
amendment. The Court claimed violations of the Mineral Leasing Act, National 
Environmental Policy Act, and National Forest Management Act. 

 
4. What threatened and endangered species and critical habitat designations have changed? 

On November 21, 2018, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service published a final rule listing the 
candy darter (Estheostoma osburni) as endangered and proposing critical habitat for the 
species. This species will require additional analysis due to this change. 

 
5. What additional information did MVP LLC provide to the Bureau of Land Management and the 

Forest Service? 
MVP LLC provided the Bureau of Land Management and the Forest Service the changes to 
their project proposal on National Forest System lands since the Record of Decision in 2017. 



6. What closure orders have been issued? 

A closure order for Brush Mountain and Sinking Creek Mountain was put in place June 12, 
2020, and is effective until June 12, 2021, or until rescinded earlier. This closure order was 
put into effect to protect public health and safety. This closure order can be found online at 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/gwj on the Forest Supervisor’s Orders page. If additional closure 
orders are issued, they will be announced and publicized on this page as well. 

7. Why is this SEIS being signed by the Under Secretary? 

This decision is fully aligned with Administration policy supporting the efficient 
development of necessary infrastructure to ensure Americans have affordable access to 
domestic energy resources. The decision will ensure this critical infrastructure project will 
continue to move forward without delay. 

8. Why does the Record of Decision Include an Errata and how does it function? 

Accompanying the ROD will be an errata sheet that will provide minor corrections and 
additional clarity to public comment responses.  An errata is a fairly common tool used in 
federal decision-making under NEPA.  The use of an errata sheet is part of the CEQ 
NEPA Implementing Regulations (40 CRR 1503.4; Response to Comments) and the 
Forest Service NEPA Guidance (FSH 1909.15, Section 18.2 - Reconsideration of 
Decisions Based on an Environmental Impact Statement). 

9. How have the resources been protected along the pipeline corridor after construction stopped 
due to the court order? 

The Forest Service is continuing to implement stabilization measures as well as 
monitoring stabilized areas for potential soil erosion and sedimentation impacts. 
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