Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) - Docket No. CP15-554-000
Comment from Nancy and Shahir Kassam-Adams (Intervenors)
Subject:  Equitable consideration of impacts on forested land

We write as landowners with forested land directly affected by the proposed route, and as residents of the Woods Mill neighborhood in Nelson County Virginia, where established hardwood forests are integral to our quality of life. Our home and our neighborhood would be greatly damaged by the proposed pipeline route. We write now concerning impacts on forested land, and concerning an apparent failure of equitable consideration of the impact on forested land across adjacent segments of the proposed route. 

In reviewing FERC's December 4 2015 request for new information from Dominion / ACP, we have become aware of several items that ask Dominion to consider route variations that minimize impact on forest land on portions of their proposed route.  For example,

“156. Evaluate a route variation and provide a table comparing the relevant environmental factors from approximate AP-1 MPs 159 to 165 that maximizes the use of pasture and agricultural land in the Rockfish Valley, minimizes ridgetop and forest impacts, and avoids or minimizes impacts on cultural and historic properties, nature trails, waterbodies, the Spruce Creek Tributary Conservation Site, and planned developments (i.e., Wintergreen Resort Expansion and Spruce Creek Resort).”

and 

“160. Evaluate a route variation and provide a table comparing the relevant environmental factors between AP-1 MPs 170 and 172 that optimizes the use of pasture, agricultural, or open lands and minimizes impacts on forest land.”

[bookmark: _GoBack]The Woods Mill area (including our property) lies on the proposed route between Route 29 (midway between MPs 168 and 169) and MP 170. This section of the proposed route goes entirely through forested land. Dominion would clear cut a 125 foot construction right of way (i.e., as wide as an 8 lane highway), removing a huge swathe of mature hardwood forest and inflicting permanent damage on the ecology, appearance, and character of our area, and on our property values and quality of life.  

At a minimum, we ask that FERC treat this heavily wooded segment between MP 168 and 170 in the same way as the adjacent or nearby segments of the route that are highlighted in items 156 and 160, requiring Dominion / ACP to investigate route variations that would minimize impacts on forested land.  

If the pipeline were to be built, its impact on our home, our land, and the surrounding area would be both devastating and permanent. Dominion / ACP has stated that pipeline construction on forested land would result in “removal of trees and shrubs from construction rights of way” and “permanent conversion of forested land to open land in the maintained rights of way.”  (Resource Report 8 - Land Use, Recreation, and Aesthetics, Section 8.3). 

We take seriously our duty of stewardship for this land in which we have invested our time, energy, and resources. We wish to reiterate, as FERC considers all of the impacts of this proposed pipeline, that we will not negotiate with Dominion/ACP regarding our land. There is nothing to negotiate as we have no intention of allowing this use of our land and property. Dominion would have to attempt to use eminent domain if they intend to damage our home, our land, our property in this way.  




