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Mountain Valley Pipeline, LLC 
Attn: Jeffrey Klinefelter 
9401 Courthouse Road, Suite B  
Chesterfield, Virginia 23832 

SENT VIA EMAIL: jeffrey.klinefelter@eqt.com

Re: Joint Permit Application No. 25-0752 
MVP Southgate Amendment Project 
Pittsylvania County, Virginia 
Permittee-Responsible Mitigation Site Comment Letter 

Dear Mr. Klinefelter: 

The Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) is in receipt of your Conceptual Permittee-
Responsible Mitigation (PRM) Plan associated with Joint Permit Application (JPA) No. 25-1277, received 
8 August 2025.   After review of the package and pursuant to 9VAC25-210-80.B.1.m, DEQ has the 
following comments on the PRM package: 

1. The project is proposing restoration of existing wetlands at 1:1 ratio.  Pursuant to 9VAC25-210-10, 
the proposed activity within existing wetlands should be considered as wetland enhancement.  
Typical DEQ wetland enhancement ratios range from 3:1 to 7:1. Please revise the compensatory 
mitigation plan accordingly or provide additional documentation/rationale to support the proposed 
ratio for further evaluation by DEQ. 

2. Sections of the Conceptual PRM package include language that is more associated with mitigation 
banking rather than PRM.  Please revise language referring to ‘Sponsor’ throughout the documents 
to be called “applicant” or “permittee.” 

3. DEQ has no comment on Maintenance and Monitoring Assurance in Section 12 and Section 14 
(Financial Assurances) as these are Federal requirements. 

4. In Section 5 (Baseline Information), please provide additional information regarding surrounding 
land use. 

5. In Section 6 (Determination of Credits), please clarify the impact type (e.g. conversion versus 
permanent impacts) that would correlate with ratios in Table 2. 
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6. Please add wetland impacts associated with the PRM activities to the narrative.  These impacts may 
be associated with grading activities, access, and incorporation of erosion and sediment control 
measures.  Consider adding these impacts to Section 7 (Mitigation Work Plan).  These impacts will 
also need to be added to the project’s impact tables. 

7. In Section 7 (Mitigation Work Plan), please address the following: 
a) Please describe in more detail invasives that are currently present on the subject site.   
b) Please advise if Japanese stiltgrass (Microstegium vimineum) and small carpetgrass 

(Arthraxon hispidus) communities are present in the vicinity.  Also, please advise why these 
species are excluded from treatment and are proposed to not be considered in the invasive 
species cover percentage.  

c) Please provide management details regarding control of fescue (Festuca sp.). 
d) Add language for foliar treatments needed to be approved for use in aquatic environments if 

applied within surface waters. 
e) Please clarify in the Native & Invasive Species Cover Requirement section to clearly define 

a quantitative performance requirement to be achieved for each monitoring year. 
f) Please include any potential time-of-year restrictions (TOYR) in the construction schedule 

or, if applicable, state that no TOYRs are anticipated. 
g) In the construction schedule, please include the completion of planting before the submittal 

of the as-built report. 

8. In Section 9 (Performance Standards), please address the following: 
a) Please include one (1) additional performance standard (e.g. redoximorphic features, 

positive alpha-alpha dipyridyl, IRIS tubes) for wetland soils. 
b) Under forested wetland vegetation, please change 200 living woody stems to 400 living 

woody stems. 
c) Under upland buffer standards, please change 200 living woody stems to 400 living woody 

stems. 

9. Some sections of the documents referring to the monitoring schedule contain a Year 4 monitoring 
event.  DEQ will not require a monitoring report for Year 4.  Please remove from the narrative and 
documents. 

10. DEQ has no comment on the adaptive management plan as it is a Federal requirement. 

11. Please provide an updated, red-lined Word version of the Long-term Management Plan that includes 
all pertinent, available information.  Also, please update the DEQ signatory.   

12. Please submit a Long-term Management Fund table/analysis (please see attached). 

13. Please advise if maintenance provisions for water control structures are considered in the Long-term 
Management Plan. 

14. Please address the following comments regarding the plan set: 
a)       Please add the Limit of Disturbance (LOD) to applicable plan sheets. 
b) Please add elevation to existing contours on the conceptual grading plan. 
c) A row of the planting plan is cut off; please revise. 
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d) Related to Item 6 above, please create or add to a plan that depicts and quantifies wetland 
impacts.  

e) Please advise if the site is active cattle pasture and if the site will be fenced.  If yes, show 
fencing on plans. If not, please describe why fencing is not being incorporated. 

We look forward to future coordination for this project.  Please contact me at (804) 659-1986 or 
michael.mussomeli@deq.virginia.gov if you have any questions. 

Respectfully, 

Michael J. Mussomeli, PWS 
Environmental Specialist II 

cc (via email): Cory Chalmers, EQT Corporation 
Justin Curtis, AquaLaw PLC 
Christian King, Burns & McDonnell Engineering Company, Inc. 
Lori Ferry, Burns & McDonnell Engineering Company, Inc. 
Steven VanderPloeg, USACE 
Steve Hardwick, DEQ 
Melanie Davenport, DEQ 
Brenda Winn, DEQ 
JPA.permits@mrc.virginia.gov, VMRC 

Enclosures 



Bush River Stream Mitigation Bank 

LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT PLAN: 72.3 ACRE BANK

TABLE 1. BANK MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES, LEVEL OF EFFORT, FREQUENCY, AND COST

MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION NUMBER 
OF UNITS UNITS FREQUENCY AVERAGE ANNUAL COST

A. Biological Resources

A1. Waters of the U.S., including 
wetlands

Annual walk through to qualitatively monitor the general condition of Bank habitats. Notes and 
photographs will be provided for any issues found on site. 8 hours Annually $1,200.00

A 2. RTE Plants $0.00

A 3. RTE Animals $0.00

A 4. INU Species 
Qualitatively monitor INU species on site in comparison to baseline conditions map of INU 
species. If issues arise an Adaptive Management approach will be considered with the IRT 
agencies.

2 hours Annually $300.00

B. Security, Safety, & Public 
Access

B1. Trash & Trespass Annual walk through checking on issues of trash and tresspass throughout the Bank. Remove 
trash and rectify trespass issues. 2 hour Annually $300.00

C. Infrastructure and Facilities 

C1. Fences, Gates, Signs, 
Boundaries Inspect the fences, gates, signs, and boundary annually. Maintain, repair, replace, as necessary. 3 hour Annually $450.00

C2. Trails, Crossings, and Roads $0.00

C3. Berms and water control 
structures $0.00

C 4. Impoundments $0.00

Adaptive Management Fund To take adaptive management actions pertaining to RTE, INU, Aquatic ecosystem function, 
Infrastructure, Trash, Tresspass etc. 2 hours Annually $300.00

D. Reporting and Administration

D1. Annual Report Complete and upload an annual report of conditions by December 31 annually. 2 hours Annually $300.00

D2. Administration fees (~10%) Pay all administration costs associated with LTS Annually $250.00

D3. Contingency Fee (~20%) For unforeseen circustances Annually $500.00

D4. Legal Fund Legal fund for potential issues arising. Annually $300.00

D5. Terra Firma Insurance For easement insurance Annually $150.00

TOTAL ANNUAL FUNDING AMOUNT:            $4,050.00
TOTAL FUND AMOUNT (based on 3.5% CAP) $115,714.29
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