





United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

West Virginia Field Office
694 Beverly Pike
Elkins, West Virginia 26241

November 14, 2016

Mr. David Swearingen, Chief

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Gas Branch 4, Division of Gas

888 First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20426

Ms. Buffy Thomason
Rover Pipeline LLC
1300 Main Street
Houston, Texas 77002

Re:  Rover Pipeline Project, Panhandle Backhaul Project, and Trunkline Backhaul Project, in
Hancock, Doddridge, Marshall, Wetzel, and Tyler Counties, WV
(Docket Nos. CP15-93-000, CP15-94-000, and CP15-96-000) (FWS File # 2014-1-0664)

Dear Mr. Swearingen and Ms. Thomason:

This letter responds to two requests: (1) the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission’s (FERC)
letter dated August 4, 2016, requesting concurrence that the Rover Pipeline Project, Panhandle
Backhaul Project, and Trunkline Backhaul Project (collectively, the Projects) may affect, but are
not likely to adversely affect federally listed species; and (2) Rover Pipeline LLC’s (Rover)
request for concurrence on the revised Indiana Bat Conservation Plan (IBCP) dated November 2,
2016, and the mist net survey results dated November 12, 2015, and July 11, 2016, for West
Virginia.

Rover proposes to construct and operate about 820 miles of interstate natural gas transmission
pipeline in Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. Approximately 199 miles (out of
820) would be associated with eight supply laterals to service areas in Ohio, Pennsylvania, and
West Virginia. Rover proposes to clear approximately 769.84 forested acres in Hancock,
Doddridge, Marshall, Wetzel, and Tyler Counties, West Virginia (138.05 acres are within known
bat habitat). This project has been assigned FWS File # 2014-1-0664 and all future
correspondence should clearly reference this FWS File #. These comments are provided pursuant
to the Endangered Species Act (ESA)(87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 ef seq.).
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The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) previously provided concurrence (via letter dated
September 30, 2016) that the projects are not likely to adversely affect the endangered snuffbox
mussel (Epioblasma triquetra), clubshell mussel (Pleurobema clava), fanshell mussel
(Cyprogenia stegaria), sheepnose mussel (Plethobasus cyphyus), pink mucket pearly mussel
(Lampsilis abrupta), rayed bean mussel (Viflosa fabalis), Mitchell’s satyr butterfly (Neonympha
mitchellii mitchellii), Poweshiek skipperling (Oarisma poweshiek), eastern massasauga rattlesnake
(Sistrurus catenatus), and the threatened northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) '
(NLEB). The FERC also requested that the Service concur that the project was not likely to
adversely affect the endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), but we were unabie to do so in our
September 30, 2016 letter because adverse effects to the Indiana bat were not sufficiently
avoided in West Virginia.

Federally Listed Bats :

Rover conducted mist net surveys in Marshall, Doddridge, Tyler, Hancock, and Wetzel Counties
(West Virginia), to determine if federally listed bats were present in the portions of the proposed
project occurring outside of known Indiana bat habitat. The Service received and reviewed the
results of the mist net surveys submitted on November 12, 2015, and July 11, 2016. The survey
followed the protocol outlined in the current Range-wide Indiana Bat Summer Survey
Guidelines. A summary of the results of these surveys can be found in our letier dated September
23, 2016.

No Indiana bats were captured during these surveys. Therefore, mist net survey results are
considered current for 5 years (the summer they are completed and the following four summer
seasons). In this case, the survey will expire on May 15, 2020. If a significant amendment is
proposed to change or expand this project, or if timber will be removed after that date, a new
survey may be necessary and the West Virginia Field Office (WVFO) should be contacted.

Rover developed an IBCP because the Indiana bat is known to occur within a portion of the
project area in Tyler and Doddridge Counties (138.05 acres). The objective of the plan is to
avoid and minimize the potential for adverse effects to known Indiana bat habitat resulting from
the proposed project. Habitat assessments were conducted within the proposed project area in
2015 and 2016. The results of those assessments are as follows: '

1. An estimated 138.05 acres of forest would be cleared for the project, which leaves an
estimated 2,468 acres or 74.65 percent of forested habitat within the ¥ -mile buffer area,
as defined in the WVFQ IBCP guidance document, after project clearing has been
completed. The total number of acres in the buffer area is 3,305.88.

2. 270 potential bat roost trees were identified within the project area. 103 of these trees
will be avoided during project construction.

3. The action area was surveyed for caves and abandoned mine portals, and 2 were found
to be potentially suitable for bat hibernacula based on Phase I cave/portal surveys. Fall
portal surveys were conducted on these 2 portals from September 30, 2015 to October 1,
2015, and no bats were captured at either portal.
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As part of the habitat assessment, Rover calculated the habitat loss for the entirety of the 5-mile
Indiana bat known use buffer, including forested and non-forested areas. Rover calculated that
the removal of 138.05 acres of forested habitat represents a (.2 percent reduction in forested
habitat within the entire 5-mile buffer.

The WVFO received an incomplete and inadequate IBCP on January 21, 2016. Based on Service
comments, edits to the IBCP were made on July 11, October 21, and November 2, 2016. The
Service has received and reviewed the applicant’s final IBCP submitted on November 2, 2016.

In Rover’s July 11, 2016, IBCP, 129 primary potential roost trees (PRT) and 27 secondary PRT’s
were documented within the project area and were proposed to be removed during construction.
Based on the PRT information provided in that IBCP the WVFO determined that the roosting
habitat within the project area was of high quality. As a result, the WVFO encouraged that Rover
further avoid impacts to PRT’s and to any other areas that display high quality foraging habitat,
as stated in our September 23, 2016, letter. After careful review of the data sheets in the October
21, 2016, revised IBCP, the WVFOQ identified issues with Rover’s identification of PRT’s. Rover
addressed these errors in their November 2, 2016 revised IBCP. The revised IBCP identified 167
PRT’s proposed for removal within the project area, 18 of which were classified as primary
potential roost trees. Based on the revised habitat assessment, the WVFO concurs that the
roosting habitat within the project areas is of low to moderate quality.

In the November 2, 2016 IBCP, Rover stated their commitment to the avoidance, minimization,
and conservation measures listed on the attached summary sheet. These measures are designed to
address the potential direct and indirect effects that may occur as a result of the project, and will
ensure that no Indiana bats will be directly killed by the removal of trees, and that roosting and
foraging habitat will remain within the project area after project construction. As part of the
IBCP, Rover has committed to a suite of measures to avoid and minimize the potential for
adverse effects on Indiana bats. Conservation measures include girdling 75 trees to create snags
and erecting 33 artificial roosting structures (3 varieties). Rover proposes to monitor all artificial
roost structures for a period of 3 years. They have also volunteered the following measures;
replanting of 91.4 acres of temporary workspace following project construction within the
Indiana bat buffer, and maintaining a density of 300 stems per acre with at least six Indiana bat
preferred tree species. The WVFO will continue to work with Rover to develop a tree planting
plan and define success criteria for survival of planted trees.

Based on the linear nature of the project, 0.2 percent reduction in forested habitat, quality of the
roosting habitat (low to moderate), low level of anticipated use, mist net survey results, and
commitment to implement seasonal tree clearing restrictions and measures in the IBCP, the
WVFO has determined that this project is not likely to adversely affect the Indiana bat. In order
for this determination to be valid, the IBCP must be incorporated as a mandatory condition in
any permit and/or certificate issued for this project, and all measures must be implemented as
proposed.
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Summary
Based on our analysis of the information provided to us, and other information provided in the

FERC'’s final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Projects, the Service has concluded
that the project is not likely to adversely affect Indiana bats in Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, or
West Virginia. Therefore, no further section 7 consultation under the ESA is required. Should
project plans change or amendments be proposed that we have not considered in your proposed
action, or if additional information on listed and proposed species becomes available, or if new
species become listed or critical habitat is designated, this determination may be reconsidered.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Tiernan Lennon of the West
Virginia Field Office at 304-636-6586, Ext. 12, or via email tiernan_lennon@fws.gov.

Sincerely,

el

John E. Schmidt
Field Supervisor
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Avoidance and Minimization Measures to be Applied on Project in Tyler and Doddridge
Counties, West Virginia

“Seasonal tree clearing (all trees greater than 5” DBH) REQUIRED

void cutting potential roost trees

1 Avoid high quality foraging areas

¥ Minimize limits of disturbance (narrowed LOD or ROW)

[} Minimize impacts (clearing) around suitable swarming and summer habitat and
wetland/riparian zones ,

50-foot or greater forested buffer left along both sides of streams

ollocate project features with previously disturbed or cleared areas

Phase tree clearing over multiple years

Reforest disturbed areas

Restore or enhanced riparian/wetland areas

trong crosion and sedimentation best management practices

ollution control plan in place

Suitable habitat acreage permanently preserved within or adjacent to the project site
¥ Other: Employee and contractor training

1 Other:
0 Other:

Conservation Measures to be Applied on Project
(1 Girdling trees on a 1:1 ratio for each potential roost tree that is lost during project
development
O Erecting artificial roosting structures on a 1:1 ratto for each potential primary roost tree
that is lost during project development (a 2-year minimum monitoring plan of artificial
structures)
1 Erecting artificial bark, bat boxes, or other artificial roosting structures (a 2-year
minimum monitoring plan of artificial structures)
Preservation of suitable Indiana bat habitat off-site
Creation of watering areas, wetlands, or ponds
ther: Girdling 735 trees to create snags
ther: Erecting 33 artificial roosting structures
ther: A 3-year monitoring plan of artificial structures

ther: Replanting of 91.4 acres of temporary workspace at a density of 300 stems per acre
with at least six Indiana bat preferred tree species
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cc:

FERC — Christine Allen

USFWS — Beth Rigby

USFWS — Jeff Gosse

USFWS — Karen Herrington
USFWS — Pamela Shellenberger
USFWS — Keith Lott

USFWS — Jack Dingledine

Project File

Reader File
ES:WVFQ:TLennon:skd:11/14/2016
Filename: P:\Finalized Correspondence\FERC\Oil and Gas\Rover Concurrence Nov 14.docx
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APPENDICES

Appendix A: Northern Long-eared Bat 4(d) Rule Streamlined Consolation Form
Appendix B: Potential Roost Trees (PRTs) Identified within IBCP Covered Lands
Appendix C. Indiana Bat Conservation Plan Worksheet
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Figure 1. Rover Pipeline Project General Location Map
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1.3 Project Description

Rover is seeking authorization from the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) pursuant to
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act (NGA) to construct, own, and operate the proposed Rover Pipeline
Project. The is a new natural gas pipeline system that will consist of approximately 713.8 miles of Supply
Laterals and Mainlines, 10 compressor stations, and associated meter stations and other aboveground
facilities that will be located in parts of West Virginia, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Michigan (Figure 1). The
Project will include approximately 511.4 miles of proposed right-of-way, extending from the vicinity of
New Milton, Doddridge County, West Virginia to the vicinity of Howell, Livingston County, Michigan,
and will include approximately 202.4 miles of dual pipelines in Ohio.

2.0 HABITAT ASSESSMENT AND FIELD SURVEYS

Pursuant to WVFO guidance, TRC utilized the 2011 National Land Cover Database to calculate the amount
of forested habitat that will be impacted within a 0.25-mile buffer placed on the known and presumed
occupied Indiana bat habitat (IBCP covered lands), as described above (habitat evaluation area). Forested
and non-forested acreages within the habitat evaluation area were calculated for pre-construction and post-
construction scenarios (Table 1). A total of approximately 138.1 acres of forested habitat will be impacted
within IBCP covered lands, representing an approximate 4.2% temporary reduction in forested habitat
within the total habitat evaluation area. Of those 138.1 acres of forested impacts, 46.7 acres will be
permanent, representing an approximate 1.4% permanent reduction in forested habitat within the evaluation
area.

When the entirety of the Indiana bat known use buffer is considered in the forested and non-forested habitat
calculations (Table 2), the removal of 138.1 acres of forested habitat represents a 0.2 percent reduction in
forested habitat. Impacts to 46.7 acres will be permanent, representing an approximate 0.09 percent
permanent reduction in forested habitat within the Indiana bat known use buffer.

Table 1. Forested Impacts within 1/4 mile of the Rover Pipeline Project IBCP Covered Lands.

Lateral Total Acres Non-Forested Acres | Forested Acres
Pre-Construction Sherwood Lateral 3305.9 699.8 2606.1
Post Construction | Sherwood Lateral 3305.9 837.9 2468.0
Resulting loss of forested habitat 138.1

Table 2. Forested Impacts within the Indiana bat known use buffer

Total Acres Non-Forested Acres | Forested Acres

Pre-Construction 50,264 8554.0 41,710.0
Post Construction 50,264 8692.1 41,571.9
Resulting loss of forested habitat 138.1

C TRC 4 2 November 2016

Results you can rely on



ROVER PIPELINE PROJECT
Indiana Bat Conservation Plan

2.1  Field Surveys

The proposed Project pipeline alignment was systematically surveyed by qualified biologists in 2015 to
enumerate the number of potential roost trees (PRTs) and to assess the quality and quantity of potentially
suitable roosting habitat in the Project area. For the purposes of the field surveys, trees were considered
potentially suitable if they possessed the following characteristics (USFWS, 2015):

e diameter at breast height (dbh) > 5 inches dbh,

e roosting structures (exfoliating bark, cracks, crevices, or cavities) that provide protection from the
elements, and

« free from vines or other obstructing vegetation that would preclude use by roosting bats.

Data were collected on all PRTs for the length of the proposed pipeline within a survey corridor
approximately 225 feet wide, encompassing the construction work areas for the proposed pipeline (typically
125 feet) and a buffer of 50 feet on each side. All trees that exhibited suitable roosting characteristics, as
described above, were geo-referenced and recorded. Characteristics such as tree species and diameter at
breast height were recorded as well.

During the course of the PRT survey in 2015, qualified biologists also recorded current forest conditions
so that the quality and quantity of Indiana bat travel and foraging habitat can be assessed. At forest
crossings where practicable, 30 x 400’ plots were evaluated as to canopy and understory characteristics,
average dbh, tree species, presence of known jurisdictional water resources, and suitability for Indiana
and northern long-eared bat habitat. Habitat plots were evaluated by the type of habitat use supported (i.e.
roosting, foraging, commuting).

Field surveys to document actual use of the proposed Project area by Indiana bats were completed in 2015
and 2016 pursuant to methods prescribed in the USFWS 2015/2016 Range-Wide Indiana Bat Summer
Survey Guidelines (USFWS, 2015) (USFWS, 2016). Relevant survey results used to inform the
development of this IBCP are summarized below. Complete survey results, including project mapping,
survey methods and detailed results are provided in the Rover Pipeline Mist Net Survey Report (dated
November 2015) and the Rover Pipeline 2016 Mist Net Survey Report (dated July 2016).

2.1.1 Summer Habitat

2.1.1.1 Potential Roost Trees

Within the IBCP covered lands, a total of 270 Indiana bat PRTs were identified during the field
assessment. Of the 270 PRTSs, 28 contain moderate or high quality roosting characteristics, including: > 9
inches diameter at breast height (dbh) and 25% or greater solar exposure were considered. These trees
represent potential primary maternity roost habitat (Table 3). The remaining 242 PRTs ranged from 5 to
46 inches dbh, received < 25% solar exposure and could be used as secondary roosts by maternity
colonies as well as non-reproductive females and males. A total of 103 of the 270 PRTs identified are
located outside of the proposed Project Limits of Disturbance (LOD), including 10 primary PRTs, and
will not be affected during Project construction, and will remain available to roosting Indiana bats in
subsequent maternity seasons (Table 3).
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