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BLUE RIDGE ENVIRONMENTAL DEFENSE LEAGUE

Jan. 3, 2019

VA DEQ

Piedmont Regional Office,

Re: Buckingham Compressor Station

4949-A Cox Road

Glen Allen, VA 23060

airdivision1@deq.virginia.gov

Comments on Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) compressor station proposed for construction in

Buckingham County

PERMIT NAME: Minor Source Construction Permit issued under the authority of the Air Pollution Control Board

APPLICANT NAME AND REGISTRATION NUMBER: Atlantic Coast Pipeline, LLC; 21599

FACILITY NAME AND ADDRESS: ACP – Dominion Energy Buckingham Compressor Station; 5297 S. James River Hwy,

Wingina, VA 24599

VA DEQ and State Air Pollution Control Board Members:

I am submitting comments on behalf of the Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League (BREDL) based in

Glendale Springs, NC. BREDL is a registered Virginia non-profit corporation. BREDL is a regional,

community-based, non-profit environmental organization founded in March 1984. Our founding

principles are earth stewardship, environmental democracy, social justice, and community

empowerment. BREDL has chapters and members throughout the Southeast including in the impacted

area of the proposed ACP compressor station in Buckingham County. BREDL may submit additional

comments prior to the deadline for comments. All comments should be considered.

We respectfully request that the Virginia State Air Pollution and Control Board deny the air permit for

the ACP compressor station proposed for Buckingham County on the basis the site is unsuitable based

on environmental injustice.

Virginia law governing energy development articulates support for environmental justice and equitable

development. One of the stated objectives in Commonwealth Energy Policy is “developing energy

resources and facilities in a manner that does not impose a disproportionate adverse impact on

economically disadvantaged or minority communities.” VAC § 67-101 (12). Further, it states that “To

achieve the objectives enumerated in § 67-101, it shall be the policy of the Commonwealth to [e]nsure

that development of new, or expansion of existing, energy resources or facilities does not have a

disproportionate adverse impact on economically disadvantaged or minority communities.” VAC § 67-

102 (A)(11).
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DEQ misuse of EPA's EJScreen

VA DEQ’s handling of EJScreen goes against the intentions and limitations of this screening tool. VA DEQ

continues to highlight the EJScreen runs as if EJScreen is the definitive source on determining

environmental justice when EPA has made it known that is not the purpose or its proper use. EPA

makes it very clear that EJScreen is just an initial tool when looking at environmental justice and that

impacted communities will need further review, analysis, and “local knowledge” to get a better

understanding.

As duly noted on the U.S. EPA environmental justice website,1 “anyone using EJSCREEN should note

there is substantial uncertainty in demographic and environmental data, particularly when looking at

small geographic areas. EJSCREEN is not intended to provide a risk assessment. Also EJSCREEN does not

provide data on every environmental impact and demographic indicator that may be relevant to a

particular location, and data may be several years old. Screening results should be supplemented with

additional information and local knowledge to get a better understanding of the issues in a selected

location. It is important to understand the caveats and limitations when using EJSCREEN.”

Why is VA DEQ putting so much weight on a screen tool that uses a small sample to obtain its data?

The Union Hill community is a small geographic area which places a “substantial uncertainty” on the

data. VA DEQ has failed to supplement the EJScreen results with “additional information and local

knowledge”. In fact, VA DEQ is completely ignoring a better understanding by omitting Advisory Council

on Environmental Justice (ACEJ) documents and glossing over the further review, analysis and local

knowledge aspects of studying affected communities for environmental justice. Instead, VA DEQ

contracts out to ESRI for additional information. ESRI used a similar method to EJScreen – use of

algorithms to projection estimates.

The EPA website further explains the appropriate uses of EJScreen as “EJSCREEN was developed by EPA

to highlight places that may be candidates for further review, analysis or outreach to support the

agency's environmental justice work. EPA is releasing EJSCREEN to the public in part to be more

transparent about how the agency considers environmental justice in its work. There is no mandate or

guidance expressed or implied that state governments or other entities should use the tool or its

underlying data.”

In addition, at the ACEJ May Buckingham meeting representatives from Dominion Energy clearly

misrepresented the environmental justice requirements to the ACEJ members. From the meeting

summary – this Q and A between ACEJ members and Dominion Energy representatives:

For example, regarding the census data used in the FERC report, Dominion would like to clarify that
the EPA determines the procedure for how they use census blocks for recommendations, and they
are compelled to follow that procedure.

Is there a law that says you cannot consider other options for analyzing data?

1
https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice
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Dominion must follow the law to be consistent with federal regulations.

Could you have gone beyond that federal requirement? For example, could you have noted that
the data used were incomplete or misrepresentative of the impacted community?

Dominion followed the law, and we are not going to debate whether the federal law
requirements are not adequate. If Dominion were to augment the analysis, it would introduce a
burden on the federal agency. If every applicant were to augment every standard with their
own data, it would introduce burdensome complications for FERC.

Of course in an ideal world, VA DEQ should ensure that the environmental justice issue has been

thoroughly and properly addressed on behalf of the citizens of the commonwealth. However, instead

of offering further review and analysis for a better understanding, VA DEQ gives us more of the same.

Local Knowledge

VA DEQ has had ample opportunities to learn about the Union Hill community using “local knowledge”

as recommended by EPA regarding the use of the environmental justice tool.

VA DEQ has posted information regarding a local citizens group Friends of Buckingham Preliminary

Information Form with the Virginia Department of Historic Resources proposing the Union Hill-Woods

Corner Rural Historic District. As posted on their website, “The mission of the Friends of Buckingham is

to preserve the natural resources and cultural heritage of Buckingham County.” Information submitted

included this:

“The significance of the proposed Union Hill/Woods Corner Rural Historic District stems from the

manner in which the parent plantation land became, after Emancipation, a community established

after the Civil War by Freedmen (who had acquired their freedom before Emancipation) and a

large number of Emancipated African-Americans. A majority of the current residents of Union Hill

are descendants of the Freedmen and slaves who started the community.”

During proceedings leading to the approval of a Special Use Permit for the compressor station sited by

the proposed ACP in the Union Hill community, Buckingham County heard evidence of environmental

injustice from local residents and regional organizations during hearings on the Special Use Permit, and

ignored their responsibility to protect communities of color and vulnerable populations. Ruby Laury, a

resident of Buckingham County’s 6th District, stated:

“Many studies have shown that hazardous solid waste facilities, power stations and industrial
plants like the proposed ACP compressor station are sited disproportionately in communities of
color and low income neighborhoods. Most importantly these plants emit toxic air and noise
pollution which would have a negative effect on the health and wellbeing of us living in the Union
Hill and Wood [Corner] area....[T]he proposed ACP [site] was owned by descendants of a
plantation owner and property sold for $37,000 + per acre. The community...was created by
freedmen, freed slaves in about 90% of the adjoining land.... So please deny the special use permit.
Please say yes to the citizens you represent. Say yes to protect us from the environmental racism
that appears is being thrusted upon us.”
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John W. Laury, also a resident of Buckingham County’s 6th District, stated in opposition to the Permit,

before the Board cut off his statement:

“We maintain the compressor station is inconsistent with local ordinances. It is being cited [sic] for
an agricultural zone not an industrial zone and it’s surrounded by an African American Community.
The local residents and regional organization gave evidence of environmental injustice regarding
17 Union Hill Community during the Planning Commission Public Hearing process. The Planning
Commission failed with respect to its legal obligation to ensure the ACP compressor
station...”(time’s up tone sounded)
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ESRI report offers no additional information

As mentioned earlier, EJScreen is to be used mainly as an initial tool. Both EJScreen and ESRI used

algorithms of Census 2010 data to estimate demographic data. EJScreen used the American

Community Survey (ACS) - that uses small sample surveys - for their results. ESRI used Census 2010

data then applied undisclosed geographic information system tools and algorithms to project estimates.

ESRI Census 2010 data is incorrect when compared to U.S. Census Bureau partner data

On page 14 of the November 28, 2018 - ACP Buckingham Compressor Station Environmental Justice

Review document posted on the VA DEQ website, ESRI provides the Census 2010 data that they utilized

in their 2018 demographic projection. The ESRI Census 2010 data does not match the Missouri Census

Data Center (MCDC) Census 2010 data. We go into more depth regarding MCDC in the next section.

We point out that both the ESRI data and the MCDC 1-mile radius run used the same latitude and

longitude coordinates to pinpoint the site of the proposed ACP compressor Station. While both ESRI

and MCDC data indicate the exact same amount for population and households, other data do not

match. A significant difference in ESRI and MCDC data is the result for minority population. ESRI reports

a 29.6% minority population compared to 60.1% with the MCDC data. We ask how can these two differ

that much in reporting the minority population especially when the population and household

information is the same?

Thus, we question the validity of the ESRI projections. First, the Census 2010 data that ESRI used is

incorrect based on the MCDC, a U.S. Census Bureau partner, data. Therefore, any projections would be

off. We also question the methodology of ESRI which applies undisclosed GIS tools and algorithms to

project estimates of demographic data. It is unclear from the posted information if ESRI uses American

Community Survey information, like EJScreen. ESRI has listed numerous issues with using the American

Community Survey. In a July 2018 white paper3, ESRI pointed out that:

ACS Sample sizes are smaller than decennial census samples, since the data is collected from

continuous surveys of the population, not once every 10 years.

2
Buckingham Board of Supervisors January 5, 2017 Public Hearing Transcript at 27.

3
http://downloads.esri.com/esri_content_doc/dbl/us/J10020_American_Community_Survey_2018.pdf
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The much smaller sample sizes of the ACS … affect data reporting and produce much larger

sampling errors.

Some values for medians, per capita income, and the aggregates used to determine averages

are missing from the ACS database, especially at the block group level.

Sampling errors must be reported as margins of error, because the variability of the estimates is

increased with smaller sample sizes. In some cases, the sampling error can exceed the estimate.

Instead of authorizing a thorough review of the environmental justice issue in the Union Hill community,

VA DEQ contracted out to ESRI which basically uses the same methodology as EJScreen - algorithm

projections to estimate demographic data.

The site of the proposed compressor station is near the intersection of three census tracts [Appendix 1].

The November 28, 2018 ACP Buckingham Compressor Station Environmental Justice Review included a

map of the site with a 2 mile radius drawn. This map clearly shows that the area around the proposed

compressor station includes a small section of all three census tracts. These tracts can stretch roughly

10 miles from the site of the proposed compressor station. Demographic makeup can change drastically

within that amount of distance.

The Three Census Tracts that are within two miles of the site of the proposed compressor station

2010 Census Tract Population Minority Population

9302.02-1 1278 34%

9302.02-2 1450 47%

9301.01-2 1133 35%

TOTAL all 3 tracts 3861 39.18%

While we realize that VA DEQ sought out ESRI to satisfy the Virginia State Air Pollution and Control

Board’s request for additional information, we strongly believe that a method of demographics

gathering that will better capture the community is warranted.

MCDC CAPS 2010 data shows huge discrepancy with EJScreen/ESRI 1-mile & 2-mile radius

data

Census & ACS

The U.S. Census Bureau conducts a census every ten years and sends out surveys yearly. The American

Community Survey (ACS) is conducted every year to provide up-to-date information about the social and

economic needs of your community. The Bureau contacts over 3.5 million households to participate in

the ACS. The American Community Survey is sent to a small percentage of people on a rotating basis. As

part of the ACS sample, you represent many other people. The census is conducted once every 10 years

to provide an official count of the entire U.S. population.
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As stated on the U.S. Census Bureau’s website: “The 2010 census questionnaire was one of the shortest

in history - asking just 10 questions of all households in the United States and Island Areas related to

name, gender, age, race, ethnicity, relationship, and whether you own or rent your home. Collection of

data about education, housing, jobs, etc. collected by previous censuses long-form questionnaires are

now collected by the U.S. Census Bureau's annual American Community Survey.”

In short, the more accurate way to determine a minority population for a census block would be using

the census data, but it is only updated every ten years. The ACS, with the use of algorithms, takes a

small sample and estimates the population.

EJScreen uses ACS Data

The EPA EJScreen tool “offers a variety of enhancements relative to previous approaches to EJ mapping

and screening or analysis. For example, the tool includes updated demographic information from the

American Community Survey (ACS) rather than relying on the Census that is conducted every ten

years.”4 EPA technical documentation on EJScreen further states, “Race and ethnicity, the two items

that determine minority status in our approach, are available from the 100% enumeration from the

decennial census or the ACS, while all the other measures are only contained in ACS estimates. For the

purposes of EJSCREEN, EPA did not believe that the increased precision of the minority measures that

might be gained from combining those once per decade data with the other data items from ACS were

worth the problems and ambiguities entailed in such a hybrid approach.” “All of EJSCREEN’s

demographic data come from the latest annual update of the five-year average ACS estimates, with

some lag time from publication by Census to inclusion in EJSCREEN,” as stated in EJScreen

documentation.

The U.S. Census Bureau released their latest 5 year ACS data on Dec. 6, 2018. That was for 2013-2017.

That means, at best, EJScreen used data from 2012-2016. Therefore, EJScreen used data as old as 2012

and the surveys are based on a very small sample. According to the EPA the Census Bureau sends out

roughly 200,000 ACS surveys each month or about 2.4 million each year. Currently, the U.S. population

is around 327 million. Therefore, these surveys only cover about 3.67% of the U.S. population and that

is over a five year period. Other sources say that 3.5 million surveys are mailed each year that would

include about 5% of the U.S. population over a five year period.

On the other hand, the 10 year U.S. Census data is considered a more precise, accurate count of the U.S.

population. The 2010 U.S. Census demographic data was rolled out to states concluding on March 31,

2011.

4
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2017-09/documents/2017_ejscreen_technical_document.pdf
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MCDC 2010 Census Data

We used the Missouri Census Data Center Circular Area Profiles (CAPS) — 2010 application to look at

2010 census demographic data5. This version works with census-block-level data from the 2010 census.

This uses exact 2010 U.S. Census tract data with no ACS. The CAPS 2010 application aggregates 2010

census data to approximate circular areas, specified by the user using a point location and radius

values. The application also lists the census tract blocks that were used in the results. We used the

same latitude, longitude coordinates applied to the EJScreen and ESRI runs to pinpoint the location of

the proposed ACP compressor station in Buckingham County. While the CAPS 2010 application does

not provide household income data, we were able to compare minority and age population data.

The Missouri Census Data Center (MCDC) website is listed under the U.S. Census Bureau as a Resource

for Mapping Census Data6. According to the MCDC website, the MCDC Program “operates under a

memorandum of understanding between the Office of the Secretary of State and the U.S. Bureau of the

Census. The Census Bureau's State Data Center Program celebrated its 30th anniversary in 2008. The

Business and Industry Data Center component of the program began in 1988 to enhance use of

economic data from the Bureau. A network of more than 1700 agencies nationwide, the Data Center

Program has provided access and education on Census Bureau products as well as other statistical

resources to millions of data users for more than 30 years.”

We are including both ESRI and EJScreen relevant data as a comparison to the MCDC data runs.

EJScreen Data

Race 1 mile radius 2 mile radius 5 mile radius 20 mile radius

Minority 37% 38% 39% 29%

Age 1 mile radius 2 mile radius 5 mile radius 20 mile radius

Under 5 3% 4% 6% 5%

Over 64 22% 22% 21% 18%

5
http://mcdc.missouri.edu/applications/caps2010.html

6
https://www.census.gov/geo/reference/outside_sources.html



8

MCDC CAPS 2010 Data

Race 1 mile radius 2 mile radius 5 mile radius 20 mile radius

White 40% 52.6% 63.5% 71.1%

Minority (incl
Multi-race)

60.1% 47.5% 36.5% 28.9%

Minority (excl
Multi-race)

54.8% 44.2% 34.4% 27.1%

Mulit Race 5.3% 3.3% 2.1% 1.8%

Age 1 mile radius 2 mile radius 5 mile radius 20 mile radius

Under 5 3.2% 6.2% 6.4% 5.4%

Over 64 16.9% 21.3% 17.7% 16.0%

The CAPS 2010 data [Appendix 2] shows a high minority population within a 1-mile radius of the site of
the proposed compressor station. Minorities make up 60.1 percent (54.8 percent if multi race
excluded) within the one mile radius. This compares to 37% from the EJScreen ACS data and 29.3% from
the ESRI algorithm projected data. This huge discrepancy demonstrates that VA DEQ has failed
miserably to properly examine this community with regards to environmental justice. The CAPS 2010
data demonstrates how the minority population decreases as you get further away from the impacted
area of the compressor station.

Minority Population decreases as you
get further away from the site of the
proposed compressor station.

The table below (compiled from
MCDC CAPS 2010 Data) displays race
demographics within various
distances from the site of the
proposed compressor station.

Radius White
Minority
(incl mult.
race)

Minority
(excl mult.
race)

1 mile 40.0% 60.1% 54.8%

2 mile 52.6% 47.5% 44.2%

5 mile 63.5% 36.5% 34.4%

20 mile 71.1% 28.9% 27.1%

We point out the huge discrepancies between the MCDC CAPS 2010 and EJScreen minority demographic
data especially within the 1 mile radius and the 2 mile radius. These discrepancies are not evident when
comparing the age demographic data.
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Difference between MCDC CAPS 2010 and EJScreen Minority Demographic Data

Radius Difference

1 mile 23.1%

2 mile 9.5%

5 mile 2.5%

20 mile 0.1%

Difference between MCDC CAPS 2010 and EJScreen Age Demographic Data

Radius
Difference

Under 5
Difference

Over 64

1 mile 0.2% 5.1%

2 mile 2.2% 0.7%

5 mile 0.4% 3.3%

20 mile 0.4% 2.0%

Small Sample Survey

The Missouri Census Data Center also offers an American Community Survey application – MCDC CAPS
ACS7. As explained on the MCDC website: “This is the current production version that works with the
latest available data from the ACS (American Community Survey). Uses an algorithm to include or
exclude a geographic unit (census tract or block group) within a circle. This module accesses a block-
level file with coordinates and 2010 population counts and uses that information to estimate the portion
of the unit's population within the circle. It then applies that allocation factor to all the data for that
unit. This is referred to as BBIA (block-based inclusion algorithm). “

We used the MCDC CAPS ACS application to obtain data for 1, 2, 5 and 20 mile radiuses [Appendix 3].
The ACS uses a very small survey sample of roughly 8 percent to obtain its data. The MCDC CAPS ACS
data results were similar to the EJScreen results, which also uses the small survey sample of ACS.

MCDC CAPS ACS Data

Race 1 mile radius 2 mile radius 5 mile radius 20 mile radius

White 63.1% 61.2% 66.0% 70.4%

Minority 36.7% 38.2% 31.7% 27.9%

Age 1 mile radius 2 mile radius 5 mile radius 20 mile radius

Under 5 3.0% 4.2% 6.4% 5.0%

Over 64 22.3% 22.1% 17.7% 17.9%

The MCDC CAPS ACS 1-mile and 2-mile radius runs included the amount of samples completed. The 1-
mile radius run only included 4 housing units (8.2%) and 8 persons (8.7%) as its data sample. The 2-mile
radius run only included 11 housing units (8.1%) and 21 persons (8.5%) as its data sample.

7
http://mcdc.missouri.edu/applications/capsACS.html
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Difference between MCDC CAPS ACS and EJScreen Minority Demographic Data

Radius Difference

1 mile 0.3%

2 mile 0.2%

5 mile 7.3%

20 mile 1.1%

Difference between MCDC CAPS ACS and EJScreen Age Demographic Data

Radius
Difference

Under 5
Difference

Over 64

1 mile 0.0% 0.3%

2 mile 0.2% 0.1%

5 mile 0.4% 3.3%

20 mile 0.0% 0.1%

VA DEQ did not include ACEJ documentation8

VA DEQ did not post the Advisory Council on Environmental Justice9 (ACEJ) documents on its

“Documents Subject to Public Comment” page [Appendix 4] announcing the current public comment

period scheduled to end on January 4, 2019. We believe this is a significant oversight. ACEJ has been

given various duties to better the commonwealth’s approach on environmental justice. Omitting the

ACEJ May 30, 2018 Buckingham meeting summary10, a meeting that VA DEQ staff attended, and ACEJ’s

August 28, 2018 letter to Governor Northam11 from the VA DEQ “limited” commenting is worrisome.

An advisory committee that was specifically established to combat the very environmental injustice that

is evident with the siting of the Buckingham ACP compressor station has been thwarted by Governor

Northam and flat out ignored by VA DEQ.

In October 2017, Executive Order 73 created the Governor’s Advisory Council on Environmental Justice.

The order states, “the Commonwealth requires a consistent, action-oriented approach to incorporating

environmental justice into decision-making. Accordingly, I hereby formally convene the Governor’s

Advisory Council on Environmental Justice (“Council”) to provide independent advice and

recommendations to the Executive Branch.” The order spelled out the duties of the advisory council.

The Council shall provide advice and recommendations to the Executive Branch on the following:

8
https://www.deq.virginia.gov/Programs/Air/BuckinghamCompressorStationAirPermit.aspx

9
https://www.naturalresources.virginia.gov/initiatives/advisory-council-on-environmental-justice/

10
https://www.naturalresources.virginia.gov/media/governorvirginiagov/secretary-of-natural-

resources/images/ACEJMay30_MeetingSummary.pdf

11
https://www.naturalresources.virginia.gov/media/governorvirginiagov/secretary-of-natural-resources/pdf/ACEJ-Letter~-

approved-8_28_18.pdf
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1. Integrating environmental justice considerations throughout the Commonwealth’s programs,
regulations, policies, and procedures;
2. Improving the environment and public health in communities disproportionately burdened by
environmental pollution and risks;
3. Ensuring transparent, authentic, and equitable engagement in decision-making, building capacity
in disproportionately burdened communities, and promoting collaborative problem-solving for
issues involving environmental justice;
4. Strengthening partnerships on environmental justice among governmental agencies, including
Federal, State, Tribal, and local governments;
5. Enhancing research and assessment approaches related to environmental justice;
6. Receiving comments, concerns, and recommendations from individuals throughout the
Commonwealth; and
7. Developing resources and strategies to provide and disseminate information to the public.

At the May 30 meeting, the ACEJ pipeline subcommittee reported that “There is the potential for

erasure of African American history through construction of the ACP’s planned compressor station in

Buckingham. In particular, several slave cemeteries could be impacted with several others not yet

identified.” Furthermore, they stated, “The FERC report was based on county-wide population data,

which does not accurately account for the number of residents who live in the localized “blast zone.”

The majority of residents in the most impacted area are African-American.”

ACEJ Letter to Governor Northam

In its August 28, 2018 letter to Governor Northam, ACEJ made these statements:

“The Council’s examination of evidence submitted from the Union Hill in Buckingham County
community has revealed to us that this community, like many others within the state, has a
significant population fitting the environmental justice criteria. Many of Buckingham’s residents,
because of their race or color, have been the historical recipients of unequal treatment, for which
the above-listed Executive Order was signed to serve as a remedy. “

“ACEJ recommends that the Governor direct DEQ to suspend the permitting decision for the air
permit for the Buckingham compressor station pending further review of the station’s impacts on
the health and the lives of those living in close proximity.”

“Union Hill Compressor Station in Buckingham County (ACP CS-2) may have a disproportionate
impact on this predominately African American community and could be perceived as exhibiting
racism in siting, zoning, and permitting decisions and public health risk.”

“State decisions for infrastructure with significant social and ecological risks, like compressor
stations, should not be made hastily, particularly in places like Union Hill where the everyday
experiences of residents are shaped by historical experience of racial injustice for a population
whose ancestry is rooted in slavery.”

“ACEJ recommends an Emergency Task Force on Environmental Justice in Gas Infrastructure be
convened to assess evidence of disproportionate impacts for people of color and for low-income
populations due to gas infrastructure expansion.”
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“ACEJ recommends that the Governor direct DEQ to suspend the permitting decision for the air
permit for the Buckingham compressor station…”

Governor Northam’s response to the ACEJ letter was to threaten abolishment of the advisory

committee.

In Summary

In conclusion, VA DEQ failed to consider the Advisory Council on Environmental Justice input. VA DEQ

inappropriately used EJScreen, a screening tool, to squash further information, review and analysis

regarding the environmental justice issue in the community impacted by the proposed ACP compressor

station planned for Buckingham County. VA DEQ further inappropriately used the ESRI results to

confirm their misuse of EJScreen. In this case, the small survey sample used by EJScreen and algorithm

projections used by ESRI do not represent the community makeup surrounding the site of the proposed

ACP compressor station. When larger, more precise, survey samples are used the community minority

population demographics are significantly different. VA DEQ has failed to consider “local knowledge” to

aid the department in properly determining the environmental justice issue.

Therefore, we respectfully request that the Virginia State Air Pollution and Control Board deny the air

permit for the ACP compressor station proposed for Buckingham County on the basis the site is

unsuitable based on environmental injustice.

Respectfully submitted,

Mark E. Barker

Executive Assistant

Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League

1828 Brandon Ave. SW

Roanoke, VA 24015

540-342-5580

mebarker@cox.net
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APPENDIX 1

November 28, 2018 - ACP Buckingham Compressor Station Environmental Justice Review12

12

https://www.deq.virginia.gov/Portals/0/DEQ/Air/BuckinghamCompressorStation/PUBLIC_COMMENT_DOC_BOS_d
emographic_and_Community_eng.pdf



14

APPENDIX 2

MCDC CAPS 2010 runs for 1 mile, 2 mile, 5 mile and 20 mile radius from the site of the proposed ACP

compressor station in Buckingham County, VA.
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APPENDIX 3

MCDC CAPS ACS runs for 1 mile, 2 mile, 5 mile and 20 mile radius from the site of the proposed ACP

compressor station in Buckingham County, VA.
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APPENDIX 4

List from VA DEQ website: Screenshot from Dec. 28, 2018 at 9:43 PM
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