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Letter to the Editor from Michael C. Biggs  

 
 

Dear Editor, 
I am writing this letter 

concerning the proposed gas 
line that is to transverse 
through our county.  

As I think about this 
pipeline I am reminded of 
some other things in our 
nation’s history.  Why is it 
illegal to use lead-based 
paint?  Why are realtors and 
real estate agents required to 
have clients and/or 
customers sign a lead-based 
paint disclosure if the home 
being sold was built prior to 
1978?  We now know that 
exposure to lead-based paint 
is very hazardous to our 
health, causing problems to 
the nervous system, kidney 
damage, decreased muscle 
and bone growth, just to 
mention a few.  These can 
be problems that one suffers 
from low level exposure.  
High level exposure to lead-
based paint can have even 
more devastating effects, 
especially on children.  We 
now have banned the use of 
lead-based paint in our 
nation, with the exception of 
imports.  We have become 
so dependent on the cheaper 
products that we import 
from other nations, we do 
still allow lead-based paint 
to be used in the items we 
import from other nations, 
such as China. 

Another item that comes 
to mind is the use of 
asbestos. The use of 
asbestos has been banned in 
many former uses and new 
guidelines put in place for 
the continued use.  
Unfortunately for many the 
banning or new use 
guidelines for these products 
have come too late. 

Another product 
commonly used in our 
nation, with very little 
guidelines, were the tobacco 
products.  We now restrict 
the purchase of these 
products to adults and place 
severe warnings on the 
packages (SURGEON 
GENERAL’S WARNING: 
Smoking Causes Lung 
Cancer, Heart Disease, 
Emphysema, and May 
Complicate Pregnancy).  As 
of January 2, 1971 cigarettes 
were no longer able to be 
advertised on television and 
smokeless tobacco removed 
in 1986.  But again, these 
changes and warnings have 
come to0 late for too many. 

I mention the above items 
because it is my 
understanding that the 
pipeline would likely 
include four to six 
compressor stations along its 
route to add pressure to keep 
the gas moving.  (I have not 
seen or read whether or not 

one of the compressor 
stations will be located in 
Monroe County.) These 
compressor stations will put 
off a toxic gas into the air. 
According to the pipeline 
companies, the amount of 
toxins released fall within 
“the acceptable level”.  At 
one time in our history lead-
based paint, asbestos, and 
tobacco products were 
considered acceptable.  I 
would hope that we would 
not be exposed to these 
chemical toxins for 10 or 20 
years (or even 1 year) then 
find the truth of how 
harmful they really are to 
our health and well-being. 

Red Sulphur Public 
Service District has taken a 
proactive stance against the 
pipeline because the 
proposed line travels 
through the protected 
watershed, which is the 
source of water for many of 
the residents of the southern 
end of the country.  Local 
residents whether you are a 
Red Sulphur PSD customer 
or not, should take the same 
stance against this project.  
Putting a 42” pipeline 
through our county could 
have a detrimental effect on 
our water system, whether it 
is Red Sulphur PSD water or 
your private well or spring.  
When you begin to disturb 
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as much ground as will have 
to be moved to bury a 42” 
pipeline, 6 feet deep (I have 
been told) it can drastically 
change the natural flow of 
water.  I have personally 
witnessed the change in the 
flow of water when a new 
sewer line was installed in 
the county.  I have lived in 
my current home over 30 
years.  I have been bless 
with a good well which has 
never gone dry.  Even 
though the path of the 
pipeline is not scheduled to 
go through my property, I 
am still concerned about the 
water supply to my home 
and farm.  Farming, I 
depend upon the God given 
springs on my property.  If 
these springs were to be 
diverted or stop flowing, I 
would be unable to farm the 
land. 

Much talk has been made 
concerning the economic 
advantages for the pipeline 
to come through our county.  
When you examine the 
facts, these benefits may 
only be temporary. Local 
businesses may see some 
increase in revenue during 
the construction process, but 
that will be short lived.  The 
county will see very little 
financial benefit in the long 
term use of our county’s real 
estate.  According to our 
county assessor, the county 
will generate between $8000 
and $9000 tax revenue from 
the pipeline the first year, 
then decreasing in the 
following years.  According 
to the Mountain Valley 
Pipeline website, “Ongoing 
operation of the pipeline 
would support a total of 54 
jobs across the state with 
average annual wages and 
benefits of $65,000.”  But 

note these 54 job positions 
may not necessarily be West 
Virginia residents. 

Local residents where the 
pipeline passes through your 
property need to realize that 
during the process of 
surveying, the pipeline 
company will have a 300’ 
right-of-way to determine 
the best location for the 
pipeline to travel (300’ is the 
length of a football field).  
The pipeline company will 
determine the best path, not 
the landowner.  Once the 
path has been determined, 
the company will then have 
a 125’ construction right-of-
way.  And when the pipeline 
is in place, the company will 
then have a 75’ right-of-way 
for the life of the pipeline.  
As a landowner you will still 
own that 75’ strip of 
property and be required to 
pay the same county real 
estate taxes, but the gas 
company will tell you what 
you can and cannot do on 
that strip of land.  You 
cannot build anything on 
their 75’ right-of-way.  If 
you need to travel across the 
pipeline with vehicles, you 
will be told exactly how to 
construct the road depending 
upon the vehicles that will 
be travelling upon it.  And at 
any time the pipeline 
company will have the right 
to enter your property to 
inspect, repair, or replace 
the pipeline. 

I personally believe the 
potential destruction of our 
county, possible damage to 
our water system, and the 
destruction of the natural 
beauty of our county, will 
far outweigh any monetary 
gain that our county or the 
individual residents will 
receive, through not only the 

construction of the pipeline, 
but for the life of this line.  
Please read and study the 
true facts concerning the 
pipeline, not just the so 
called facts that the pipeline 
company publishes.  For 
example, the pipeline 
company states that 
municipal and private fleets 
can save money by 
converting from gasoline or 
diesel to natural gas. Their 
website states “There are 
estimated to be 
approximately 70 school 
buses, other school vehicles, 
solid waste disposal trucks, 
and other county vehicles, 
which if converted from 
gasoline or diesel, would 
yield approximately $80,000 
annually”. This implies that 
the gas flowing through the 
pipeline would be accessible 
to the residents of the 
county.  It is my 
understanding the purpose 
of the pipeline is simply to 
transport gas through the 
county, not to provide the 
county with access to the 
gas. The way I understand 
this pipeline, it would be 
equivalent to putting an 
interstate through the middle 
of our county without an 
exit or entrance ramp, just 
using our county to transport 
someone else’s product.  
Also, concerning the school 
buses, a study was done by 
the Wyoming Public School 
System (Wyoming state not 
county) in November of 
2012, which proved 
converting the vehicles was 
not financially feasible and a 
new bus purchased, 
designed to run on natural 
gas, would have to travel 
20,000 miles per year for 6 
years to break even (at a 
cost differential in fuel of 
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$2).  According to our 
county school system 
transportation director, our 
buses run on average 10,000 
miles per year.  The life 
span of a typical school bus 
is 10 – 12 years (due to state 
cut-backs, time may be 
pushed to 15 years).  A 
typical diesel engine is 
expected to run for 500,000 
to 1,000,000 miles while a 
natural gas engine’s lifespan 
is only 100,000 to 200,000 
miles.  Based on the study 
by the state of Wyoming, we 
would never break even on 
just the purchase price of a 
bus.  There would be 
numerous other expenses 
occurred by the county to 
switch to natural gas buses 

besides just the cost of the 
bus.  

If you believe the 
construction of a 42” 
pipeline across your 
property will not be a 
distraction or effect your life 
during the construction 
period you need to talk to 
some of the land owners 
who recently had an 8” 
pipeline pass through their 
property.  Many of these 
residents already regret the 
pipeline passing through and 
it is not in operation yet. 

I realize that our county 
commissioners, as well as, 
the county planning 
commission does not have 
the authority or power to tell 
the pipeline company no.  I 
also understand there are 

proper policies and 
procedures that must be 
followed in order to be legal 
in their actions, but I have a 
question for both groups.  
Are you doing all that is 
within your power to let all 
groups involved know that 
the majority of the county 
residents (based on the 
people present at the 
meetings concerning the 
pipeline) are opposed to this 
pipeline coming through our 
county?  Would you be 
doing anything different 
than you are doing now to 
deter this project if it were 
coming through your 
backyard, or the yards of 
your children or 
grandchildren? 

               Michael C. Biggs 
 


