
Comments made by Al Bedrosian at Roanoke County Meeting on 12/9/14 relating to Mountain Valley Pipeline 

(Sometimes the media doesn’t get it “exactly” right, or doesn’t include everything – so I wanted to make sure 

that everyone was aware of the comments I made in opposition to the Mountain Valley Pipeline Resolution) 

 

I want to say that I do agree with some of the opposition to the Mountain Valley Pipeline, but do not agree 

that we have clarified in our resolution what we are really opposed to.  I want to make sure that I personally 

express my specific concerns.   I was not involved or invited to be involved in the creation of this resolution 

and I think that the general nature of this resolution allows for confusion among county citizens with regards 

to the big picture of how America creates a more energy independent country.  I think it is important to be 

very specific about this project and what are the objections.   

 

I reference this fact, because at a prior board meeting we had time for citizen comments and many comments 

were made in opposition to the Mountain Valley Pipeline that I do not feel are pertinent to this issue and in 

fact encroach upon many of our liberties.  I would like to itemize these issues and then provide you with two 

specific issues that cause me to oppose this MVP. 

 

At our meeting in October many citizens came up to express their opions about the Mountain Valley Pipeline.  

They can be placed into 7 distinct categories.   

 

First, We had speakers state that all MVP wanted to do was make money, they were not concerned about the 

citizens.  I think it is important that we not paint a broad brush and state that it is inheritently wrong for 

companies to want to make money and be profitable.  As to subjective comments about the fact that they do 

not care about people seems to be a careless comment.  But with respect to profit and making money – that is 

a good thing – profit shows that you are doing something that is needed and wanted by others.  I might add 

that an overwhelming amount of Roanoke County business and their employees are very much in support of 

PROFIT and making money. 

 

Secondly, comments were made that Fracking was unsafe.  Since the origin of the natural gas pipeline was 

coming from a location that produced natural gas from fracking – we are led to believe that this is a bad 

project.  Just yesterday, the local news had a very positive story from conservation groups that were very 

pleased with the Fracking that is going on in the George Washington National Forest.  Again, many Roanoke 

County residents do not have a problem with fracking and find that this is a great way for America to become 

energy independent. 

 

Third, we also had comments from some citizens that were adamantly opposed to the continued use of fossil 

fuels.  I for one feel we live in a free country – where the use of fossil fuels has done a tremendous amount of 

good for society and around the world.  Many of us want to enjoy the luzuries that fossil fuel energy has 

brought to us no matter how remote an area that we live in.  I do not believe that personal beliefs of the use 

of fossil fuels should guide us in this discussion.  Again, I state that an overwhelming majority of Roanoke 

County residents have no problem with using fossil fuels – in fact it powers our electricity and the 

overwhelming amount of SUV’s and trucks in our county. 

 



Fourth, we had comments again related to fossil fuels but that touched on the issue of how fossil fuels affect 

man-made global warming.  Again, man made global warming is a theory and should not be part of this 

discussion.  Again, as this issue relates to man-made global warming – the latest numbers state that now less 

half of Americans believe in MAN-MADE GLOBAL WARMING. 

The fifth item had to do with the fact that the pipeline would not be a job creator for our area, in fact, the jobs 

would be short lived and be done by workers with a very specialized skill from outside our area.  Again, how a 

private company wants to operate its business is up to them.  The purpose of a business is not to hire people – 

it is to do something you enjoy doing and be able to be profitable doing it.  Employees are hired when you are 

doing such a great job that you need help to maintain and grow your business.  Again, I state that Roanoke 

County businesses would also agree that the amount or who and where they hire employees is their business. 

 

The sixth point was that the natural gas was not even for our area or maybe not even for use in the United 

States.  All of this natural gas was going to be shipped to overseas customers.  I think it is important that we all 

come to the realization that we live in a global economy and if a United States company sells products or 

services overseas that is okay and in fact good for America.  What a change that is from all of the purchasing 

we do from China and the oil that is imported from the Middle East.  This comes down to simple economics – 

what is most profitable .  Again, many businesses in Roanoke County sell to other counties, other states, and 

other countries overseas.   

 

Finally, the seventh point that was brought up in opposition to the Mountain Valley Pipeline was that this 

would take away from rail that was currently being used to transport natural gas.  Again, I think every privately 

owned business has the right to conduct their business in the most efficient and cost-affective manner 

possible.  If the MVP finds that it will be less expensive to transport gas with a pipeline versus using rail or 

trucks it should be left up to them to make that decision.  Reducing cost to produce a product is a highly 

coveted and worthy goal of any business.  It makes them more competitive and drives down cost – which is 

beneficial to the end user.  Again, on this issue, I am sure that business in Roanoke County that rely heavily on 

transportation want to make their own decisions based on what is best for them and their business.  

 

I have taken the time to list these objections because I personally do not feel as if any of these objections are 

the reason that we can force a private business NOT to do business in our county and they should NOT be the 

reason that we oppose the MVP. 

Now I arrive at the points that I think are valid and are a definite show stopper for me with respect to the 

Mountain Valley Pipeline.  There are two: 

 

The first is how it affects our water source.  This issue was also brought up at our first meeting by Supervisor 

Church.  I think it is very valid – at this point, I have not seen any studies or seen any information that 

specifically states the risk to the source or the quality of our water .  But again, if it verified that there is risk to 

our source of our water and the water quality – that is a show stopper. 

 

Secondly, and to me really the most important - and that has to do with property rights.  The issue of the use 

of eminent domain by a private company because it is for the “common good” does not hold water.  The past 

and the potential future misuses of this way of thinking  are too high of a price to pay.  I strongly and without 



compromise would not support a private company disregarding the rights of a property owner and using their 

property against their will.   

 

If eminent domain was not to be used in this case and it was up to the property owners to make their own 

decision – this would be another matter.   This can also open up some contention among rights of property 

owners if someone or a group of property owners wanted to lease or sell their land to MVP for the use of the 

pipeline.  I have been somewhat surprised when I have asked property owners if their neighbor was willing to 

allow MVP onto their property for some type of compensation by MVP would they be okay with that? --- some 

have been adamant that they would fight against their neighbor to have the right to do what they want with 

their property.   

 

Lets not forget than many people that opposed the MVP were very much in support of putting windmills up on 

Bent Mountain.  The issue of windmills was different because there was not an issue of eminent domain but 

instead government subsidies were involved to make it more attractive to everyone without anyone really 

having any responsibility if something went wrong.  And all of this would be subsidized by taxpayers. 

 

I end by saying that I think its important that a more specific resolution be drafted that would include the 

opinions of all the board members so that the public understand what we oppose and what we do not oppose.  

I would like to propose adding  these items as an amendment to this resolution.   


