Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, N.E.
Washington, DC 20426

July 13, 2021

Re: Mountain Valley Pipeline, LLC project: Docket No. CP16-10-000
Catastrophic flooding at MVP Spread B, 25A, intersection with 25B pipeline crossing,
microclimate impacts on 25A through 25D.
Dear Ms. Bose,
On Friday, June 11, 2021, catastrophic flooding occurred throughout 25A, from the proposed
bore pit area down the entire wetland watershed valley for 5000 feet. NWS.gov reported rain at
the rate of up to 4 inches an hour. The rain gauge was under water at the front gate. At least 15
inches of rain fell on 25A in the week of June 5 to June 11. Another 4 inches of rain fell by
Tuesday, June 15.
Five years ago, I submitted comments to FERC asking that MVP move the pipeline project away
Second Big Run watershed (25A) due to the inevitable damage that would happen to this pristine
watershed if the pipeline was allowed to be built in that location. This area is in a documented
microclimate region of WV between the Little Kanawha Basin and Oil Creek.
Since that time, MVP has deforested an area up to 75 feet wide, with a 125-foot-wide easement,
down two steep mountain sides, through the “sensitive aquatic habitat” headwaters, to where the
area in the proposed bore pit area has no protection, removed one side of the mountain on the
easement and destroyed what was a small meandering dirt road that went to the ridge. Changes
in the topography of this area are now responsible for a permanent increase in the amount and
velocity of the water, as well as increased sedimentation in the creek with any rain event. The
entire watershed has been permanently impacted and damaged. 25A is now paying the price for
being in the destructive path of this ill-conceived pipeline.
The areas where Lewis, Braxton and Gilmer counties meet are known locally as a rain
microclimate. This was documented in a USGS pamphlet entitled: Notable Floods 1942-1943:
https://pubs.usgs.gov/wsp/1134a/report.pdf
Here is an abstract description of the 1943 Flood that impacted Burnsville, WV, 7 miles south of
25A. Burnsville holds a top ten world record for 13.8 inches of rain to fall in one hour. (Rain
record: https://www.nws.noaa.gov/ohd/hdsc/record_precip/record_precip_world.html).

Flood of August 4-5, 1943, in central West Virginia, with a summary of flood
stages and discharges in West Virginia
Water Supply Paper 1134-A
Prepared in cooperation with the Corps of Engineers and the State of West Virginia
By: Harlan Mercer Erskine
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https://doi.org/10.3133/wsp1134A
Abstract- copy pasted from the internet link above:
During the night of August 4-5, 1943, a violent, thunderstorm of unusual intensity occurred in
parts of Braxton, Calhoun, Gilmer, Ritchie, and Wirt Counties in the Little Kanawha River Basin
in central West Virginia. Precipitation amounted to as much as 15 inches in 2 hours in some
sections. As a result, many small streams and a reach of the Little Kanawha River in the vicinity
of Burnsville and Gilmer reached the highest stages known. Computations based on special
surveys made at suitable sites on representative small streams in the areas of intense flooding
indicate that peak discharges closely approach 50 percent of the Jarvis scale.
Twenty-three lives were lost on the small tributaries as numerous homes were swept away by the
flood, which developed with incredible rapidity during the early morning hours. Damage
estimated at $1,300,000 resulted to farm buildings, crops, land, livestock, railroads, highways,
and gas- and oil-producing facilities. Considerable permanent land damage resulted from
erosion and deposition of sand and gravel.
Publication type Report
Publication
USGS Numbered Series
Subtype
Flood of August 4-5, 1943, in central West Virginia, with a summary of flood
Title
stages and discharges in West Virginia
Series title
Water Supply Paper
Series number 1134
Chapter
A
DOI
10.3133/wsp1134A
Year Published 1951
Language
English
Publisher
U.S. Government Printing Office
Description iv, 57 p.
Country
United States
State
West Virginia
Here is a map of the inundation area from Page 18 of the associated PDF publication:
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Copyright USGS publication: Notable Floods of 1942-1943, Number 1143. Please note the 7mile proximity of 25A to Burnsville along Oil Creek, just over the Lewis County border. This
area also includes other pipeline crossings such as 25D, where MVP has not stabilized the
vertical cliff above Oil Creek. The probability of increased flooding, slips and ground
displacement is high for this area. Inundations can occur at any time. Clover Fork is also in this
area.
Here is the NWS.gov weather bulletin concerning rain amounts for Southern Lewis County on
June 11, 2021.
BULLETIN - EAS ACTIVATION REQUESTED
Flash Flood Warning
National Weather Service Charleston WV
620 PM EDT Fri Jun 11 2021
The National Weather Service in Charleston has extended the
* Flash Flood Warning for...
Northeastern Braxton County in north central West Virginia...
Southwestern Upshur County in northeastern West Virginia...
Southeastern Lewis County in northern West Virginia...
* Until 800 PM EDT.
* At 620 PM EDT, Doppler radar indicated thunderstorms producing
heavy rain across the warned area. Between 1 and 1.5 inches of
rain have fallen. The expected rainfall rate is 2 to 4 inches in 1
hour. Additional rainfall amounts of 0.5 to 2 inches are possible
in the warned area. Flash flooding is ongoing or expected to begin
shortly.
HAZARD...Flash flooding caused by thunderstorms.
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SOURCE...Radar.
IMPACT...Flash flooding of small creeks and streams, urban
areas, highways, streets and underpasses as well as
other poor drainage and low-lying areas.

Here is what the area looked like for more flooding by Sunday afternoon, June 13, 2021.

It catastrophically flooded on Friday, June 11. It was sunny on Saturday, June 12. Then it rained
at least another 4 inches from Sunday, June 13 through Tuesday, June 15. The flood happened on
a weekend. MVP does not work on weekends.
BACKGROUND:
25A is a temporary road easement that follows Second Big Run. MVP wanted (25A) to haul
pipe to the pipeline. The pipeline right of way (25B) is 8 feet away from our property line, yet
the impact to 25A obvious and dramatic. 25A is a wetland. It has 5 creek crossings and 9
culverts.
In September, 2017, we were told in writing that we would be sued if we did not sign the MVP
contract for 25A. The land agent, Janna Arnold, refused to put an end date in the contract. She
said they would be done with the pipeline in 8 months with 2 years for restoration. Now we are
at 3 years, 10 months with no end in sight. I believe landowners should be compensated
financially for this forced contract. False statements were made to me. The longer they stay on
temporary easement such as ours, the more damage is done to the wetland and creeks.
Unfortunately, deforestation at the headwaters has made the situation worse.
MVP appears to be operating with minimal crews on unfinished projects in Braxton and Lewis
counties. These counties have perpetual slip issues. Locals know that the soils in southern Lewis
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and Braxton counties are the slipperiest in the state. MVP will never have a functional pipeline in
that area. How has this type of illogical economic model lasted since 2014?
25D: Just a mile north from 25A is Oil Creek Road Crossing, 25D, which is visible from the RT
23. The north facing vertical cliff, with the strangely embedded pipeline, has constant signs of
slips and ground movement. How can MVP think that it is viable to pump high pressure fluid
through this location? The freeze and thaw of winter, the heavy rains of spring and summer
make this an unstable and economically unfeasible location. During the June 11 flood, timber
mats washed out at 25D. The parking lot was flooded. Further, RT 23 flooded more than once
this past winter. Last winter, during floods, one could not drive from 25D to Burnsville, 8 miles
south, along the main Oil Creek Road.
If there is a rupture of this pipeline, access to the area is not possible during severe flooding.
MVP has not been able to permanently stabilize 25D.
The combination of human error, bad initial planning, poor decisions to put the pipeline in
slippery acid soils, and climate change in an extreme, documented microclimate are in the longterm, damaging to the environment. Inevitably, there is going to be a serious detrimental
accident. The components of fracking oil are highly toxic.
HISTORY: Specific details of the before and after the flood damage at Second Big Run, 25A.
Currently, MVP is having to do constant mitigation and monitoring on 25A due to water issues.
The 25A road has been packed with excessive gravel and timber mats. The timber mats were not
maintained since they were installed. For almost 2 years, I was not able to drive to the back of
25A due to crumbled wobbly timber mats. That is, until this massive flood forced MVP to
replace them from June 14-28. Access to all our fields and the back ridge are still cut off. The
front fence corner post is at an angle at the entry, due to the heavy load of gravel pushing on it. A
pile of dilapidated tires is pushing on our fence at the front gate.
MVP has put up signs everywhere, but water does not stop at the LOD signs. About 90 % had to
be replaced or fixed, including the completely washed-out signs from the past 2 years. The
plastic from the decomposed signs is now in the ecosystem.
It took this catastrophic flash flood on June 11, 2021 to force MVP to update the dilapidated
timber mats. They were either washed away or damaged with water saturation. They spewed
chards of wood several hundred feet down our wetland hay field. I observed that environmental
crews worked nonstop since June 14 to complete the repairs before I got there with the WV DEP
inspector on June 28. Even when we met with the WVDEP inspector, they were told to do more
restoration for the damages on our road. The LOD corners at the second creek crossing had to be
resurveyed. There are major road egress issues with stream crossing SCD-18. See the specifics
of that location in the report below.
Did MVP and the FERC monitor report the seriousness of this catastrophic flood to FERC? Was
this flood reported accurately for all the county sites that washed out near the pipeline?
I observed that the FERC monitor and the MVP environmental lead were trying to make it seem
like this was just another rain event. They acted like it was just the rain’s fault and had nothing to
do with complacency.
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We had never had a flood that bad in my lifetime. If the undersized pipes that MVP put in the
creek at the Second Crossing, if the deteriorated timber mats had not obstructed the wetlands if
the proposed bore pit area and mountains had not been deforested, removed and abnormally
surrounded by timber mats, I think the creek could have handled the flood, but not under this
abnormal man-made situation. 25A Second Creek Crossing was permanently damaged. Due to
the pipeline construction, there is no longer a natural buffer to control the water.
Their environmental crews are understaffed for any future event such as a direct hit by a
hurricane or damage from more serious flooding. This is destined to happen again in this
location. One afternoon of rain cost MVP several hundreds of thousands of dollars in damages
on 25A. That is more money than they paid my neighbor to put the pipeline on their property
(25B).
If one adds up the total impact of each pipeline area in Lewis County, I guess that is millions of
dollars’ worth of damages and mitigation. The workers are trying to clean issues up as they
happen, but nature is not cooperating. This damage is being done to the entire wetland basin of
25A, Oil Creek, the Stonewall Reservoir, the West Fork River and adjacent county watersheds.
EVENT: Catastrophic flooding occurred on June 11, 2021 at the site in question. Below I
outline details of the impact to the Second Big Run watershed (25A).
The catastrophic flash flood traversed down the entire valley, impacted the temporary road
easement(25A) with water levels almost 6 feet high in the back of the valley near the proposed
bore area, as measured per comments from the MVP environmental lead, who said he could not
believe that logs were on top of the elevated timber mats. Precision construction foreman who
also met us acknowledged that the area of 25A and Braxton County are in a rain microclimate.
The water had funneled through the narrow valley over 2 more creek crossings then descended
like a wall of water, over the under sized pipes at the Second Creek crossing. It bucked under
timber mats for over 80 feet and flipped out the undersides of them. It strewn their plastic down
across the hayfield and wrapped around a tree on the other side of the field by the creek. Then
the water barreled into the wetland hay field. By the time the water got to the first creek
crossing, it was over 100 feet wide. It had traversed 25A for 4400 feet. In the remaining 600
feet, the silt barriers from the first creek crossing to Oil Creek Road (RT 23) had to be
completely replaced.
MVP environmental lead said 11 inches of rain fell in Oil Creek for the week, but that was
inaccurate because the rain gauge at the front gate was underwater, and it only measured up to 5
inches. The fields were flattened for at least 100 feet wide. The flood waters did several hundred
thousand of dollars’ worth of damage to MVP temporary road easement infrastructure and
damaged the owner’s property permanently.
MVP signs were flattened throughout the LOD, not just one or two signs down, the grey silt
barriers were washed over, and gravel was spilled out onto the owner’s land in numerous areas
covering 5000 feet in length. The wobbly neglected timber mats by the Second Creek crossing
were thrown around like dominos. They had crushed the owner’s fence and debris was strewn
into the field for hundreds of feet. I picked up a two-foot-long pointed shard in the field. That
was when I gave MVP permission to send workers into the field and to walk the creek picking it
up. They had to walk it all 3 times.
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The Second Creek crossing was washed out with the timber mat moved like a barge onto the
gravel elevated creek bed. One seasonal creek, SCD-18 had washed down the road for 150 feet.
The proposed bore pit area was completely flooded out.
I was the first person to arrive at the 25A on Saturday morning, after the flood the day before. If I
had tried to traverse 25A during the flood, I would have been killed. I walked back into the
valley by myself and documented the damage. I called Rodney Minnie, environmental lead, to
tell him about the flood.
After the flood, I sent an email to the land agent specified in my MVP contract, Janna Arnold, to
ask her if she is still my land agent. I have not received an email response from her. I called the
FERC hotline and reported the flood. Had I not been in Weston when this flood happened, and
reported it myself, it felt like no one from MVP would have contacted me about the extent of the
damage. I had to report it to the USACE, WVDEP and Lewis County Health Department, as a
porta potty was full of water at the proposed bore pit area, and they could not drive to that area.
The damage was so extensive that I took videos and supplied them to both the USACE and
WVDEP. They showed the water pouring down the road at SCD-18, where the road is on the
verge of collapse, (even though MVP keeps driving over that area).
I went back to 25A on Monday, June 14. When I got there around 9 am, men were replacing all
the silt fencing for the first 400 feet. The gravel had collapsed on the sides. They had to dig out
the trench on either side of the road entry. I walked about 1000 feet up the road and came across
8 parked giant pickups. I asked where the FERC monitor was, and someone said he is on the
ridge. I counted over 20 men and no porta potty. My contract specified that they have a porta
potty on the road. However, they had removed it sometime ago.
I continued walking down the road to the Second Creek crossing where men were gathered,
picking up sections of busted timber mats, which had been the road before the Second Creek
crossing, and moving them with a giant crane.
Later I received an email from the FERC hotline stating that the FERC monitor said that he had
met with me. I told them I had not met with the FERC monitor. Then FERC corrected itself.
Later that week, the FERC monitor called me when I was in my office and he said, ‘Yes, I said
hi to you when you walked around the crane’. I said how was I supposed to know it was you and
he said he had a grey hat. With all the men and noise there was no way that I could have known
who this person was.
Then he went on about how the flooding was bad at his campground in Weston and that he was
from Mississippi and that inundations of 15 inches of rain were something that he was used to, so
basically, I should just get over it. I thought he was not staying on the topic of the flood on our
road. I am from Weston, and I know everyone there. I asked around. Is it true that FERC
monitor’s son works for a contractor on another spread?
Please confirm this to me in writing: yes or no. Please have the FERC hotline person send me an
email and let me know. If so, would this explain the degree of complacency that I perceived?
FERC: If this is true, it is a direct conflict of interest in looking out for the integrity of this
project. If someone has a relative, who is depended on the MVP pipeline for a family income,
that vested interest in the pipeline is a direct conflict of interest.
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If this is true, I ask that you get a different FERC inspector for my property 25A and please
notify me via email when I can meet with the new FERC inspector.
This flood was catastrophic. It should not be downplayed by any employees associated with this
pipeline, be it MVP, FERC, WVDEP, USACE.
The rest of this report details a description of the flood. It was devastating. It has taken weeks for
me to recover from having to deal with the scope of this damage.
Here are the photos from June 12, 2021, of the proposed bore pit area at the intersection of 25A
and 25B ( pipeline corridor). Please note that I have permanent permission to be on this area as it
is where our road easement to the ridge used to be.

June 12, 2021 Proposed Bore Pit area for 25B. Whatever happens here with the water has a
direct impact on the entire wetland basin of Second Big Run on 25A, downstream.
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June 12, 2021 The porta potty at 25B, shown in first photo in distance, is full and blue waste is
on the floor. The potty had to be drained by a septic truck after MVP did several hundreds of
thousands of dollars’ worth of repairs to the road, 25A, to get the septic truck to the location.
This is a good example of their inability to access the pipeline in a rain event. When I looked in
their later, used toilet paper was stuffed in the side of the vent as the men had no on-site facility.
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June 12, 2021 Note the blue stake in the middle of the photo. It says: bore pit corner. Note mud
and silt on timber mat. All of that was replaced or was being replaced quickly by MVP.
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June 12, 2021 25B Timber mat over Second Big Run headwaters, proposed bore pit area. Note
what looks like a tree stump in the lower middle of the photo. Gas line in background by stream.
The timber mats are obstructing the stream from filling the wetland like it used to, in the old
days. This was always a swampy area as 3 mountains surround the headwaters.
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June 12, 2021 Washout on corner of 25B. The area to the left of that photo had a huge slip in
2000. Coastal Timberlands, the owner of 25B, was never able to repair the slip as it kept re
slipping. They finally decided that there were too many small creeks bubbling out of the base of
the mountain. The pipeline is supposed to tie into the proposed bore pit at this area.
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June 12, 2021 25B proposed bore pit area. Note the gas line in the middle. I keep asking who
owns it and do not get an answer. This used to be a pristine wetland headwater to Second Big
Run, where I would go to watch giant crawdads and turtles in the creek. Note the pipe in the
background. It is dated 2016. It has been sitting there over 2 years in the sun. Note the black silt
barrier is washed out on the other side of the timber mat in the background.
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June 12, 2021 25B proposed bore pit area. Note that all the silt barriers in the world are not going
to stop water. Note the timber stand marker on the hill behind there, that is where the pipe is
coming down through this area. Fish used to live in this creek before this wetland area was
destroyed. One inspector said to me without thinking that they had proposed having to make
bigger holding areas for water during boring under this creek. This is out of touch with reality.
This place can wash out anything it wants to. Due to the deforestation and mountain removal, the
water is rapid and uncontained here.
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June 12, 2021 25B proposed bore pit area facing west, note the creek in the back. Black socks
are all messed up. Silt and debris settled next to the timber mat as the timber mat obstructed the
normal flow of the water. This was a true wetland habitat until MVP came along.
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June 12, 2021 after the flood. 25B facing west towards Three Lick.
The whole area was regraded when I went there on June 28. Note the pile of rocks at top. This
open construction area increased sedimentation into the creek during the flood. This is where our
road to the ridge used to be. Neither me nor my neighbor have been able to access the ridge
property since construction began in 2017. They have not rebuilt the road on the left side, as per
contract.
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June 12, 2021. 25A Note the condition of the timber mats. Lots of shards got into the creek and
sides of road throughout.
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June 12, 2021 25B pipe on what was my permanent ridge easement road. Note the canvas on the
end is saturated with water and the duct tape is falling off from the rain. This pipe was left here
in the sun for two years, to go under the proposed bore pit area.
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June 12, 2021 25A Last creek crossing before the proposed bore pit area. Lots of gravel was
moved by the flood.
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June 12, 2021 25A Moving downstream: Third Creek Crossing, south side after flood with
stream sign washed out. 10-foot sycamore root flipped on it’s side by the stream edge, in the
background.
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June 12, 2021 25A Third Creek Crossing. North side of timber mat. Shows the height of the
water on the bridge. This is downstream from the proposed bore pit area.
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June 12, 2021 25A Before the Third Creek crossing, silt fence washed out throughout.
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June 12, 2021 25A Upstream creek crossing near proposed bore pit area.
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June 12, 2021 25A- By Third Creek Crossing- wetland side of a silt fence with water still
moving under it.
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June 12, 2021 25A Middle of timber mat on Third Creek Crossing. Note the debris in the creek,
sedimentation and plastic sock completely washed out. The water is a few feet below the
crossing.
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June 12, 2021 25A Third Creek Crossing showing plastic and foam in creek.
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June 12, 2021 25A Area between Third Creek crossing and SCD-18 mountain side stream. MVP
rebuilt the fence here before I got back on June 28. This is not the location of the creek. This is
run off. The timber mats are obstructing the natural flow of water through this area.
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June 12, 2021 25A Stream Crossing SCD-18- a full year mountain creek coming off the steep
hillside. Water in the photo is actively moving. MVP did not fix it in 2017 when they should
have, before the stay on stream crossings. They ignored it as they drove all the pipe and
machines to the back of the valley. Slowly, it has been washing out. They run heavy equipment
on it and had to completely regrate it with a massive backhoe after the flood. The black silt
fencing has a cliff drop on the left side. The water level on the black mesh shows how high the
water was in the flood. They need to stop running the massive trucks over this area until it is
fixed, or the hillside will wash out. The culvert was clogged in the flood and the water poured
down the 25A road, all the way to the Second Creek crossing. The creek was running on top of
the timber mats and under them when I was there on the 12th. Water was swirling in this area
above the culvert under the road. I have asked the DEP to check if it is stable. I think water may
have gotten in around the culvert and the area may be on verge of collapse. Already, a large part
of the hill has subsided on the left side behind the mesh. The LOD is narrow here due to the left
side of the photo being in air as an LOD boundary marker. The drop is about 15 feet to the creek
bed. I request that FERC makes MVP do a proper assessment of this area. If this washes out, it
will cost a great deal of money to fix and access to the back of the valley is closed.
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June 12, 2021 25A morning after flood. Water was moving downhill from here. Note the
aluminum posts are leaning over the cliff. I was worried about a sink hole when I walked through
here. MVP should not be using 25A road for anything until they get this fixed. If they try to put
in an air bridge and not correct the drainage, then we will be left without a road when they leave.
Plus, their bridge could get washed out in the next flood. They have to fix the culvert drainage
before any timber mats can be put here. They are on an USACE stay for water crossing permits
but continue to drive over this area as if it isn’t part of that. I do not agree and I think they
should stop using this road to get to 25B. They have not maintained the infrastructure on 25A.
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June 12, 2021 25A Second Creek Crossing. Three undersized pipes were placed in the stream
bed here in 2017. MVP underestimated the fact that this creek crossing is where the wetland
flattens out into the hay field. Sandbags were piled on the downstream end. Gravel was dumped
on the pipe. Timber mats were put on either side of it. MVP has been running heavy equipment
over this crossing too long. They should have put in a bridge. The culverts clogged up in the
flood, forced the water to move above it. The timber mat in the foreground was moved several
feet off the road. My corner fence post was uprooted and thrown back over 20 feet, the creek side
degraded. Permanent damage was done as the pipes were set at a slight angle which is impacting
the stream bank, left side. This is an ongoing problem. There used to be a beautiful population of
dragonflies and damselflies here. They are gone. The fish are gone. FERC needs to address this
problem.
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June 12, 2021 25A Second Creek Crossing. Note the sock in the creek. Too much damage. MVP
had to resurvey the corners on July 5. That was to make sure that the pipe had not moved
downstream off the LOD. They had to enforce the left bank with rip rap as the creek widened.
The situation of this crossing is not good. They are still running giant trucks over three pipes
with gravel on them, in a creek. It is messing up the whole valley water ecosystem.
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June 12, 2021 25A This is just downstream from the Second Creek Crossing. The water barreled
out into the hay field. It also went under the timber mats. Note the fence flipped back from the
creek. MVP had to replace my fence and replace all the timber mats for at least 80 feet. Shards of
rotten timbers were everywhere, due to the neglect of the previous 2 years.
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June 12, 2021 25A Timber mat supports strung like dominos in our hay field. Plastic is wrapped
around a tree on the other side of the valley, going down toward the creek line.
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June 12, 2021 25A. The grass had not been cut. Note the debris in the field. Fence was replaced
by MVP. We still must walk the field again. The hay was ruined.
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June 12, 2021 25A Timber mats before Second Creek crossing in wetland bog area of the road.
I was unable to drive my pickup truck over this area for almost the past 2 years, not having
access to drive to the back of the property. Our trees stopped them from going into the field this
time. Poorly maintained infrastructure. They replaced them with elevated mats. Hopefully, the
animals can go under this mess now. This valley is a migration corridor for wildlife. The longer
MVP stays here with this mess, the more damage is done to the ecosystem.
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June 12, 2021 25A Buckled timber mats before Second Creek Crossing. Fence destroyed. The
tree stopped the mess from floating into the hay field. The water still moved all the plastic from
underneath the timber mats and laced it across the hay field.
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After the base of the timber mats are washed out before the second creek crossing for at least
80 feet. Gravel off LOD, my fence is destroyed. MVP black barrier socks are in the field
and plastic is strung into the field down to the creek. That is at least 50 feet of plastic in the
field.
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June 12, 2021 25A Other side of strewn plastic. All fencing had to be replaced. The timber
mats, which were dilapidated, had to be replaced. Timber mats caused a lot of damage here. Note
all the shard chips on top of the timber mats.
Timber mats appear to be for dryer areas. This is not Texas. MVP should not be in this little wet
valley. It is preposterous to think that MVP can have a successful pipeline in this microclimate.
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June 12, 2021 25A heading down hill from Second Creek Crossing. Culvert at Y landing, by
carport. So much gravel has been packed on this little road. This is the only culvert that handles
all the water coming off an entire side of a mountain access road for MVP. I have repeatedly
asked them to put in berms here and correct the drainage. WV DEP also looked at the issue. The
excess gravel in the road, which is built up at least 2 feet, is being pushed downhill by the water
moving under it. Note the blue ribbon in the spring. All of this had to be redone and it is an
ongoing issue at this site. Also, they lost a survey corner for my property under the gravel in this
area.
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June 12, 2021 25A going down the fields towards the first creek crossing. Silt barriers and
fencing had to be redone. This is where the flood widened out over 100 feet wide. However, note
that with no timber mat obstruction, the field was able to absorb the water. This is all a wetland
valley.
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June 12, 2021 25A Left side of field before First Creek Crossing. Gravel off the LOD, the silt
barriers really do not stop water. They may stop dust. This is a wetland valley. The sooner MVP
gets out of here, the better for nature.
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June 12 2021 25A. One of many washed out signs. Wetland crossing. Timber mats are
obstructing the wetland.
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June 12 2021 25A. First Creek Crossing. Water covered this area for about 100 feet wide on both
sides of the road. The first stream crossing is seen in the upper left. Water flowed over the field
and went back into the creek at this point.
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June 12, 2021 25A. The washed out fields between the First Creek Crossing and the Y landing.
MVP had to pick up all that gravel and redo all the silt barriers. Note flattened field in
background.
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June 12, 2021 25A First Creek Crossing. A willow tree that I planted is seen here.
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June 12, 2021 25A Before the first creek crossing: front grain shed and homestead area. Access
to our homestead area has been obstructed for 3 years now by the massive timber mats. Some of
the areas which I had asked to be kept open were not. You can see that the signs were poorly
maintained. And that they were too lazy to take down the washed-out sign. This is complacency.
The timber mats here are so busted up that I can not drive on them. I must check and see if they
were replaced as well.
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CONCLUSIONS:
1. Second Big Run permanent creek damage from this flood. I request that FERC require
MVP to do an environmental impact statement for 25A. They have been in the valley too
long and are causing too much damage. The deforestation has caused an increase in water
going down the watershed. MVP needs to be testing the water on a regular basis. They have
not tested the water since before construction began.
2.

I request a complete evaluation of what they are doing to that wetland area. I am a property
owner of most of the road and have a permanent right of easement up to the ridge. However,
that area is not accessible. I have tried my best to work with MVP staff. The magnitude of
the damage the pipeline has created in the valley cannot be overcome by having nice
employees. Originally, they offered me a stupid amount of money to put the pipeline on my
property. I did not accept their offer and told them to move the pipeline due to the
microclimate there, with potential for flash flooding. FERC did not listen to me about the
flooding, and they put the pipeline on corporately owned adjacent tract, in the same Second
Big Run Basin. Now, in one day, the damages are more than the amount of money that they
paid the corporate neighbors. This flood occurred in June. The peak months for flooding are
late summer and fall.

3. We want the creek stabilized, not destroyed. Case in point is the open Second Creek
Crossing. They use that three pipe in the creek crossing multiple times a day. The creek was
widened from the angle of the pipes forcing water toward the creek bank.
4. In addition, the lifespan of the pipeline appears to be impacting the surrounding area, as it is
getting old now, manufactured in 2016 and has been sitting without cathodic protection. It is
going to have to be dug up and re set in many areas. I cannot imagine doing a test run on this
pipeline.
5. The LOD is creating more damage than it is protecting. The amount of gravel that is
washing out is doing more damage to their overbuilt road, where they have packed an
excessive amount of gravel into a little wetland basin. The timbers are untreated. The tannins
from the trees are impacting the wetlands.

6. If they cannot get into a proposed boring area to replace an overfull portable potty and must
spend several hundreds of thousands of dollars just to get the septic pump truck in there,
they have no business doing any boring or construction in the area. FERC ignored these
problems and signed off on a project that is now causing more damage by the day.
7. Please have them get a rain gauge that detects up to 15 inches of rain per event. Please send
a new FERC inspector out to assess this situation before any permits are issued for boring or
more pipe hauling. A rain gauge should be set up at the proposed bore pit site. Stream
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crossing SCD-18 is being permanently damaged by large trucks driving over it daily. The
road could collapse there in another heavy rain event.
As required under the Clean Water Act, DEP must perform an anti-degradation review on
all streams impacted by MVP construction to determine whether existing uses and the level
of water quality necessary to protect such uses will be maintained and protected.
DEP cannot complete the anti-degradation review without adequate baseline monitoring data.
MVP must be required to conduct turbidity monitoring on all streams potentially impacted by
construction. Failure to do so violates the provisions of the Clean Water Act. This is particularly
important for all of Second Big Run, Oil Creek and the Burnsville Microclimate area. To
conclude, MVP has not supplied sufficient information to be reasonably assured that the EPA
water quality standards would be met during construction and operation of the proposed pipeline.
Please do not let MVP bore under Second Big Run. The area gets too much rain, and the pipeline
should never have been put there in the first place.

Respectfully yours,

Mrs. Suzanne Vance, DOM
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