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HIGHLANDS REVIEW '70 
I 

For a change of pace, the sixth annual WVHC Highlands Rev~ew was held 
in Richwood. Crisp, but sunny autumn weather was sk~llfully arranged by 
chai~en of the weekend, John and Carolyn Killoran as well as local host 
Lawrence Deitz. All of the tours (except for float trip-not enough water) 
went off as planned and were well attended. George Braiding capably led 
a nature tour of the Glades and H~lls Creek Falls while B~ll McNeel led 
another group ~nto the Styg~an depths of some local eaves. An ~nforma­
tJ..onal tour to some clear cut areas was well attended as was an auto tour 
to Beartown State Park. Many other conducted as well as ad l~b hikes went 
~nto the Backcountry and other nearby locales for vary1ng lengths. 

Saturday even~ng w1tnessed the trad1t1onal, excellently prepared 
ch1cken barbecue, held 1ndoors at the RJ..chwood grade school. The high­
lJ..ght of the evening was a two hour d1scussion of the so-called "H~ghland 
Scen1c HJ..ghway." Th1s proposed highway w1ll reach from Gorman1a to the 
Cranberry Mountain Vis~tors' Center east of R1chwood, a distance of 160 
miles (total constructed to date-10 miles at about a $mill1on per m1le) • 
The main point brought out was that ~t ~s not a "scen~e" h1ghway, but a 
"multiple use" h~ghway. In add1t1on to the scen1c bit 1ts addJ..tional, 
but seldom mentioned, orig1nal purpose is to provJ..de ~mproved access to 
the Monongahela NatJ..onal Forest for the use and management of all 1ts re­
sources. The State Department of Highways doesn't refer to it as a scenic 
h1ghway, but the newspapers and Forest Serv1ce eont1nue to do so. A lively 
questJ..on and answer period followed formal presentat1ons, J..ndicat1ng the 
great interest in the proJect. 

On Sunday morn1ng, the board of directors held a quJ..et, reserved 3 l/2 
hour meeting at the Marlwood Motel. It was a productive session 1n that 
many positions and resolutions were hammered out on the anv1l of parlia­
mentary procedure (Roberts turned over in h1s grave so much, he is now 
called "Revolving Roberts"). 

(1) 
Resolutions passed J..neluded: 

A commendation to the DNR for the1r efforts and act1ons safeguarding 
the Shaver's Fork headwaters watershed. (It was recently announced 
that the 2nd application of the L~nan Coal Company to mine on Shaver's 
Fork was denied. Linan WJ..ll appeal). 
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(2) A recommendat1on that the leg1sla~ure 1mmed1ately enact leg1slat1on 
l1m1t1ng str1pp~ng on slopes greater than 20%. The Conservancy felt 
it was unwise to J01n 1n the total-abol1t1on-ot-str~p-m~n1ng movement 
now be1ng advocated in some quarters. 

(3) A resolut~on oppos1ng the construct1on of any coal m1n1ng fac1l1ty at 
the Three Forks of W1ll1ams River and urg1ng ~he Pr1ncess Coal Com­
pany and others to refra1n from do1ng such so that the Forest Serv1ce 
can precede w1th plans for the construct1on of badly needed camping 
and recreat1onal facil1t1es at that s1te. 

(4) A resolution express1ng alarm at the cont1nued loss of state-owned 
publ1c lands to other than recreat1onal purposes and urg1ng the state 
to obta1n an add1t1onal 250,000 acres for these purposes. 

(5) A resolut1on reaff1rm1ng the Conservancy's def1n1t1on of the w1lderness 
part of the Cranberry Back Country as be1ng approximately 20,000 acres 
and recogn1z1ng as legit1mate the cont1nued use of other parts for 
hunting and fish1ng, in part1cular the cont1nued use of the Cranberry 
River Road for such recommended act1v1t1es. 

(6) A commendat1on to attorney W1li1s Shay of Br1dgeport for h1s key role 
1n legal 1nvolvement w1th the in)unct1on at Otter Creek, and another 
to President Tom K1ng for h1s leadersh1p and consol1dat1on of the West 
V1rginia H1ghlands Conservancy. 

(7J A position f~rmly oppos~ng the cons~ruct1on of the Rowlesburg Dam and 
urg1ng Governor Moore and President N1xon's coopera~1on 1n th1s regard. 

(8) The appointment of three comm1~tees 

Legislat1on - Bob Hall, Chairman 
Resolut1ons - Sayre Rodman, Cna1rman 
DavJ.s Power Project - JJ.m ~1oorman 

(9) The most involved dJ.scuss1on concerned the Dav1s Power ProJect. The 
ent1re posl.t1on 1s be1ng pr1n~ed due to tne 1n~erest 1n the project. 
In addJ.t1on to endors1ng th1s pos1t1on, the board decJ.ded to try to 
1ntervene in the FPC proceed1ngs w1th the a1d of attorney Jim Moorman. 
A committee was also formed to looK 1nto the matter further and report 
back to the Conservancy. 

The exact word1ng of other resolut1ons may be obta1ned by 1nterested 
part1es from e1ther Tom K1ng or Sue Broughton. 

Max and Sona Smith aga1n made arrangements for one of the most ~portan 
and most used facJ.lJ.tJ.es, the J.nformat~on booth located at North Bend Road­
side Park. The Conservancy w1shes to thank ~he Sm1ths, Hanna Line (for the 
tra1ler donat~on), Mary R1effenDerger, and members of the Cherry Glade and 
Rhododendron Garden Clubs for all of the1r help. 

Greatly ass1st1ng 1n mak1ng the weekend the success 1t turned out to 
be were the friendly people of R1chwood. We hope that Lawrence De1tz will 
accept our sincerest thanks on the1r behalf and pass J.t on to them. And 
of course our biqqest thanks are reserved for the K1llorans for the1r mon 
of plannJ.ng and work. 
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POSITION OF WEST VIRGINIA HIGHLANDS CONSERVANCY REGARDING 
THE DAVIS POWER PROJECT 

The West V~rg~n~a H~ghiands Conservancy realizes certa~n benef~ts to 
the proposed Dav~s pumped-storage proJect ~n the Canaan Valley, espec~ally 
the f~scal benef~ts for Tucxer County. It also real~zes many adverse 
features concern~ng the proJect wh~ch must be thoroughly cons~dered before 
any l~cense can be granted. 

The West Virg~n~a H~ghlands Conservancy expresses deep regret that the 
Allegheny Power System has chosen such a un~quely geograph~c and b~olog~c 
area for such a proJect We bel~eve ~n part~cular that the relocat~on of 
the upper storage bas~n out of the Red Creek dra~nage be carefully evaluated. 
As conservat~on~sts, we aLe naturally appalled at the prospect of los~ng such 
an area. Although ~t ~s real~zed that the company owns much of the land ~n­
volved, there ~s a ser~ous quest~on that pr~vate ownersh~p does not neces­
sar~ly carry with ~t any cla~rn to mod~fy the env~ronment as a whole ~n any 
way it desires. 

Additional cons~derat1ons that must be made ~nclude: 

1) The pumped-storage method represents a method of prov~d~ng peak~ng power 
wh~ch extends the usage of ex~st~ng base load plants. The plants have 
generally been des~gned and cont~nue to operate w1thout regard to the 
d1scharge of sulfur, n~trogen, and carbon ox~des ~nto the atmosphere. 

2) There are other methods of supplying peak~ng power wh~ch would contr10ute 
less to atmospher~c pollut~on; and there ~s the yet untried possib~l~ty 
of planned curta~lment of peak loads and the mold~ng of load patterns to 
lessen the dangers wh~ch are 1nherent ~n cont~nu~ng our present course. 
Comparative costs are not the only factors that should be cons~dered ~n 
choos~ng the best method. 

3) W~th an est~ated area of 7,000 acres, the total surface area of the pro­
posed reservo~r may perm~t more evaporat~ve losses than the water enter~ng 
the hydrolog~cal cycle could replace. 

4) Conservat~on~sts are deeply concerned w~th the effect of changes ~n the 
nature of land usage, part~cularly w~th the env~ronmental problems created 
by the numbers of people who are to be attracted to the area as a means 
of develop~ng support for the proJect. 

51 The greatest known loss of the proJect would be the effect of d~srupt1ng 
the present ecolog~cal balance among land, water and plant and an~mal 
life w~thin the Valley. No conservat1on~st ~n good consc~ence can eas~ly 

.an give all of th~s up ~n the quest~onable name of progress. 

te 6) The effect of min~ng, ~mpl~c~t ~n the proJect, on the quality of water 1n 
I the streams and the proposed lake is of ser1ous concern. 

7) It is felt that the company's publ1c relat1ons brochure 1s overly opti­
mistic on several features to the po1nt of misleading the public. Two 
of these are the pred~ct~on that the proposed lake w1ll support abundant 
wildl1fe spec1es, a pred1ct1on no expert 1s w~ll~ng to make and the 
wishful think1ng that some sort of freshwater t~dal ecolog~cal community 
will somehow mater~al1ze due to the per1od~c fluctuations 1n the lower 
reservoir. 
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8l Pe~haps most ~mportantly, the West V~rg~n~a H~ghlands Conservancy does 
not feel that the state of West V~rg~n~a can afford to have th~s proJect 
cons~dered ~ndependently of other s~m~lar proposals from compet~ng com­
pan~es by the Federal Power Comm~ss~on. 

91 A comm~ttee ~s hereby establ~shed to make further study of the problems 
~nvolved w~th the Dav~s Power ProJect, and to report back to the Con­
servancy at ~ts next meet~ng, January 30, 1971. 

The West V~rg~n~a H~ghlands Conservancy strongly urges the Governor 
and the Leg1slature to d1rect the~r most ser1ous attent~on to the problems 
of land usage ~n West v~rg~nia and to strongly consider the establ~shment 
of some sort of zon~ng commiss~on wh~ch would study the entire resources 
of an area together w~th the needs of that area in order to prevent the 
piecemeal dec~mat~on of these resources. 

* * * * * 
RALPH NADAR ON THE HIGHLANDS 

Consumer advocate Ralph Nader Wednesday charged Un~on carb~de Co., 
with dump1ng pollution on a small West V1rg1n1a town at a rate three t~mes 
that produced by ''every power plant, factory inc~nerator, and tail p~pe," 
in the c1ty of San Francisco. 

Nader sa~d Un~on Carb~de's Ferro Alloy Plant ~n the town of Alloy, W.Va. 
was spew~ng out 38,000 tons of pollutants a year-a total Nader sa~d was 
based on the firm's own f~gures. 

The plant produces mixtures of iron and metals for raw material needed 
~n steelmaking. Fred Kroft, pres~dent of Union Carb~de's Alloys Div~s1on, 
said the f~rm "has been install~ng appropr1ate equipment ~n Alloy for many 
years to minim~ze the pollut~on problem." 

He also said Un~on Carb~de has submitted a plan to the West Virgin~a 
A~r Pollut~on Control Comm~ss1on wh1ch 1s aimed at "solv~ng the ern~ss~on 
problem." 

Nader cla1med the residents of Alloy, and the towns of Boomer, Sm~thers 
Montgomery, and Cedar Grove "are routinely breath~ng concentrations of dust 
two to four times higher than the death-disease threshold." 

In a letter to Berny Mason, Jr., chairman of the board of Un~on Carb~de 
Nader said the Health, Education and We~fard Department's f~gures show that 
"particulate concentrations in excess of 80 micrograms per cubic meter can 
perc1pitate a noticeable increase in mortality among the elderly and m1ddle 
age." In the area around Alloy, Nader said the read1ngs "soar to more than 
1100 m1crograms per cubic meter." 

Nader said that even though Alloy and its neighboring towns were hardes 
h~t, "the poisons from the Alloy plant s1gn~f~cantly affect the health of 
people of Charleston, South Charleston, and even St. Albans, about 40 miles 
away." 

According to Nader, the total amount of pollut1on spewed from the plant 
1s ''more than three t~mes the combined annual part~culate emissions from 
every power plant, factory, inc~nerator, tail pipe and diesel bus 1n the 
c~ty of San Franc1sco," two and one-half t1mes the total produced by the 
District of Columbia, and about "two-thirds the Los Angeles total." 

UPI 

[Ed. Note: What does th~s have to do with The Highlands Conservancy? Union 
Carbide is one of the big pressure groups pushing for pollut1on d~lution by 
~ncreasing Kanawha River flow rates, 1.e. the Blue Ridge and Sw1ss Dams 
booster.} 



LETTER TO THE EDITOP 

<Ed. Note: The follow~ng torm letter ~s one of several recently received 
by the ed~tor. Last summer a perm~t to m~ne coal on Shaver's Fork was 
den~ed by the DNR to the L~nan Smokeless Coal Company. The company has 
reappl1ed and the letter reproduced below ~s self-explanatory. I bel1eve 
the letter speaks for ~tself and requ~res no ed~tor1al comment). 

West V1rgin~a W~ldl~fe Federat~on, Inc. 
W.Va. Div1s1on Izaak Walton League of ~~er1ca 
Conservat~on and RecreaL10n Organ1zat1ons 

Lad1es and Gentle~en: 

There has been cons1derable d1scussion-pr1vately and ~n the press -
concern~ng the closure of the L1nan Smokeless Coal Company m1ne on Shavers 
Fork, for which our company 1s the sales agency. Before and s~nce th1s 
closure Linan has been worK1ng d~l~gently to develop what can be properly 
called a "model m~ne.'· It w1ll carry out all necessary requ1rernents to 
create an 1deal work~ng relat1onsh1p between 1ndustry, the Forest Serv1ce, 
the Fish and W1ldl1fe D1v1s1on, and the publ~c. Attached herewith is a 
copy of our appl1cat1on for a perm~t and ~ts attachments, request1ng a 
new permit be 1ssued and the m~ne be allowed to reopen and cont1nue 1ts 
program as outl1ned 1n the perm~t request. 

In br1ef, may I summar1ze the s~tuat1on and act~on recommended. The 
30,000 acres under d1scuss1on, the surface of wh1ch is owned by the u.s. 
National Forest Serv1ce and the m1neral by The r1ower Lumber Company, has 
been completely cut over 1n the past and 1s now be1ng clear-cut for the 
second t1me. The Western and rtaryland Ra~lroad follows the r1ver through 
the entire length of the property and s&~1ts 1t through the m1ddle . Un­
fortunately there 1s hardly any access at all to th1s beautiful area and 
str~am and 1t 1s L~nan's proposal to develop th1s reg~on on a partnersh1p 
basis that w1ll result ~n pos1t1ve benef1ts to all concerned. Linan and 
Mower have offered to do ~he fo~low1ng~ 

1. Develop a perfect f1sn1ng stream by 1mprov1ng the alkal~n~ty 
of the water to a perfect po1nt 1n each tr1butary . 

2. Bu~ld access roads 1nto tne area so people can get to the 
stream 

3. Du1ld approved camp s1tes and dayt1rne p1cn~c tables at su~table 
level places along the r1ver. 

4. Install m1nes neat 1n appearance and 1ncorporate the most modern 
methods to sc1ent1f1cally treat m~ne water so the pH is above 
that of the r1ver There w1ll be no str1p m1nes or gob fires . 

5. The ent1re economy of the Elk~ns, ~1arl1nton, Durb1n area will 
be tremendously 1mproved. 
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This pos1t1ve partnersh1p concept has been Federal pol1cy for many 
years, and can be successfully accompl1shed here to the advantage of 
everyone concerned. 

If you or any of your assoc1ates care to v1s1t the area and see the 
Linan mine you are nost welcome to do so. I would apprec1ate any auestions 
and comments you m1ght have on the attached mater1al. 

P.S. 

Cord1ally yours, 

DaV1d L. FranC1S 
Pr1ncess Coal Sales Co. 
P.O. Box 1210 
Hunt1ngton, W. Va. 25714 

We will be glad to have you add to your tours one to the Shavers 
Fork area. Please adv1se. 

* * • * * 

A THANK YOU AND A TIP OF THE HAT 

As conservation1sts, we are usually on the defens1ve which causes 
us to do a good deal of compla1n1ng and aga1nst1ng. In our zeal to 
route the natural resource 1mper1al1sts, boomers, darnmers, clear cutters, 
and general outdoors ne'er-do-wells, we often forget to compl1ment some­
one when they do someth1ng r1ght. Such was the case recently when the 
Department of Natural Resources w1th the Governor's back1ng den1ed a 
perm1t to the Linan Smokeless Coal Company to m1ne 1n the Shaver's Fork 
headwaters. We sent congratulatory letters to the Governor and DNR 
Chief Sandy Lat1mer and urge you to do the same when you see someth1ng 
that 1s right. 

To see how important th1s 1s, take a look at Hr. Lat1mer's reply: 

Dear Bob, 

I rece1ved the copy of your letter to Governor ~1oore and your note 
regard1ng the Department of Natural Resource's recent dec1s1on to deny 
the Linan Smokeless Coal Company a water perm1t to m1ne 1n the Shaver's 
Fork area of the Monongahela Nat1onal Forest. You have no 1dea how 
encourag1ng such comments are and how very gratefully rece1ved. 

The Governor and we 1n the Department know that the t1me has come 
for some very pos1t1ve act1ons to be taken 1f we are to make any real 
progress in our efforts to br1ng back clean, unpolluted streams to our 
State. So often, however, we hear only the adverse, cr1t1cal react1on 
from those directly and financ1ally affected. For th1s reason, espe­
cially, I assure you your comments and support, and the t1me you have 
so generously taken to present them to us, are 1ndeed apprec1ated. 

S1ncerely, 

Sandy Lat1mer 
Ira s. Lat~er, Jr. 
D1rector 
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A SPECIAL REPORT 

Present Status of the Cranoerzy Back Country 
By Ron Ha.rdway 

Concern ove.r the future of the CLanbe.rry Back Country 1n lvebster, 
Greenbr1er and Pocahontas Count1es 1s 1ncreas1ng among West V1rg1n1a 
conservat1on1sts. Members of the H1ghlands Conservancy are already 
fam1l1ar with the form of the threats, coaL m~n1ng and logg1ng, but 
progress reports on the s1tuat1on have not been regular or cornpre­
hens~ve. Readers of the H1ghlands Vo1ce are farn1l1ar w1th Ern1e 
Nestor's art1cle ~n June about coaL rn1n~ng 1n the Back Country. Th1s 
art1cle gave an exce~lent JVera~l ~1cture of che m1n1ng threat to the 
Back Country. But s1nce r1r. Nestor's art1Cie appeared much has been 
happening, mostly to the advantage of the c~ai operators. 

The agent of destruct~on 1n the Back Country 1n the coal contro­
versy 1s a t1ny coal c~mpany of recer,t fo rmat1on, W1ll1arns R1ver Coal 
Company. Bus1ness off1ces f~r the company and the off1ce of 1ts 
pres1dent, Ralph T. Huffman, are iocated ac Box 192, Cowen, ~est V1r­
ginia. The company's operat1ons a.re conf1ned t~ the southern t1p of 
Webster County about twenty m1les east ot Cowen aLong the W1~l1ams 
River. Presently the company 1s operat1ng a process1ng plant formerly 
owned and operated by Johnstown Coai and Coke of P1ttsburgh. Unt1l two 
weeks ago W1ll1ams R1ver Coal had l1m1ted Ltself to remov1ng coal left 
by Johnstown 1n the late 1950's from seve.ral m1nes s~tuated three rn1les 
west of the Three Forks of W1~l1ams R1ve.r. But on September 21 the 
United States Forest Serv1ce reported t o members of Sycamore Chapter of 
the Izaak tlalton League Ln \vebste.r Spr1ngs that ~v1ll1ams R1ver Coal had 
opened a new m1ne about one m1le south of the mouth of L1Ck Branch above 
Three Forks. There 1s some controversy ove.r whether or not th1s new 
m1ne 1s located w1th1n the Cranberry Back Country. Accord1ng to Gauley 
01str1ct Ranger, M. L. t1cMan1gle, the new m~ne 1s not w1th1n the Back 
Country. But the off1c1al map of the ~tonongdheia Nat1onal Forest drawn 
up by the Forest Serv1ce CLearly 1nd1cates that the s1te of the m1ne 1s 
w1th1n the Back Country. Efforts are now be1ng made to determ1ne exactly 
where the Back Country boundary runs west of Three Forks. 

In the meanL1me \/1ll1ams R1ver Coal 15 prepar1ng to open two more 
m~nes ~n th1s 1rnrned1ate v1c~nity along L1ck Branch. After that, m1nes 
w1ll be opened around the L1ttle ForK of W1ll1ams R1ver, an area that 
no one den~es be~ng 1n the Back Country. By February, 1971 W1ll1arns 
R1ver Coal hopes to have n1ne new m1nes pro duc1ng coal 1n the L1ck Branch­
L1ttle Fork area. Three of ~hem may or may not be 1n the Back Country, 
six of them w1ll def1n1tely be 1ns1de tne ooundary. But these n1ne m~nes 
are JUSt the beg1nn1ng of m1n1ng plans foz the ent1re ~11ddle Fork of 
W1lliams River dra~nage azea. 

W1ll~ams R1ver Coal has s1gned a lease w1tn the Pr1ncess Coal Sales 
Company of Hunt1ngton, the owner of the m1neral r1ghts by agreement w1th 
the M1d-Allegheny Corporat1on, wh1ch g1ves W1ll1ams R1ver Coal Company 
the exclusive r1ght to do almost anytn1ng they w1sh (See Nestor's article). 
The tract of land referred to 1n the lease 1ncludes tne ent1re water 
dra1nage area of the M1ddle Fork of W1llLams R1ver and extends over 1nto 
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the eastern section of the Cranberry R~ver Dra~nage Bas~n. Th~s ent~re 

area ~ies with~n the Cranberry Back Country and happens to be the w~ldest 
and most remote port~on of the Back Country. 

Will~ams River Coal Company has launched a tremendous campa~gn ~n 
Webster County newspapers to conv~nce the local populace that the~r opera­
t~ons will be noth~ng but benef~c~al to l~ebster County and its people. 
The~r efforts have not been wasted on a formerly coal-or~ented county. ~s 

Williams River Coal is prom~s~ng to employ two hundred and f~fty m~ners 
with an annual payroll approach~ng three m~ll~on dollars. Th~s news has 
aroused Webster County w~th v~s~ons of a new coal boom such as the county 
experienced in the 1940's and 1950's. They have fa~led to real~ze that 
the Back Country operat~ons will cons~st of modern shaft m~n~ng carr~ed 
on by machines, not picks and shovels. Webster County has a drast~c 
shortage of men qual~f~ed to operate such mach~nery. St~ll the people 
have not real~zed that the proJected employment f~gure of 250 m~ners w~ll 
cons~st of very few ~f any Webster Count1ans and that the three m1ll~on 
dollar payroll w~ll leave the county as qu~ckly as ~t arr~ves. Webster 
County has fallen for W~lliams R~ver Coal's brash prorn~ses. These rn~nes 
will shortly be worked out and future employment for Webster Count~ans 
with Williams River Coal must be regarded with the utmost pess~m~sm. 

Williams R~ver Coal hopes to allay the concern of local conserva­
t~onists with unbased claims that there w~ll be no water pollut~on of the 
Middle Fork of W~ll~arns R~ver or W~ll~ams R~ver ~tself, no undue d1sturb­
ance of the Back Country along the M~ddle Fork, and no destruct~on of the 
land ~n general. To prove their cla~ms the company has recently bu~lt a 
fishing pond above the~r current t~pple, f~lled ~t w~th pure m~ne water 
and stocked it with 198 trout. They have not ment~oned that the~r wash­
~ng perm~t was revoked on August 27 by the t1est V~rg~n1a Department of 
Natural Resources for s~lt pollut~on of the W~ll~ams R~ver and that 
frequent water water samples taken by the Nest V~rg~n~a Water Resources 
Comm~ssion have unve~led cons~stent discharges of s~lt and fore~gn matter 
~nconduc~ve to the health of W~ll~ams R~ver. 

Mr. Tom Layton, General Manager of lV~ll~ams R~ver Coal Company, 
states ~n the Webster Republ~can on August 26 that "contrary to some 
think~ng, these m~nes w~ll not d~sturb any of the Cranberry Back Country." 
Mr. Layton's ~deas of what const~tutes a "d~sturbance" do not ~nclude 
mine open1ngs, roads to the m~nes, conveyor belts, coal t~pples, sludge 
ponds and waste p~les, all of wh~ch w~ll be bu~lt w~th~n the Back Country 
or on ~ts boundary if W~ll~arns R~ver Coal has ~ts way. 

Sycamore Chapter of the Izaak tvalton League located ~n Webster Spr~ngs 
has challenged Mr. Layton's conservat~on ph~losophy. It has charged W~l­
liams River Coal Company with arrogant ~rrespons~bil~ty ~n assum~ng to 
take over National Forest land to wh~ch the company has no moral r~ght. 
The most outrageous des~gn that the company has yet concocted calls for a 
new coal t~pple complex includ1ng sludge ponds and waste p~les on the 
site of the old lumber town of Three Forks at the northern entrance to 
the Back Country. Th~s land is not ~n the Back Country but it ~s Nat~onal 
Forest land, the property of the people, not of a few greedy ind~viduals. 
The u.s. Forest Service has drawn up a recreat~onal development plan for 
this same site wh1ch would create a Nat~onal Forest Camp Ground l~ke others 
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the Forest Serv1ce has constructed elsewhere. When the Forest Serv1ce 
first voiced these plans w1th M1d-Allegheny Corporat1on several years 
ago, they (F.S.) were told not to plan anyth1ng for Three Forks be­
cause M1d-Allegheny had plans of 1ts own to develop the area. W1ll1ams 
R1ver Coal Company 1s now on the verge of real1z1ng H1d-Allegheny's 
idea of progress. The Forest Serv1ce has declared that 1t has no power 
to prevent a coal t1pple, waste p1le and sludge ponds from be1ng 1nstal­
led at Three Forks. But the Izaak Walton League contends that Three 
Forks is an area essential to the ex1stence of the Back Country as a 
w1lderness area. To have a coal process1ng plant located on the s1te 
of Three Forks at the entrance to the Back Country would 1rreparably 
retard the 1deal of a w1lderness area to the extent that the W1lder­
ness area would be lud1crous 1n such a sett1ng. Coal m1n1ng 1s not 
compatible w1th w1lderness and W1ll1ams River Coal's cla1ms to the con­
trary demonstrate the contempt w1th which coal operators and b1g bus1-
ness in general regard the nat1onal 1nterest, popular op1n1on and publ1c 
intelligence. 

Harmful effects on the Back Country are 1nev1table and devastat1ng 
to contemplate 1f W1ll1ams R1ver Coal Company's plans for the new n1nes 
are carr1ed out. Although no str1p m1n1ng 1s to occur numerous roads 
will be bu1lt 1n the M1ddle Fork dra1nage area wh1ch w1ll have much the 
same effect. There w1ll be eros1on, destruct1on of w1ldl1fe hab1tat, 
destruction of t1mber and s1ltat1on of the M1ddle Fork. Forest Serv1ce 
standards wh1ch w1ll govern the bu1ld1ng of the roads cannot forestall 
these effects on the M1ddle Fork bas1n. 

The ent1re M1ddle Fork watershed has been des1gnated as a black 
bear sanctuary, one of four such areas 1n West V1rg1n1a. No hunt1ng of 
the black bear 1s perm1tted 1n th1s sanctuary The nature of the m1n1ng 
act1vity will have an adverse affect on the bear populat1on. The con­
stant sounds of heavy machinery, the stream pollut1on and the mere 
presence of Man 1n quant1ty 1n the H1ddle Fork area w1ll force the bear 
populat1on to retreat farther into the Back Country and nearer the l1m1ts 
of their own sanctuary. Some of them w1ll surely be dr1ven out of the 
sanctuary and 1nto areas open to hunt1ng. Thus the purpose of the sanc­
tuary, protect1on of the West V1rg1n1a state an1mal and the preservat1on 
of the species 1n West Virg1n1a, will be negated. 

As for water pollut1on, W1ll1ams R1ver Coal Company has made much of 
the fact that rn1ne dra1nage from the old Johnstown m1nes that they have 
reactivated has improved the water qual1ty of the W1ll1ams R1ver. They 
have cap1tal1zed upon th1s un1que event by pred1ct1ng that the same th1ng 
will happen to the M1ddle Fork, a naturally ac1d stream wh1ch cannot sup­
port a trout commun1ty. Gordon Hamr1ck of Bergoo, has evaluated these 
cla~s and he has reached the conclus1on that there can be no guarantee 
that Williams River Coal's operat1ons will produce the effect on the 
Middle Fork which they have suggested. The Forest Serv1ce 1s alarmed 
over the situat1on because the slope of the land under the M1ddle Fork 
is actually d1rected toward the W1ll1ams R1ver and m1ne dra1nage w1ll 
emerge into that stream. If the m1ne dra1nage comes 1nto the r1ver as 
ac1d, one of the Nat1on's better known trout streams, a stream that has 
been featured 1n nat1onal sport1ng and f1sh1ng magaz1nes, w1ll no longer 
be able to support trout. That W1ll1ams River Coal Company 1s not only 
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willing but eager to take this chance only ~ncreases the necessity for st 
rap~d state, federal and pr~vate act~on to ~nsure that no coal company 
is ever allowed to operate ~n the Cranberry Back Country. 

The coal m~n~ng threat to the Back Country may st~ll be stopped. 
Conservat~on c~rcles w~th~n and w~thout West V~rgin~a are search~ng 
desperately for a way to prevent W~ll~ams R~ver Coal Company's assault 
on the area. Conservation~sts can take a l~ttle heart from the fact 
that most of these m~n~ng plans are st~ll on the draw~ng board. But 
the Back Country faces another challenge that ~s perhaps even more 
press~ng than the coal m~n~ng threat. The challenge ~s logg~ng. It 
~s not a threat, ~t ~s here now. 

The Forest Serv~ce's ma~n concern appears to be the annual harvest 

~-

y 

of American t~rnber. Conservat~on~sts have gradually come to real~ze 1 
the Forest Serv~ce's goal and they have w~ll~ngly met ~t head-on w~th 
the same gusto they have appl~ed to coal m~n~ng. 

The Forest Serv~ce has become a Frankenste~n that has turned on its 
creator, the forest. The Cranberry Back Country has suffered tremendous 
damage from logging ~n w~dely d~spersed areas w~thin ~ts boundar~es. 
The company respons~ble for most of the actual cutt~ng has been Georgia­
Pac~f~c wh~ch has a large sawmill and distr~but~on center at R~chwood, 
a few miles south of the Back Country. 

The southwestern and south central port~ons of the Back Country ~n 
the vicin~ty of Summit Lake ~n Greenbr~er and Webster Count~es have been 
clear cut. All conservat~on~sts are fam~l~ar w~th the desperate cam­
paign waged by the Izaak Walton League to stop th~s catastroph1c logg1ng 
technique. The Forest Serv1ce has now dec~ded to reevaluate the clear 
cut techn~que 1n eastern forests due to the d1l1gent and rap1d act~on 
of a few concerned people 1n R1chwood who were able to br1ng outs~de 
pressure to bear on the Forest Serv~ce. 

But the Forest Serv~ce has not stopped logg1ng. Under the1r r1ult1ple 
Use program logging cont~nues. The most 1rnrned1ate attack on the forest 
~s being launched in the Back Country ~n the same area where the H1gh­
lands Conservancy and the Izaak Walton League are fight1ng the W~ll~ams 
R1ver Coal Company. Georg1a-Pac1f1c has carved an extensive network of 
roads on the northern slope of Redoak Knob directly above the Three Forks 
of Williams River. These roads cross and recross three large creeks, 
including Little Fork of the W1ll1ams R1ver and L1ck Branch, wh1ch are 
main arter~es for the Williams River. During heavy ra1ns in recent months 
the last eight m1les of the W~ll~ams R1ver before 1t empt~es 1nto the 
Gauley River have been heav1ly polluted w~th silt wash~ng down from Redoak 
due to these logg~ng roads. Pr~vate 1nvest~gat~ons 1nto the area have 
failed to reveal any t~mber cutt1ng to date, but from the extent of the 
road building a large t1mber operat~on is about to beg1n. Th1s area 1s 
w1thin the Back Country and is part of the area now under considerat1on 
by Congress for a Nat1onal W1lderness Area. The Forest Serv1ce makes the 
claim that logg1ng and w1lderness are compat1ble, but Sycamore Chapter of 
the Izaak Walton League has d1sputed th1s. Any other conservation1st w1th 
an idea of what a w1lderness 1s w1ll also d1spute 1t. 

The Forest Serv1ce will, of course, reseed these road beds when the 
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logg~~g operat~on 1s ended. That w1ll eventually stop the eros1on and 
s1lt dra1nage that 1s now occurr1ng. But there w1ll be some damage 
done that the Forest Serv1ce cannot repa1r. 

The mounta1ns 1n th1s area were logged heav1ly about forty years 
ago. The forest 1s JUSt beg1nn1ng to mature aga1n and the mounta~ns 
are not heav1ly forested at the present t1me. Tree s1ze 1s generally 
small. The Forest Serv1ce has already perm1tted and condoned damage to 
the ecology of the area by allow1ng Georg1a-Pac1f1c to bu1ld roads ali 
over the mounta1ns1de. Areas that formerly prov1ded food and cover for 
w1ldl~fe are now muddy wastelands. Although th1s cond1t1on w1ll be cor­
rected 1n the future, several years w1ll pass before Georg1a-Pac1f~c 
f1n1shes ~ts operat1ons. 

Local conservat1on1sts 1n R1chwood and Nebster Spr~ngs have accused 
the Forest Serv1ce of betray1ng the publ1c trust and severly m~smanag1ng 
our National Forest. In a recent pol1cy statement, Sycamore Chapter of 
the Izaak Walton League called for a complete halt to all logg1ng act1v1-
t1es 1n the Back Country pend1ng act1on by ' the Congress on the Ti1lderness 
B1lls for the Back Country. The policy statement has not yet been made 
publ1c nor subm1tted to the Forest Serv1ce, but 1t w1ll be released later 
1n October. 

Conservat1on1sts around West V1rgin1a were grat1f1ed and opt1m1st1c 
when Senator Randolph and Representat1ve Hechler 1ntroduced leg1slat1on 
to make Otter Creek, Dolly Sods and the Cranberry Back Country Nat1onal 
Wilderness Areas. But th~s 1n1t1al exc1tement has been dampened con­
siderably due to Congress1onal 1nact1on on the proposals. In the Cran­
berry Back Country t1me 1s on the side of the coal operators and the 
logging 1nterests. They own the mineral and t1mber r1ghts and the1r 
contracts giving them ownersh1p are so a1rt1ght that successful legal 
act1on to prevent m1n1ng and logg1ng 1s d1ff1cult to foresee. The only 
hope for the preservat1on of the Back Country w1lderness 1s qu1ck Con­
gress1onal action of the W1lderness B1lls now before Congress and appro­
priations to purchase the m1neral r~ghts underly1ng the Back Country. 
Congress also must order the readJustment of the Forest Serv1ce's th1nk-
1ng on the Back Country. In a w.1.lderness area of the type env1s1oned 
for the Back Country the Forest Serv.1.ces' Mult1ple Use pol1cy 1s 1nap­
pl.1.cable and contrary to the purpose of w1lderness. 

Unt.1.l Congress takes such act1ons tJest V.1.rg.1.n1ans must act alone to 
forestall the destruct.l.on of the Cranberry Back Country. All conserva­
t.l.on groups must coord1nate the1r plans and the.1.r 1nformat.1.on and make 
a concerted attack upon those pr.1.vate .1.nterests who would subvert the 
now exist.1.ng wilderness of the Cranberry Back Country for the.1.r own 
pr1vate f1nanc.1.al ga.1.n. We must act now for t.1.me 1s short and the end 
is in sight. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
There has been some confus1on as to the exact locat.1.on of the upper 

reservo1r of the oav.1.s power pro)ect proposal. It IS in the Dobb.1.ns 
Slashing area of the Red Creek Dra.1.nage. It 1s NOT 1n the Nat.1.onal Forest, 
1s NOT in the w1lderness b1ll before Congress, but IS .1.n an area many 
people cons.1.der as ecologically a part of Dolly Sods. It .1.s and has been 
in pr1vate ownersh.1.p. 
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PUMPED-STORAGE, ELECTRICITY AND THE 
ENGINEER 

Since Charles Morr~son wr~tes so well, let's hear from h~m further: 

S~nce 1940, the use of electr~c~ty ~n the u.s. has mult1pl~ed 10 
t~mes. In 1966, the product~on of electr~c1ty ~n th~s country amounted 
to about 1 l / 4 tr~ll~on k~lowatt hours, and by now must be about 1 l/2 
trill1on k~lowatt hours annually. About one-half of the total ~s de­
rived from coal and approx1mately two-th~rds of the coal ~s produced in 
three states: Pennsylvan~a, West V1rg~n~a, and Kentucky. 

The amount of sulphur burned 1n the U.S. in the course of a year, 
incidental to the product1on of electr~c~ty, ~s ~n the order of 3,750,000 
tons. The exact f~gure ~s un~mportant. It may be more; 1f ~t ~s less 
it is not suff1c1ently less to JUSt1fy burn1ng more. 

When we take 1nto account that most of th1s 1s released to the 
atmosphere 1n and along both s1des of the Appalach~ans then the magn1-
tude of the problem 1s 1nescapable; and ~t ~s ser1ous. For 1f we look 
at the cond1t1ons now, what will they be ~n 2000 ~f the present rate of 
growth and methods of product1on and d1str1but1on are cont1nued? 

The techn~cal solut~ons to env~ronmental problems may or may not be 
within our grasp, but under our soc1al system there are econom1c prob­
lems whose solut1on can only be respons1ve to the r1ght philosoph1cal 
attitudes. 

This ~s why 1t is not ~mportant to qu~bble over f1gures or rhetoric. 
The pumped-storage cycle 1s ~ntended to extend the usefulness of plants 
wh~ch by their concept and locat1on are high polluters. To compare the 
pumped-storage cycle w~th an equally 1neff1c1ent thermal cycle, using 
the same class of fuel, and to conclude that because the f~rst is no 
worse than the second 1ts 1neff1c~ency ought not to be charged aga1nst 
~t, leads only to an 1ncreas1ng rate of atmospher1c pollut1on. 

One of the better def1n1t~ons of eng1neer1ng ~s: "Eng1neer1ng 1s 
the sc~ence of economy, of conserv1ng the energy prov1ded and stored up 
by nature for the use of man. It ~s the bus1ness of the engineer to 
utilize th1s energy to the best advantage, so that there may be the 
least poss1ble waste." 

Ours is an economy of waste because ~t measures economy only 1n 
terms of present day benef1ts. Th1s, unfortunately, is the background 
against which the eng1neer 1s called upon to pract1ce his profess~on. 
We need industry to enhance the qual~ty of l1fe, but to do so 1t must 
provide the technology whereby the loop ~s closed from the d1spos1t1on 
of 1ts products and by-products back to industry itself. Th1s 1s the 
eng1neer's role and qu1te generally he is equipped to fulf1ll it. 

What 1s most needed, however, 1s a bold and 1mag1nat1ve concept 
of management, whereby prov1s1on for closing the loop ~s as much a 
function of industry as that of f1nding acceptance for 1ts product. 
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If we want to control env~ronmental pollut~on the cost of clos~ng 
the loop will have to be added to the cost of the product. The b~ll 
w~ll have to be pa~d somehow: e~ther 1n ~ncreased taxes, ~ncreased 
pr1ces, reduced profit, or by a reduct1on 1n the use of the products 
which generate pollut1on. And, perhaps, by the ~mmutable laws of 
nature, this 1s how the bill w1ll be pa~d. If 1t 1s, then all of the 
magnificent accompl1shments of 1ndustry w~ll be defeated in a waste­
land created by our own soc1o-econom1c m1smanagernent. 

Charles Morr1son 

• * * * * 
HOW ARE THINGS AT SPRUCE KNOB-SENECA ROCKS? 

Since the Conservancy's attent1on has been drawn to other battles, 
it should not be 1nferred that 1t has forgotten the Spruce Knob-Seneca 
Rocks National Recreat1on Area. In the last 1ssue we reported on the 
deplorable s1tuat1on ~n wh1ch pr1vate land owners and speculators are 
subdivid1ng lands especially 1n the Reeds Creek area of the Seneca 
Rocks area thus mak~ng acqu1s1tion of these lands quite expens1ve for 
Uncle Sam. Some of the names 1nvolved are even H1ghlands Conservancy 
members and supporters. 

The last Potomac Bas1n Newsletter stated that "The env1ronmental 
groups, however, seem to be pay~ng l1ttle attent1on." Th~s I take to 
be a mild slap at our wrists, 1n spite of hav~ng our pos1t1on made 
known earl1er. I should po~nt out that as deplorable as these pract1ces 
are, they might not have occurred 1f the land owners had been treated 
properly by 1n1t1al contacts w1th Federal agents. Of course two wrongs 
do not make a r1ght, but had a fa1r appra1sal been made and offered 
some of these land owners, 1t would have been cheaper ~n the long run 
for the government. The way 1t 1s now, Uncle Sam w1ll have to pay a 
good bit more than th1s fa1r pr1ce. It also po1nts up what was brought 
out at last year's Highlands Rev1ew: the 1nadequacy of our condemnat1on 
laws and procedures. 

• • * * • 

K U L T U R E 

In response to a huge number of letters suggest1ng that The H1gh­
lands Voice was not h1gh-browed enough for the el1te membersh1p 1t 
served, the editor1al board wishes to 1mmed1ately rect1fy the s1tuat1on 
by periodically ~nsert1ng cultural mater1al for your ed1f1cat1on. We 
consulted our Adv1sor of Cultural Affa1rs and Up Aga~nst the Wall com­
mittee member, Clish McCleaver who came up w~th the follow1ng ha1ku: 
[Ed. note: For our low-browed readers, a ha1ku 1s a trad1t1onal Japanese 
form of poetry set in a r1g~d style where1n each verse 1s composed of a 
triplet having 10, 5, and 2 syllables per l1ne respect1vely.] 
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A REQUIEH FOR SAINT GEORGE 

CLISH McCLEAVER 

Deep cut North-South etch~ngs ~n the earth crust 
Freely flows water 
The Cheat. 

Though tumbl~ng torrents crash and churn north to 
Follow drops below 
Rowlesburg, 

Upstream m~dst plac~d pools l~es Cheat Valley 
And fert~le farms at 
Sa~nt George. 

Morn~ngs m1sts enshroud the mystery of 
The h1stor1c town, 
SaJ..nt George, 

No longer awed w1th recol~ectJ..on of 
Its fJ..ne her1tage, 
Sa~nt George, 

Settled wJ..th purpose for e1ght thousand years 
To be forgotten, 
Submerged. 

* * * * * 

LITTER IN WEST VIRGINIA 

The casual VJ..sitor to our state can't help but not~ce the lJ..ttered 
condition of our roadsJ..des and countrys~des . The Department of HJ..ghways 
maintains lJ..tter barrels everywhere, but they are overused by locals 
who use them to d1spose of the1r household garbage and trash. Th1s 
clearly is not the 1ntent of the barrels. 

Yet where are the people supposed to throw the stuff. Public dumps 
are almost J..llegal 1n Nest VJ..rgJ..nia due to publJ..c health laws which state 
that certain refuses can not be depos1ted 1n unattended dumps the idea 
being that garbage 1s supposed to be covered up J..mmedJ..ately by a bull­
dozer or some such. In my commun1ty 1t costs a C1Vl..C mJ..nded citizen 
$1.00 every tJ..me he mJ..ght want to take a load of JUnk to the public 
attendant-run dump. No wonder they throw J..t over the hJ..ll (usually on 
a rJ.. ver bank) . 

One interest~ng solutJ..on to solJ..d waste dl..sposal J..n rural areas l..S 
by convertJ..ng automob1le haul1ng traJ..lers into garbage dump. The tra1ler 
l..S backed J..nto a paved pl..t and unhJ..tched. People can drJ..ve up to the 
pit and toss theJ..r Junk J..nto the traJ..ler . At decent J..ntervals, the 
trailer l..S hauled to a larger mun1c1pally operated landfJ..11 and an empty 
trailer substJ..tuted. The traJ..lers are cheap and the system works! It 
l..S being used in GeorgJ..a (See Appa1ach~a 1: 18-20, 1970). 

lS 
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SUPPORT WEST VIRGINIA INDUSTRY 

The Highlands Vo~ce doesn't accept ads or even payola, but we do 
plug worthwhile ventures. People that knock around ~n the West V~rg~n~a 
outdoors should know about two new bus~nesses ~n the Hounta~n State, 
which ~s as good a lead as any for the f~rst: 

B1ll Riley of 314 Th1rd Avenue, Montgomery, W.Va. 25136 has recently 
formed the Mounta1n State Outf~tters Company. B1ll 1s offer1ng a com­
plete line of equ1pment for the backpackers, h1kers, and wh~tewater pad­
dlers. If you need a new pack, l~fe Jacket, nylon tent, or whatever, 
check with Bill whose a1m w1ll be to supply qual1ty equ~prnent at low 
pr1ces. 

The other fellow you ought to know about is Jon Dragan, P.O. 799, 
Large, Pa. 15025. Jon and his brothers have formed an outf~t called 
WildwateL Exped1t1ons Unlim1ted wh1ch conducts superb wh1tewater raft 
tr1ps through the famous New R~ver Gorge. You haven't seen wh1tewater 
unt~l you have seen gassers l1ke Surpr1se and Keeny Creek Rap1ds ~n the 
section between Thurmond and Fayette Stat1on. Although the season ~s 
about over, (through November) be sure to make plans to try th~s out 
next summer. Both one and two day tr~ps are ava1lable. Contact Jon 
for deta1ls. P.S. The rafts were manufactured in R1chwood. 

* * * * * 

CLEAR CUTTING 

Senator Church wants to launch a nat~onal 1nvest1gat~on 1nto clear 
cutting practices across the nation on publ~c lands. To do th~s he 
needs support from Senators ~n the states affected. To do th1s the 
Senators need be ~nformed of your interests and pos1t~ons. The1r names 
are Jennings Randolph and Robert Byrd. 

Speaking of clear cutt1ng (is it one or two words?), W.Va. ~s not 
the only state concerned. Look at th1s letter to the ed1tor of Sc1ence: 

"For 2 1/2 years we have been attempt1ng to establ1sh a w~lderness 
area on Chichagof Island, a large island JUSt to the north of our 1sland 
here 1n southeastern Alaska. Chichagof has much to recommend 1t­
mountains, sheltered coves and bays, laKes, and forests. It 1s the home 
of brown bear, bald eagles, swans, ducks, land otter, and sea otter, JUSt 
to name a few spec1es. Unfortunately 1t belongs, as does all of the 
southeast, to the Tongass Nat1onal Forest. 

We have repeatedly asked the u.s. Forest Serv1ce for help ~n estab­
lishing this area, and have been told it is 1mpossible. Alternate s~tes 
in our area which 1ncorporate representative scenery are severly l1m1ted. 
Howard Johnson, the reg1onal forester, has informed us that 98.4 percent 
of all marketable t1mber (1n the Tongass Forest) has been sold and w~ll 
be harvested. 

In attempt1ng to document our content1on that surely soMe small part 
of this magn1f1cent country should rema1n a w1lderness, we have d1scovered 



we are l~m~ted by our backgrounds. In our small commun~ty we have no 
sc~entists to g~ve us answers to such quest~ons as: What are the effects 
of clear-cut logg~ng on steep h~lls~des, espec~ally w~th reference to 
salmon-spawn~ng streams? Do spruce seedlings really choke out older 
growth after clear-cut logg~ng? What of the pH factor? In other words, 
we badly need some documented answers and references. 

Is there anyone who would be w~ll~ng to help us? We w~ll be glad 
to send any further informat~on, ~nclud~ng a copy of the w~lderness 
proposal." 

Dee Longebaugh 
Sitka Conservat~on Society 
Box 377, S1tka, Alaska 99835 

• * * * * 
ELK RESIDENTS SEEKING HELP 

Some 600 persons who l~ve along the Elk River have s~gned a pet1tion 
to Inter~or Secretary Walter J. Hickel, Governor Arch r1oore, Jr., 
Attorney General Chauncey Brown~ng and the u.s. Army Corps of Engineers, 
demanding an end to pollut~on of the stream. 

Among other th~ngs, the pet~t~on charges the Corps of Eng~neers have 
operated Sutton Dam "without any regard for the well-be~ng and respect 
for human r~ghts of the c~t~zens of West Virginia or the scen~c and 
recreational values of the Elk R~ver Bas~n." 

A spokesman said the c~tizens are angry that ne1ther the state nor 
the eng1neers have done anyth~ng at all about the problem. 

The pet~t1on asks that all branches of state and federal government 
take steps to stop any pollut~on of the r~ver caused by so~l eros~on, 
~ndustry, gas and o~l drill1ngs and road construct~on. 

Apparently, several cond1t~ons have combined to muddy the Elk. A 
spokesman for the Corps of Eng~neers in Hunt~ngton sa1d heavy rains and 
flooding last spr~ng 1n Webster County added large amounts of s1lt 1nto 
the Sutton Dam bas~n. 

Another poss1ble polluter ~s Appalach1an and Interstate h1ghway 
construct~on, wh1ch is heavy 1n the Braxton County area. 

The State Department of H1ghways sa1d 1f th1s is the cause, 1t w1ll 
take correct1ve steps. It sa1d new federal regulat~ons place lLm1ts on 
the amounts of d1rt that can be p~led up at one t1me by a contractor on 
a federally-funded h1ghway. 

• • * * * 
NEW LEGISLATION 

Here is one that deserves your support: 

UPI RELEASE 

H.R. 18999--BANS SALE OF NO-DEPOSIT, NO-RETURN CONTAINERS. Mr. Albert 
Johnson (Pa.). Bans the sale of no-depos1t, no-return conta1ners when the~ 
are sold in interstate commerce to reduce pollut~on wh1ch is caused by 
litter composed of soft dr1nk and beer conta1ners, and to el1minate the 
threat to the Nation's health, safety and welfare wh1ch is caused by such 
litter. Referred 8/13/70 to the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Nat1onal Wildl1fe Federation Reports 

s 



HELP WANTED 

As the Conservancy grows and as the appetites 
of the public rapists increase, we f1nd that there 
is more and more to do and more people are needed 
to help. In addition, some of you 1n your applica­
tions have stressed that you want to become actively 
involved in our work. Ne have a few committees that 
do a good bit of work. The very large Wilderness 
Committee does a great deal of work as does the one 
man Save the Rivers Committee. We also have an Air 
Pollution Advisory Committee and an Up Against the 
Wall Committee, but more are needed. Accordingly 
we ask each member to fill out the attached question­
naire and resource and interest survey to indicate 
to the Conservancy what and how you can help. 

Please mail to --

Bob Burrell 
1412 l'lestern Ave., 
Morgantown, w. Va. 26505 

Thanks for your cooperation. 



West V1rg~n~a H~ghlands Conservancy Survey of 
Membersh1p Resources and Interests 

Name ------------------------------------------ Street -----------------------------------------
C ~ ty ________________________________ _ State Zip ____________ _ 

Tele phone __________________ _ Occupation _______________________________________________ _ 

Wh a t ~s your relat~onsh~p to the Conservancy? 
In sympathy w~th ~ts bas1c purposes but not able to partic1pate act1vely 
W~ll~ng to help out 1n m1nor proJects for the Conservancy, 
Want to be an act~ve part1c1pant ~n furthering Conservancy causes. 
Other (descrl.be) 

-------------------------------------------------------------------~ 
\vhat o ther outdoor and1or conservat1on groups do you belong to? 
==--======================================================-~=-=====-~-==-------====---

Wh a t sk~lls and experience do you have that m1ght possibly be of some value to 
the Conservancy? 

legal photography 
government trip leading 
speak1ng geology 
pr~nt1ng forestry 
typing m1nerals 

_____ h1story 
_____ wr1t1ng (gu1des, publ1c1ty, etc.) 

document research (land ownersh1p, ------fl.eld 1nvest1gations 
-----other 

-------------------------------------G1v e any deta~ls on the above 
L1s t equ1pment or fac1.l1t1es ~y~o~u~o~w~n~o~r~~a~v~e~a~c~c~e~s~s~~~~~~~~~~,~~~~~~ 

Check off those 1tems 
____ hik1ng 
____ f1sh1ng 

which reflect your 1nterests below 
_____ Seneca Rocks-Spruce Knob 

Scen1c R1vers 
W1ldl1fe ----. Lumber1ng 

____ huntl.ng 
____ cl1mb~ng 

-----_____ Dolly Sods Area 
Otter Creek Area -----

----T.our1st 1ndust 

____ camp~ng ______ cranberry Back Country 
Clean Streams 

------A1r Pollution 
_____ coal M1n1.ng ____ canoe1ng 

____ s~ghtsee1ng 
Other 

Canaan Valley -----_____ H1k1ng Tra1ls 
Other 

Other ------ ----------------- --------- ----- -----------------------
I f you are a canoe1st or fisherman, l1st the r1vers you are most fam1.l1ar 
o r 1nterested in. H~kers l1st tra1ls and h1k1ng areas, etc. 

----------------------
Assurn1ng you had the t1rne, 1.n what types of Conservancey pro)ects would you 
l1Ke to yet l.nvolved 1n? 

preservation of natural beauty 
of scen1c areas 

a1r pollution 
----clean streams 

preservation of w1ldl1fe hab1tat __ _... 

Wh1c h of the above do you th1.nk the Conservancy 
l.n? 

w~se development of 
natural resources 

other \descrl.be) --- -----------
ought to become more involved 

What sort of th1ngs do you th1nk the Conservancy ought to do to 1ncrease publi 
1nterest 1.n conservat1on 1n West V1rg1.n1a? ------------------------------------------
Date ---------------------

S1gnature ________________________________ ___ 
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THE HIGHLANDS VOICE - A REVIEW 

Perhaps with th~s 14th issue of The Highlands Vo~ce (6 plus one 
supplement last year and so far, 7 th1s year), ~t 1s t~me to rev~ew the 
purposes and goals of the newsletter. Tom King, at the Midw~nter Work­
shop ~n January 1969, created the ~dea and name of the newsletter, and 
appointed me to the responsibil1ty of getting 1t out quarterly. H1s 
charge at that time was to bring before the membersh~p the conservat~on 
problems and developments assoc~ated w1th those problems affect~ng the 
Highlands. It would then be up to the membersh1p to take appropr1ate 
act1on on these proble~s by look~ng 1nto the 1nd1v1dual matters further, 
writing letters, and the l1ke. 

In addit~on, to these charges, the ed~tor has set for h1mself 
additional goals: to set up a med~um for d1alog among our members, to 
stimulate thought and new v1s~on to our most endur1ng problems, to try 
to present a balanced v~ew of all of our conservation problems, to act 
as a bulletin board or ~nformat10n exchange, and perhaps to pr1ck the 
public consc~ence now and then. If all of this could be done in a read­
able manner that would allow the ed1tor to ~ndulge hi~self once ~n awh1le 
with some creat1ve wr~t1ng, then much the better. 

If one (from th~s end) tr~es to obJeCt1vely evaluate how well we 
have met these goals, he becomes qu~te dejected. It became obvious 
immed1ately that a quarterly newsletter would not beg~n to cover the 
rash of problems the Highlands suffer, hence the b~monthly idea. Even 
a bimonthly 1ssue couldn't handle 1t and we went to a backbreak~ng monthly 
schedule throughout the summer. As far as ident1fy1ng the problems, I 
believe we have managed to cover th~s f1eld 1n that all 1ssues brought 
to my attention have been brought to yours. I suspect that I have even 
brought up a few some of you would have preferred I had 1gnored. As for 
how well you are doing your part, 1.e. letter wr1t1ng, etc, this cannot 
be judged from this end but I have some uncomfortable thoughts JUdg~ng 
by how often you wr1te me. 

As for the goals the ed~tor has set for h~mself-the only ob]ect1ve 
appraisal can conclude that they were all fa1lures. Only about 6 people 
regularly wr1te 1n to g~ve their views or otherw~se respond to me about 

, something 1n the'Vo1ce." A few more send 1n cl~pp1ngs, data, and other 
sources of informat1on, but w1th no explanation. I have rece1ved only 
4 complaints although many others have been d1rected to other people. 
Three of these to me were corrected or otherwise dealt w~th ~n the news­
letter, the fourth was left out un~ntentionally due to space l~m1tat~ons. 
No dialog has ever developed and very little informat1on exchange has 
taken place. I have no 1dea whether any new thought or v1s1on has been 
generated, perhaps a too-amb1t~ous goal. 

As for pricking the publ1c consc1ence, the "Voice" may be doing a 
little better. It does get quoted occasionally ~n the public press, 
although all too often, ~naccurately. One of my own favor~te p1eces 
was picked up, chopped of its intent, used for another purpose, and 
finally attributed to another author! And by a man who should know 
bettert I am now on some 1nteresting mail1ng lists (See Letter to the 
Editor, this issue) and four letter explet~ves occas~onally get back to 
these ears. 
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Tn repeat: We earnestly solicit information and personally-written articles. We 
prefer them not to be more than two single-spaced pages in length. We generally go to 
press near the last of each month. It takes another week to get the issue printed, 
c olLated, and mailed to you after final typing. If the reader sees something in the 
" Voicett that he would like to hear more about, please write to the editor and ask for 
the info so that an article may be planned. Similarly, if you possess information 
different from or in addition to that found in the "Voice", please forward them as 
we ll. Sources of information, where known, are always cited. Unsigned articles are 
written by the editor, are his opinions, not necessarily those of the Conservancy, Y 
and are often designed to provoke readership discussion. We welcome quotation by the 
press and are tickled to death when done correctly. Suggestions and constructive crit­
i c 1sms are also always welcome. 

Bob Burrell 

* * * * * 
READING ASSI~mNT: The October issue of Field and Stream contains the first of a three 
part series on the U.S. Corps of Engineers. The~rst appears very well written and ob­
j e ctive. 

1~12 Western Ave. 
~1organtown, w. Va. 26 505 
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