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~ But Froms was very important nationally as well.

of a few years back went down to a crashing defeat. More
than anyone else. Frome brought to the attention of

millions of cutdoor just what was behind the
bill which threatemed every piece of public land in
America. Frome also conceived the of publishing
each October and evslustion of Senators and
Congressmen up for re-election from the standpoint of
their voting records on comservation relsted issues.
Apparently the last straw was when Frome dared to
criticize the legions of ill-bred shooters (as opposed to
bunters) who wander arcund the woods blasting at
‘everything (can you find ome corporate limits sign in
W.Va. without bullet holes) and shooting up boxes of

pur of the New River will be the setting for the Conservancy’s
hop. January 24-25-28, at Hawk's Nest State Park.

y Ame oldest river, has bsen a center of controversy for
-ritical issus is » complicated environmental situation in the
of Nerth Carolina. the source of the New River. It is here that
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a ridiculous form letter that has little 1o do with the issue.
like the kind we usually get from our Congressmen

RULES COMMITTEE
- TABLES NEW RIVER

Msore Supperts Blee Ridge
The New River has entered another phase in its
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Congressman Ken Hechler, a strong and vocal
supporter of the New River Bill, said Friday, Dec. 13, “The
big power lobby worked on the Republicans and the
building trades lobbied the Democrats to defeat the
New River Bill in the House Rules Committee.”

develop recreational potential of the New River, would
provide more coal mining and construction jobs. and
would help overcome the national energy crisis.

Rep. Hechler responded to Moore’s letter saying,
“Gov. Moore's letter. . . undercut seriously the support for
protecting the New River by the West Virginia Legislature
and many West Virginians incloding the United Mine
Workers.”

Hechiler said that he and 2nd District Congressman
Harley Staggers would attempt to convince House
Speaker Carl Albert to suspend the House Rules and call
for a floor vote on the New River Bill. Hechler noted that
less than 8 week remained on the Congressional session
and that Albert had not responded to their
recommenda tion.

discussion.

preserve and enhance the New River and its uncompromising personality Among the
items scheduled for discussion are scenic river designation for the New River. a
proposed national park for the New River Gorge. and a scenic railroad envisioned for
the canyon. The nearby Swiss Project on the Geuley River will also be included for

On hand to initiate discussion and stir curiosity in the New River will be members
of the US. Bureau of Outdoor Recreation and the Bureau of Sport Fisheries and
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Highlands Conservancy Rivers Chairman Bob Burrell
stated that if the House does not suspend its rule and pass
the New River Bill. AEP can begin construction on Blue
RidRe in January when the power company's FPC license
to build the project becomes effective

The New River Heritage Society of Fayette County
announced that they would hold a memorial service for
the New River. Congressman Hechler and State Senator
Pat Hamilton were scheduled to participste in the
ceremony noting the death of the New River.

Lincoln Group
Wins Strip Battle

In October The Highlands Voice reported that a
citizens group in Lincoln County called Lincoln
County Citizens to Abolish Srip Mining had
organized to block an aMempt ' subvert the
two-year stripping moratorium placed on Lincoin
County by the West Virginians legislature in 1971
and again in 1973

Capitol Vuels, Inc.. a stripping company,
attempting to overrule the moratorium by claiming
that a stripping permit had been issued to Lincoln
County priot to the adoption of the moratorium. In
fact, a stripping permit had been issued in Lincoln
County. but the permit was not for coal stripping. It
was for a clay pit

The Department of Natural Resources denied
Capitol's application on the basis that the
legislature intended to prevent strip mining of coal
with the moratorium, and the stripping (or
quarrying) for clay and gravel had not been
considered by the legislature as applicable to the
provisions of the moratorium.

Capitcl Fuels appealed the DNR denial to the
Governor's Reclamation Board of Review. On
November 20 the Board upheld the DNR position
and denied the permit.

During the Board's deliberations Lincoin
County CASM filed a friend of the court brief with
the Board outlining its opposition to the permit
application. The Lincoln group's success is one of
the few successful ventures against the strippers
during 1974




We are overlooking the Bowden National
Fish Hatchery this month which is currently the
gsite of environmental abuse at the
. mismanagement of Shavers Fork and
Department of Highways construction of
Corridor H. The facility is operated by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, an agency the
Conservancy doesn't usually come in contact
with but which does deserve our scrutiny.

In addition to the large annual prodgction of
fish used to stock area streams, the Bowden
facility is also a splendid tourist attraction. An
attractive visiter display center is open to the
public as are the runways along the rearing
troughs. Visiting the hatchery at feeding time is a
most interesting experience. Whether one is a
fisherman is immaterial - the Bowden Hatchery
is a splendid asset to our state.

A historical account of action or inaction by
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service personnel relative
to Bowden would be helpful at this point. My own
initial contact with the Bowden people began in
1971 when I tried to get them to tell me what
effect conditions of Shavers Fork had on
hatchery operations. Local personnel were
reluctant to discuss this with me so my inquiry
was relayed to Richard E. Griffith who is the
regional director of the Service. In July 1971, he
stated that there was no decline in fish
production, but that feeding schedules were
often curtailed due to siltation thus placing the
fish under unnecessary stress. The Service was
alarmed over the future quality of the river and
warned of further danger to the river as being a
serious matter for the Hatchery. What eforts the
Service exerted, if any, towards bringing this to
the public's attention is unknown.

At the Midwinter Workshops the following
winter, we invited then superintendent of the
Bowden Hatchery, Ralph Malsom, to participate
in a panel discussion of Shavers Fork Problems.
At that time he revealed that there indeed was a
decrease in production at Bowden in that in 1972
there were 17 days the trout couldn’t be fed due
to siltation resulting in a loss of 8,000 pounds of
trout production for area anglers.

Also in 1972, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serice
did make a statement for an environmental
impact statement prepared by the Forest Service
regarding Shavers Fork. They suggested that
anvone wishing tc mine coal on Shavers Fork

THE STRIP MINE BILL

BY NICHOLAS ZVEGINTZOV

At the time this appears. you will know if a strip mine
bill has Heen passed by Congress. If so, your job is to
telegram the President to sign it into law. Many in
Congress would like o see Ford veto it, so that they would
look like conservationists, he would look like a heavy, and
the stripping business would go on as usual. Send a
telegram to Ford telling him not to act the heavy.
(Remember that telegrams to another Republican
President from the mountains persuaded him to sign
another controversial bill - and that's how West Virginia
became a State.)

But at the time this is written things don't look too good
for the bill. It-has had a hard birth ~ and ill coordinated
midwives. It came in strong form out of both Senate and

verlook

post a $4 million bond. This statement seems
largely forgotten. _

But then we were disturbed when later quotes
from Hatchery personnel stated that Corridor H
“was causing no problems” or st other times
they just “weren't talking.” This suggests that
the local personnel were told by higher ups to
shut up.

Unknown to us at the time, the Department of
Highways in 1971 was looking for ways to justify
their preconceived choice of route, i.e., east of
Elkins along Shavers Fork near Bowden. The
same Mr. Griffith wrote a remarkably
nonchalant letter to Highway Chancellor Ritchie
in view of the alarm he npted to me written at
about the same time, that as long as the DOH
observed certain precautions outlined by a
Forest Service geologist, one ‘‘Dr. Manley,” then
the highway shouldn't cause any problems.
(Incidentally, the way in which the Conservancy
extrated this letter and the Manley report from
the DOH is worth a story in itself someday). At
any rate this is a standard ploy among
governmental agencies hell bent on forcing their
projects on the public - always protect your flank
by seeking justification ahead of time, no matter
how tenuous or in spite of strong arguments
against the project from other reliable sources.

Later in the summer of 1974 when the
Corridor H construction resulted in severe
damage to one of the springs supplying the
Bowden hatchery with essential water for
summer operation, tremendous fish kills
amounting to over 150,000 fish and a decrease in
annual fish production (between 1972 and 1973
there was a decrease in over 15,000 pounds,)
local hatchery personnel were quoted as saying
“This is exactly what we have been warning
them about.” Unfortunately there is no official
record of such statements and even if there
were, official statements by higher ups downplay
any foreseen dangers.

Tireless Shavers Fork protecter Bill Bristor
got on the horn and sounded out a bigwig in the
F&W Service immediately after this outrageous
incident. The official, located in Boston, was
quite frank with Bristor and spoke in detail of the
exact circumstances of the kil whom the
Service felt responsible (DOH), information
about a gift made by the state to the Federal

ingerlings from a state

House last September, to be cared for in the Conference
Committee by Senator Jackson and Representative Udall.
both Presidential candidates.

By the time of the primaries all questions were solved
but the protection of western ranchers who own the
surface over US. Government coal (the coal that
American Electric Power wants to "set free”). The

veto — but its details were insubstantial and it was
particularly welcomed by the Republicans on
Committee who had fought and been reconciled over

By Bob Burrell

hatchery, and many other interesting details.
This information was relayed to Charleston
Gazette Outdoor Editor, Skip Johnson, who
dutifully checked the info by trying to confirm it
with the same guy Birstor talked to. In essence,
Skip received a “‘no comment” when the bigwig
knew the press was involved. His story in only 24
hours was changed drastically and was quite
tempered by a wait and see attitude. This is a
common problem in conservation work - the field
people and brass raise hell to you, but when you
ask them to put their money where their mouth
is, no comment. |

Recently a few of us have written Griffith
politely inquiring what, if anying, the F&Ww
Service is prepared to do for itself if
conservantionists like the Conservancy and
Trout Unlimited are willing to go to court to
protect such public resources. Little more than a
“your interest and support are deeply
appreciated” comes back to us. Worse, local
hatchery personnel working on the Corridor H
problem showing how the DOH has ignored the
cautions cited in the Manley report are either
reassigned or taken off the project and given
other assignments. This happened as far back as
1971 which in effect gave the DOH the carte
blanche *“‘authority” to proceed ahead on their
ill-fated project.

Recently top F&'W brass have been forced to
take some introspective looks as a result of some
Congressional inquiry. It does appear that
certain individuals at the administrative level
have been soft pedalling environmental problems
affecting the Service and have reversed many
recommendations and decisions made by field
personnel like those who work at Bowden. We
are told that we can expect a more aggressive
posture by the F&W people in the future. Let's
hope so.

Let us make it clear that we have the highest
regard for the Bowden people. They are highly
dedicated, but they are also under a lot of
pressure. The method of the Highlands
Conservancy is to investigate such pressure
without jeopardizing the fine Hatchery people
Want to help? Write F&W Director, Lynn
Greenwalt, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Dept.
of the Interior, Washington, D.C. Tell him that
a muddy river and a silted up hatchery sent you.
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EDITOR'S NOTE: The two articles below, ““Snow-
mobile Industry Reacts to Monitor”” and “A Tale of
Two Studies”” are reproduced from the
August/September issue of the ORV MONITOR.
The articles are being reproduced in THE
HIGHLANDS VOICE in view of the continuing threat
to Otter Creek from ORV's (See Ronald Jones’ letter
in “The Readers’ Voice” elsewhere in this issue.)

The ORV Monitor is a bi-monthly publication of
the Environmental Defense Fund. Yearly
subscriptions are available for $6 from EDF, 2728
Durant Avenue, Berkeley, CA 94704.

SNOWMOBILE INDUSTRY
REACTS T0 MONITOR

Man has a strange cepacity for simplifying and
exaggerating differences he finds in others. Fortunately,
man is also capable of ameliorating and even eliminating
these problems through communication. Thereby the

produced snowmobiles, some with very limited
engineering capabilities. Thus some machines were
poorly constructed. often emitting unnecessarily high
noise levels.

Most importantly, the training programs and the
social infrastructures which stimulate safe, responsible
snowmobiles, use were in embroyonic stages.

Today. the situation has been dramatically altered.
Virtually all snowbelt states have initiated programs to
register snow mobiles and designate user areas.
Executive Order 11644 stimulated a careful review of
Federal land management programs and priorities. Many
of North America’s 7 million snowmobilers have formed
responsible. community-oriented clubs. Most significant
has been an evolution in thinking within the snowmobile
industry. Today. ISIA's members are most concerned with
the machine’s environmental and social impacts as well
as actual product design. Besides establishing and
independent product safety certification program and
comprehensive operator training program. the
manufacturers have devoted substantial resources to
supporting university research studies and developing
maintained trail systems =-4 use areas. The latter
programs embody actions for minimizing environmental
impacts and for securing an owner's permission prior to
snowmobile use.

We are also very interested in improved
understanding of the phenomenon of recreation. To this
end, we have developed a document assessing the
“State-of-the-art” of recreation research.

Caopies of this document are available to the public by
request from: International Smowmobile Industry
Association, Leesburg Pike. Falls Chirch, Virginia,
22041. This paper documents the need for increased
understanding among all Americans of the importance of

your staff. The first, directed by Dr. john Pendieton, of the
Department of agronomy, examined the effects of both
light and intensive snowmobile use on various vegetstion
common to the snowbelt U.S.. including alfalfa. tarf grass,

A TALE OF TWO STUDIES

There's a wealth of hard feelings and little hard data
about snowmobile damaga. Critics claim snowmaobiles
destroy crops and damage plants and trees. Advocates
counter that the machines can't harm vegetation
protected by layers of snow. Because so little scientific

Even the results of scientific research are not
infallible. Statistics from such studies can be, or be made,
. Whether or not false conclusions are
intentionally invited, they may often be drawn. Before
policy is made on the basis of any research, the
assumptions and conditions of that research must be
carefully analyzed.

Four scientific studies of snowmobile impact on
vegetation have been initiated in the United States and
Canada. Of the three which were completed, tv focused
on nutritionally and commercially vital forage grasses
One grass observed in both studies was alfalfa. Though
both studies set out to measure the same machine's
impact on the same kind of plant. their experiments with
this wvaluable feed grain produced contradictory
conclusions.

The first study was conducted by Wallais Vanek at
Bemidiji State College in northern Minnesota Part of
Wanek's three vear study concerned the way
snowmobiles damage plants through the snow. They do it
by changing the snow itself. Snow is filled with air pockets
which insulate the air spaces in goose down. These trap
heat which radiates from the earth. keeping subnivean
{sub-snow) temperatures near or ahove freezing. Wanek
reported that the coldest day at his northern Minnesota
test site during the winter of 19711972 was -43. 3 degrees
€. Yet the temperature under undisturbed forest snow,
one inch above the ground never fell below 6.2 degrees C.
Three inches lower. below the ground surface. the
temperature stayed above -1.9 degrees C. or near

stems do not increase the plants’ forage value, the
resulting added weight in the heavy compaction area was
not a true increase in quality forage.

The second year's results were less dramatic. The
harvest was down 5% in the lightly treated area. 40% in
the heavily compacted lane. The results of the 1973.74
study are not yet available.

At winter's end Wanek reported a curious
phenomenon. While the number of alfalfa plants in the
tested fields had declined during the test, the weeds and
undesirable plants had increased their number by 61%.
Apparently, weeds thrived on snowmobile use. This
implies that scientists must separate these unwanted
grasses from the harvested alfalfa before weighing it to
insure an accurate measure. So tar, only Wanek has done
this.

By far the largest analysis of snowmobile impact to
date is being conducted by scientists at the University of
Wisconsin. The three vear project began last winter,
amply funded by the International Snowmobile Industry
Association (ISIA).

The first winter at four sites in Wisconsin. scientists
staked out control (no snowmohile compactions). light 18
compactions,) medium (10 compactions) and heavy (20
compactions) usage lanes. The next spring. tes! area
harvests had declined in two of the four sties. At one site.
tested plots produced an average of two metric tons per
hectare. while the control yielded 7 tons in the same
amount of space. The other site's test areas yielded an

average of 55 tons per hectare as compared to its
control's 8.

These figures do not reveal the full extent of the
damage. At the end of the test, a plant count revealed that
there were no alfalfa plants left in the first site’s test
areas, while an average of 5 plants per square foot
survived in the control. This means that the test area’s
two ton per hectare harvest was composed entirely of
weeds and undesirable plants.

At the second affected site, roughly 2 plants per
square foot survived in test lands while 4 remained in the
control. Thus. a plant count showed that 50% fewer
alfalfa plants were actually produced in test areas where
weighing the harvest had only revealed a 30% reduction.

The next year (1072-1973)., the ISIA was
expanded even further. Another site was a . new
plants tested and more snowmobile use levels monitored. |

Their conclusions were simply stated: the
snowmobile (Given 3 or more inches of snow)] causes no
harm to any of the tested plants. At the final clipping, with
the exception of a single plot. none of the sites showed any
significant reduction in vield

This is especially noteworthy because frequently the
first, and sometimes even the second spring clipping
would show a diminished oufput. Yet invariably. by the
final clipping. taken when farmers normally harvested
their crop, the compacted plots had equalized with the
control

How was this “equality” achieved so quickly? Maybe
tested plants grew faster as a result of snowmobile
compaction. Or possibly, increased stem size like that
ohserved by Wanek, added the missing weight, although
no such increase was reported

What was reported was that in each test plot, varying
amounts of weeds and untested grasses were harvested
and weighed along with the tested plants. Some plots
contained only 20% of the plant being tested, others as
much as 80% . Yet each plot's harvest was considered as
if it were composed entirely of alfalfa

The possibility that snowmobiles stimulated growth of
unwanted forest grasses whose presence masked a
decreasing alfalia vield was not investigated by the
Wisconsin stuily. it assumed fhat the machines affect the
growth of all species equally, a premise Wanek proved
false.

Also, though scientists took pains to subject each test
area to a different amount of snowmobile use [ranging
from 4 to 176 compactions per winter in one site.) they did
not follow through by comparing each plot's harvest
individually to that of the control. Instead they added
together the different weights of the 13 test ares harvests,
found their average. and considered only this one figure
in deciding whether snowmobiles caused a significant
difference in crop yield. The purpose of any variable is %o
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In 1821 James Farnsworth, a Staten Island. NY. businessman and a veteran of the War of 1812, packed up u' ‘
his family and immigrated to the wilderness of Randolph (mow Upshurl Countv. Farnsworth left the
security(and insanity, no doubt) of the Big City to try his luck at farming the Appalachian frontier.

The Farnsworths arrived on the banks of the Buckhannon River four months after leaving Staten Island.

Thev built one of the first houses on the site which was to become the city of Buckhannon thirty vears later.
For eighteen years they lived and farmed by the Buckhannon, watching as others followed their example and 2 P'O'EER
the nucleus of the town grew around them.

In 1839 James Farnsworth moved again. this time to Leading Creek in Lew’u {now Gilmer) County. In 1839
the northern extent of southern-plantation-style living did not go far beyond Greenbrier County. Buf
Farnsworth came as close as anyone to establishing a southern-style plantation in central West Virginia. A1
the site on Leading Creek between Linn and Troy, in what was to bécome Ghar County six vears later.
Farnsworth built a farm to end farms.

He grew wheat and corn in sufficient quantities to maintain himself and many of his neighbors. His rich
meadow land generated healthy and productive dairy and beef cattle. His extensive orchards kept much of the
area supplied with fresh fruit through the long winter months.

The economic proficiency of the Farnsworth farm was increased due to the routing of the Staunton to
Parkersburg Turnpike directly in front of the main house. The Farnsworths set up a cattle weighing station on
their property where they capitalized on the large cattle drives leaving Parkersburg for all points east.
Directly across the road from the main house a tavern was erected. Stagecoaches were almost obliged to stop
at the tavern on the long haul from Parkersburg to Weston. When the tavern finally closed the Farnsworths
built a barn around it, and the barn, constructed out of hand-cut, twenty-four-inch wide logs. is still standing.

The Farnsworth farm continued to prosper, and as the nineteenth century waned the property was handed
down from father to son. The Farnsworths, being a bit wiser to the ways of the world than most of their
neighbors. managed to retain ownership of their farm during the early days of the coal and timber barons and
broatl form deeds. The farm emerged into the twentieth century intact, unscarred and still in Farnsworth
hands

But time has caught up with the Farnsworths. The family has exhausted its rich supply of sons. and in
recen! years the property was owned by Miss Bonnie Farnsworth. Miss Farnsworth lived on the original
estate until her death in 1971. Since Miss Farnsworth’s death the Farsnworth Farm has been unoccupied.

Although the Farnsworth property is unoccupied it certainly is not unwanted. For the first time since 1839
the property is to pass out of Farnsworth hands. Into whose hands and for what purposes the farm will be
delivered has become a controversial topic -among journalists. industrialists. educators. bureaucrats.
housewives and students.

What is left of the Farnsworth Farm which has aroused primitive passions and cool reasoning from such
a diverse group? Of the farm itself practically everything from the original 1839 edition is still there. The house
built by James Farnsworth and the tavern-barn are still solidly in place. The tavern-barn is still in use. There
is another fine old house of nineteenth century vintage. about 3 times as large as the 1839 house. There is
also a collection of numerous outbuildings, most of them pre-1900. There is admirable timber on the nearly
three hundred acres of the farm. a relatively clean stream and many acres of gently rolling. richlv endowed
meadowland. All of this is what is admired by the journalists. bureaucrats and students.

What, then, is the interest of industrialists, educators and housewives? A couple of vears ago West
Virginians finallv figured out what New York tvcoons wanted with their few trifling acres of ruined soil and
denuded forests. We learned to look a few feet below the surface of our uneven land and see what we could
not see. One does not have to look very far into the depthe of the Farnsworth property to see what it is that has
brought down the wolves. Running under the lush farm land is a highly acid seam of Pittsburgh coal which. in
these days of inflated prices and profits, is worth a small fortune to the first bulldozer able to get at it.

The Farnsworth situation has created some interesting alliances. On the one side is the Greenbrier Coal
Company. and the West Virginia Wesleyan College Board of Trustees. Opposing this bizarre group is an

Over all view of Farnsworth farm and buil
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s equally weird union of the Gilmer County Farm Bureau. local newspapers. a Glenville Chaptor of the AAU'W
m some West Virginia Wesleyan and Glenville State College students, and a co-executor of Bonnie Farnsworth's
will. The former group is determined to get the coal. The latter is equally determined that the farm will he

preserved.
' The controversy developed out of the seemingly innocent and benevolent provisions of the Farnswarth will
tnl[m BY s‘n'PPERS Bonnie Farnsworth stipulated in her will that the Farnsworth Farm be sold and the proceeds of the sale turned
over to Wesleyan for establishment of a scholarship fund. The will says nothing about to whom the farm

should be sold. nor does it specify that the farm be sold to the highest hidder

As usual in West Virginia when rural property comes up for sale the first in line to buy is a coal or timher
company. The Farnsworth Farm has been no exception. The Pittsburgh seam of coal which underlies the farm
is near the surface and conveniently lends itself to strip mining. The Creenbrier Coal Company. whose forte is
stripping and whose bane is reclamation. offered $150.000 for the property.

That offer alone eliminated any attempt by preservationists to buy and maintain the farm as a valuahle and
sizable treasure of early Appalachian heritage. The Gilmer County Farm Bureau vociferously opposed
Greenbrier's offer to buy the Farnsworth property. But the Farm Bureau possessed no monev 1o make an nffer
for the farm.

Opponents to the sale then turned to the West Virginia Antiquities Commission. another penniless
organization. The best the Antiquities Commission could do was to consider the possibility of entering the
Farnsworth Farm on the National Register of Historic Places: a long. involved process

In the meantime the West Virginia Wesleyan Board of Trustees interpreted Miss Farnsworth's will to
mean that Miss Farnsworth wanted Wesleyan to get all the money possible out of the farm regardless of the
disposition of the farm itself. To prove the viahility of its interpretation Wesleyan hired a lawver for the
purpose of removing as co-executor of the will one co-executor who had refused the coal company's offer She
alleged that she already had negotiated with another buyer. She has also insisted that Honnie Farnsworid
loved nature and would never have tolerated stripping on the farm.

Meanwhile Wesleyan's student newspaper editorialized in strong opposition to the excessive activity of
strippers in Upshur County. Wesleyan's lawyer countered with suggestions that the other co-executor of the
will favor taking the Greenbriar's offer.

Yet another freaky characteristic of the Farnsworth issue is that the president of Wesleyan is none other
than Jay Rockefeller, who nearly won the governorship of the state in 1972, Rockefeller's campaign began with
a strong stripping abolition plank in his platform. Towards the end of the 1972 campaign he withdrew from 1he
abolition movement. and he has not mentioned the subject since. Rockefeller's present stance on strip mining
is unknown., and he has made no comment on the Farnsworth case

The Glenville Democrat summed up the situation in an October editorial: “Unless someone gets togeiher
and takes a hard. organized, informed look at what alternatives there are. Cilmer could commemorate the
{US.) Bicentennial by seeing one of its most historic sites go 1o a coal mining company. The site would then
become a huge strip mine.”

What is being done to save Farnsworth Farm? That depends on reader response to this article
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Steve Nichols, a Clenville resident, has been trving to enlist enough popular support for preserving
Farnsworth to justify an attempt to persuade a_philanthropic organization to outbid the coal company for the
property.

Nichols envisions the Farnsworth Farm as & living museum of Appalachian pioneer life. similar in purpose
to Colonial Williamsburg. He feels that a significant outpouring of public sentiment favoring preservation of

the farm may prevent the Department of Natural Resources from issuing a stripping permit in the event of the
coal company succeeds in buying the farm

Write to Steve Nichols and express your support for a preserved Farnsworth Farm. His addres is ¢/o
= Clenville Democrat, Glenville. WV 26351. For once one can be certain that his or her letter will be read and

est of jJames Farnsworth. S
| the farm during the 1840’s.
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Front of Victerian style houss located e property just off Rt. 5. This house would be ideal
asa period musecusm.




WAYS TO ELIMINATE TROUT STREAMS

By ERNIE NESTER
Nov. 17, 1974

When the early explorers and settlers came to the
western part of Virginia, they found thousands of streams
with high populations of the speckled native trout from 5
to 12 inches long in a few hours of fishing. The native trout
was an important food source for many of the early
settlers.

As the population increased and more land was cleared
for farming some of the trout streams started feeling the
impact of man's activities. The decline of the original
trout fisheries was probably fairly slow since the
population did not explode and in 1870 sixty percent of
West Virginia was still in virgin forests.

The trout streams were hit hard during the period
from 1870 to 1926 when the -irgin forests were
slaughtered and more than 30 billion board feet of lumber
was sawed. The logging was very destructive, the fires
that followed burned thousands of acres. some fishermen
tried their best to catch every remaining trout, drought hit
hard in the early thirties, and many roads were built
following the development of the automobile. There was
much debate over which of the previous items contributed
most to the decline of the native trout streams, but
everyone could agree that most of them were gome,
especially the larger streams that heid the larger trout.

But all of that is history, and the purpose of this article
is to take a look at some of the current methods of ruining
trout streams in our age of mass education and advanced
technology. Some of the methods are new, but most of
them are simply variations of old tried and proven
methods.

One current methods is to use destructive timbering
practices such as bulldozing a logging road to every tree
that is cut and never worrying about the grade of the road
or where the storm water will run. Falling every tree
along the stream bank into the stream will aid in the
destruction. If a complete job is desired, simply run the
logging road up the middle of the stream bed as they did
on upper Shaver's Fork about 6 years ago.

Dams of any size are usually detrimental to trout
streams. The Corps of Engineers have not had a
significant impact in West Virginia since most of the
streams large enough to interest the Corps no longer hald
native trout. The cuddly looking fur bearing dam builder
has been very destructive to trout streams in this state.
The beavers cut down all shade trees in sight for food and
to build his dam, and the slow moving water in the dam
becomes too warm for brook trout. Several beaver dams
on a stream can destroy it as trout habitat. I hear that the
Forest Service is thinking about getting inte the act by

A CAMPAIGN CLEAN WATER ALERT!

Please write to EPA and express your concern over
the weak Federal water pollution permits thev now
propose to give strip mines.

Among the provisions are:

Only two samples a month. The strip miner need only
sample his discharge on the good days, and ignore the
bad. EPA will never find out!

No pollution limits after backfilling. The permit expires
after the strip mine regrading bond is released. despite
the fact that sedimentation and acid -continue!

Sedimentation exemption after heavy rain. Any time it
rains one-half inch in thirty minutes (usually several times
a year). the sediment limit can be exceeded!

Federal law calls for much stricter pellution control
than currently required by the State. However. EPA has
interpreted the law so loosley that it become a mockery
Campaign Clean Water has submifted a detailed
alternative plan to EPA for controlling strip mine
discharges. including:

—Daily sampling.

~Pollution limits in effect through release of the
revegetation bond.

—Strict control of sedimentation after heavy rain.

We need your support. Please write, as soon as
possible: Mr. Daniel Snyder, Administrator, EPA I, Sixth
& Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106. A
simple card or letter urging him to strengthen strip mine
water pollution permits is sufficient.

ELECTS

building a lot of small dams near Spruce Knob and others
such as the one on Hills Creek. Several miles of wild trout
habitat will eliminated if the Davis Power Project is
constructed in Canaan Valley. (Another effect of the
Davis Power Project will be the elimination of a large
portion of the best woodcock habitat in West Virginia.}

Roads and native brook trout are usually not
compatible. Most of the remaining brook trout streams
are in wilderness areas that do not have a road that is
open to the public or passible with an ordinary vehicle.
My friend Bernard Simpson states that he has seen many
trout streams go down the drain during his 50 years of
fishing and in most cases the road came first. The
Highland Scenic Highway will be very detrimental to all
trout streams in its path because roads always create
siltation and bring more people to previously inaccessible
areas. Corridor H has created serious siltation problems
in Shavers Fork and will probably wipe out Taylor Run as
a native trout stream. If Corridor H is run up the middie of
every trout stream in its path, then there will be no
uncertainty about the results.

“Stream improvement"” and removal of gravel
continue to be serious problems on many streams.
Streams are often channelized in the vicinity of bridges by
the Department of Highways. and sometimés private
landowners will channelize sections of stream on their
property. Sometimes gravel is removed from a stream
under a permit, but in most cases the removal is illegal. In
any case, channelization or removal of gravel just about
eliminates that section of stream as trout habitat.

Coal mining activities have eliminated many trout
streams due to acid mine drainage from deep mines and
due to severe flooding and siltation from strip mines. Strip
mines also produce acid runoff when acid bearing
formations are disturbed. Beaver Creek near Davis is just
one example of acid pollution. Shavers Fork only supports
stocked trout and is marginal as far as the water quality
goes. The 42 acre permit granted on Black Run may not
help the situation any, and four other companies have
applied for strip permits. The Mid-Allegheny Corporation
is seriously considering deep mines inside the boundaries
of the Cranberry Backcountry.

One method for eliminating trout habitat went
unnoticed for many years and only recemtly have
researchers started to collect the data to back up
previcus speculation. The Middle Fork of the Williams
River comes out of a watershed that has been basically
untouched for 40 years. but the stream has become too
acid for native brook trout. The primary source of acid
comes from the acid in rain and snow that falls on the
region. The acid in the rain and the snow is produced
from the sulphur oxides that is produced when American
Electric Power and other users burn coal that contains
sulphur. The acid rain is not a major problem in

the

Readers’
Voice

This is my first year of hiking and back packing along
the trails and streams of Otter Creek Valley. I must say
the area is beautiful and until recently (Labor Day) a
peaceful place to relax and enjoy nature. On
Saturday, Aug. 31 while descending Turkey Run trail
toward Moore Run trail the air was shattered with the
roar of trail bikes. When 1 arrived at Moore Run trail and
proceeded west toward McGowan Mt. trail I noticed the
trail was torn up terribly by the machines.
damaged where the low lving spots along the trail where
the bog extends.

Further such activity will quickly add Otter Creek to
the long list of irreparably damaged “Wilderness Areas.”
This sight was naturally quite depressing to me. Hopefully
this letter and others from concerned people cen help in
ridding this beautiful valley of matorized vehicles. I will

be glad to try to help in any way I can if it will preserve

this beautiful area.

Ronald W. jones
3155 A W Springs Dr.
Elicett City, Md. 21043

upper Middle Fork has mothing to buffer the acid.

In 1971 someone in our state government came up
with a new way to aftack a trout stream when the
Department of Natural Resources agreed to give away
36.000 gallons of water per day from Spring Run in Grants
with hunting and fishing license revenues and is the
source of water for the Spring Run Hatchery and the trout

it will be if they keep giving away more water.

Now, 1 hope that you haven't started thinking about
moving to Wyoming because of this gloomy report,
because we still have several quality trout left
and others that have potential if properly protected and
managed. Also, if coal mining activities and other energy
activities keep moving in the same direction, many of the
trout streams in Wyoming have a doubtful future. We
have a good group of people in the fish division of D.N.R.
and they could be even more effective if given adequate
support from all directions. So now is the time to stop
sitting around and bitching and start doing something to
help protect our West Virginia trout streams.

You may ask: ** But what can I do?" Here are a fow

public hearings and by writing letters to all involved
agencies. ;
3. Keep a close watch on mining activitiss and report
any violations to DNR.
4. Encourage privats lumber firms to reduce damage

B. Encourage the Forest Service to gate logging roads
9. Join and work with a conservation organization
such as Trout Umlimited to protect trout streams.

Clearcutting Decision Delayed

On Thursday. December 5, the U.S. 4th Circuit
Court of Appeals. Richmond, Va., postponed a
decision on clearcutting the Monongahela National
Forest.

The Court is hearing an appeal by the U.S.
Forest Service on US. District Judge Robert
Maxwell's 1973 decision banning clearcutting in the
MNF. Maxwell's decision came as a result of a suit
filed against the Forest Service by a coalition of
environmental groups, including the West Virginia
Highlands Conservancy, the West Virginia Division
of the Izaak Walton League and the Southeast
Chapter of the Sierra Club.

According to MNF timber sales manager Robert

OFFICERS
The West Virginia Chapter of the

Nature Conservancy has announced the
electien of new officers for 1975. Elected at
TNC’s annual meeting in Petersburg were:
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History of the Cap was related by Mrs. Kunkel,
Mrs. Charles Bonar, of Burling. and Maurice G.
Brooks, Professor Emeritus, West Virginia

Youghiogheny to Receive
Belated Protection

Maryland . strip miners and the
Department of Natural Resources have been caught in a
strip mining tangle reminiscent of West Virginia's
experience with Shavers Fork.

The river in question is the Youghiogheny in western
Garrett County. As usual the controversy centers around
the last remaining stretch of unspoiled river, in this case
that part of the Youghiogheny which has survived
damnation and which flows “freely” between Deep Creek
Lake near Oakland and the Youghiogheny Reservoir near
Confluence. PA.

In 1968 Maryland passed a scenic river law. Typical of
such laws was the fact that the law was a rhetorical
masterpiece. expressing lofty ideals for the preservation
of scenic rivers, but omitting methods to keep undesirable
activities out of the scenic watershed.

A scenic corridor was established for the
Youghiogheny by the Maryland DNR over 35 miles of the
river's length. But the scenic corridor failed to establish
boundaries to parallel the river. In other words, the river
was protected. but the watershed was not.

Inevitably strippers filed for a permit within the
watershed of the 35-mile scenic corridor, and the game
was afoot.

Maryland's strip mining application process is not
precisely like West Virginia's. Initial action on
applications is taken by a Reclamation Committee which

Friday, January 24, 1975 - Informal gathering for those persons arriving that
» @vening. This is a good time to get together and prepare any resolutions, etc.
Saturday

- January 25, 1975
10:00 AM. to 12:00 P.M.

{1) Report of whai has taken place in past and the current status of the Blue Ridge
Project on New River - Peter E. Zurbuch, Assistant Chief of Research.

(2) Report on current work and status of New River George National Park - lrin
MMMM Bureau of Outdoor Recreation.

(3) What has happened and is happening on the Swiss Project on Gauley River -

Robert H. Dayfield. Fishery Planner.
1200 PM.  bresk for lunch -

wrﬂnﬂ*ﬁﬂd&hﬂﬁﬂhh““ {there will

areas available to the public for enjoyment and
understanding of its natural heritage. Under the
Conservancy ownership such gifts of land and those
purchased with funds donated by its members and
friends will be protected for this and future
generations. A permit system for use of this new
preserve is being formulated by the new
management committee with Dr. Charles Baer
serving as chairman. Any suggestions or inquires
concerning this plan will be welcomed by him.

Oglebay Institute and the Brooks Bird Club had
joined the Conservancy in this venture. They were
both named in the deed as alternative owners of the
Greenland Gap Preserve. and will function
as partners in formulating management plans and
nature education programs for the Gap.

recommends approval, rejection or modification of the
permit to the Maryland DNR Secretary, equivalent to
W.Va.'s DNR Director. The Secretary then has the
authority to take final action on the application, and he is
not bound by the Reclamation Committee's
recommendations.

Earlier this year the Hopwood Strip Mine company
applied for a 60-acre permit within the Youghiogheny's
“scenic corridor.” Apparently the application was the
result of a joint effort by several stripping companies to
test the restrictiveness of the 1969 Scenic Rivers Law.
Several other companies began preparing applications
which would open up 23.000 acres of the Youghiogheny
corridor to stripping in the event that Hopwood's
application was approved.

The Marvland Reclamation Committee was caught in a
bind. Philosphically the committee desired to reject the
permit outright on the grounds of the aesthetic clause of
the 1969 act. Legally. however, they had no basis for
rejection since the 1969 law did not allow for the
establishment officially designated scenic boundaries.

Early in November the committee passed the
application on to the DNR Secretary, James Coulter, and
recommended approval of the application. However, the
committee specified that the oniy mining method
acceptable for the area was the block-cut method. and
that reclamation of the area must be done by planting
hardwood trees native to the region.

Secretary Coulter then shocked the strippers and
delighted environmentalists by announcing that he would
reject the permit on the grounds that ““if this permit will in
fact lead to the destruction of trees and scenery within
the zone that has been established (the Youghiogheny
scenic corridor] we will turn down the permit.”

They have also offered to help raise Nature
Conservancy funds to cover the cost of surveying
and other expenses incurred in acquiring the land
and establishing the preserve. The fund is known as
the Greenland Gap Acquisition and Management
Fund. Each contributor of $10.00 or more is given a
certificate for one "honorary acre” in the preserve
and becomes an active partner in making the goals
of the preserve a reality

Contributions to the OGCreenland Cap
Appreciation Association may be mailed to Dr.
Charles H. Baser. Chairman, Greenland Gap

Committee. West Virginia Chapter of The Nature
Conservancy. Rt. #5, Box 57, Morgantown, WV
26505. Checks are to be payable to the Greenland
Gap Fund. West Virginia Chapter,
Conservancy.

Nature

It is the desire of the organizations to promote the
concept of mutual ownership and stewardship
through the understanding that the Greenland Gap
Preserve belongs not only to the residents of Grant
County and Nature Conservancy., but to all
appreciative people who might be attracted to view
or climb its towering cliffs, to walk its trails or
simply stop by the side of Patterson Creek on their
way through the Gap

The natural history of the Gap is unrivaled in
West Virginia, acre for acre. This water gap is the
product of the North Fork of Patterson Creek's
cutting downward for several million vears while
the New Creek Mountain was being formed. The
towering cliffs of pink and white Tuscarora
sandstme arch upward 825 feet and back down
again to the present level of the creek in a span of
approximately one mile

But environmental elation was shortlived. As
happens frequently in cases where a boundary is flexible
a feverish effort got underwavy to redefine the boundaries
thus allowing exploitation to occur outside the
boundaries.

On Nov. 27 Secretary Coulter announced that he
would approve the Hopwood permit after all since it had
been found to lie entirely outside the boundaries of the
Youghiogheny scenic corridor. At the same time Coulter
said the Maryland DNR would establish by mid-January
official boundaries for the Youghiogheny scenic corridor
Inside this boundary. he said. no land disturbance will be
permitted in the future

Coulter further expanded the borders plan by stating
that two boundaries will be established — one covering all
areas within view from the river and inside which no
activity will be permitted. and another outside boundary
not visible from the river but which complements the river
to such an extent that no “ugly development” will be
permitted

Two questions remain 1o plague environmentalists. (1)
The Hopwood permit area comes within one-quarter mile
of the banks of the Youghiogheny. Since Coulter has
declared that this area is outside proposed scenic
boundaries, just how wide is the scenic corridor to bhe?
Apparently. at this one point, both the inside corridor and
the outside corridor are less than one-quarter mile from
the river. (2) What constitues “ygly . development”?
Coulter’s announcement of the outside corridor includes
the provision that the Maryland DNR would decide what
is ugly and what is not. Environmentalists fear that the
DNR's definition ofugly” may be drawn from an
industrial dictionary rather than an environmental
dictionary.

{1) Gauley River Gorge - hike down railraod from Swiss. There are some

evesores. but this canyon is really beautiful -

Leader Bob Dayfield.

(2) New River Gorge - Itinerary to be decided - Leaders - members of BOR Study

Team.
6:00 PM.

Minutes
Treasures Report

Dinner — use this opportunity to compare notes.
7:30 P.M. Board Meeting -

Membership Secretary’s Report

Committee

Reports
Election of Officers
Old Business
New Business

Sunday - January 26, 1975

8:30 A M.Wind up any leftover board business.
9:00 AM. Repeat of fisld trips. Weather permitting the  Cauley River Gorge will be
descended at the mouth of Meadew River. This will give you another perspective, If

possible the return trip to the New River Gorge will also cover additional points of
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EDITOR'S NOTE: Following is an Index to feature articles. news articles.
editorials and letters appearing in the eleven issues of Volume VI of the
HIGHLANDS VOICE during 1974. All readers. particularly the New York
Public Library. are hereby notified tha! there is no Nov. B in Volume V1 of
THE HIGHILANDS VOICE. An explanation of why thare is no. No. 8 will be
given 1o anvone wha sends the editor a self-addresed. stamped envelope
and a request for an explanation

INDEX 1974
Air. Land and Water Pollution

APCC Upended by Fuel Crisis - JAN

Acid Precipitation: How Serious a Problem by Gordon Hamrick - SEP

Bottle Bill Refarred to Joint Committes. by Charles Bowers - MAR

Bottle Bills Get Hearings, by Charles Bowers - FEB

Capping the Bottle . FER

CCW Alert, by Ed Light - DEC

Corps Blames Mud for Turbidity in Elk River - JAN

For Cod's Sake - AN

The Lesson of Elk Creek - APR

Lohr Blames Floods on Clearcutting - JAN

Mine Permits: An Update. by Ed Light - NOV

Neutralizing Trout Stream Acidity. by Don Brannon - NOV

North Branch Polluted by Active Mines, by Ed Light - NOV

Sierra Club Airs Dispute with EPA - SEP

Ways to Eliminate Trout Streams. by Emie Nester - DEC

West Virginia Coa! Companies: ““The Neglected Polluters, by Ed Light -
OCT

CLEARCUTTING
Clearcutlting Decision Delayed - DEC
Clearcutting and the Sawmill Operator. by Gordon Hamrick - APR
Shivered Timbers - [AN
Where Do We Ge From Here? by Gordon Hamrick - JAN

DAMS

Blue Ridge Approval Signals Changes for New River - FER

Canaan Board Meeting Focusses on Eagle Lake - MAY

Cannan Valley, by Ron Hardway. Helen McGinnis and Bruce Sundguist -

SEP

Davis Power Projiec! Hearings Begin. by Dave Elkinton - APR.

EPC Hearings Postponed - JAN

Hills Creek Area Threatened by Recrestional Dam. by Pete Hauer - APR.

Hills Creek in Trouble, by Pete Hauver - JUN/TUL

It is Past The Time for Saving Rivers - SEP

Lobelia Lake® by William White - MAY

New River Battle Nearing Climax - SEP

Opposition Grows Against Davis Pawer Project, by Dave Elkinton - MAY

Potential Threats 1o Davis Power Project Aired, by Dave Elkinton -
FUN/TUL

The Troube with Sutton Dam. by Gordon Hamrick - APR.

US Department of Interior Opposes Davis Power Project, by Linda
Elkinton - JTUN/TUL

WVHC to Explore Legalities of Eagle Lake - SEP.

JOIN THE WEST VIRGINIA
HIGHLANDS
CONSERVANCY

For those who think the West Virginie
Highlands Conservancy is a waste of time
and money. here is 8 message for you:

“The basic division on this problem today
is between those who see the future as an
extension of the past and those who see the
future as fundamentally different from the
past. Many disturbing signposts indicate
that we cannot keep going on our present
course. We are pushing past the iimits of our
finite resource base. .. We have breezed past
the environmental crisis, and we are racing
through the energy crisis. Our lights flicker.
Our air smells foul. Our streets sre choked
with traffic. Our land is jemmed with
buildings. No matter. Full speed ahead.

A day will -ome when we shall rve our
recklessness. A day will come when we shail
look back in wonder that we didnt use more
care. . . We may be heading for nstional
disaster, but that isn't in our minds right

Amevican Joy Ride rolls on.™
-John R. Quaries. Jr.
Deputy Administrator, EPA
October 22, 197

1 $6.00 Individual regulsr
1 $10.00 individusl associate
$25.00 individual sustaining

] $20.00 Organizational
| $30.00 Organizstional Ssapciste
$50.00 Organizstional $ustaining

HIGHWAYS

Corridor H: The Conservancy's Posilion Paper, by Deve Elkinton -
JUN/TUL.

Corridor H Finally Does Tt - AUG. '

Corridor H Hearings Critical. by Lowell Markey - JIN/UL.

Corridor H In The Wrong Place. by Skip Jehneon - SEP

Corridor H Tour Report. by Lowell Markey - NOV.

Highways Headline Workshop - JAN.

The Highland Scenic Highway: Read to Kuin, by Ron Hardway - FEB.

Opposition to Roadbuilding Strong in Monroe County, by Karen Mitchell -
MAY

LANDUSE

An Afterncon at Timberlipe, by Helen McGinnis . MAR.

The Conservamey and LandlUse Planning. by Laurie Cameron - APR
The Land Rush in Monrog County. by Karen Mitchell - JAN.

New Organization Formed in New Creek Valley. by Lowell Markey - DEC.
Somathing Stinks on the Potomac - OCT.

Yogi Bear-lellystone: Disaster on the Potomac - APR.

SHAVERS FORK

EPA to Decide Shavers Fork Fate - AUG.

Hechler Blasts EPA - APR.

High Falls of Chest Tour Report, by Jane Eggleston - NOV.

An Open Letter to Governor Moore. by Tom Cofield - JAN.
Snowshne. by Bob Bu-rell - APR

Snowshoe Tour Report. by Jean Rodman - NOV.

Weokend Review to Feature Shavers Fork - SEPT.

WVHC Fact Finders Visit Upper Shavers Fork. by Ron Hardway and Lee
Crislip - OCT.

STRIPPING

Back Fork of Elk Threatened Again by Ron Hardway - APR.
Foderal Strip Law Taking Shape. by Nick Zvegintzov - MAR.
Federal Strip Mining Bill. by Nick Zvegintrov - NOV.
Hachier Blasts Opposition to Strip Bill - DEC.

HR 11500 by Nick Zvegintwov - JUN/TUL.

it's Nat Nice to Shortchange Mother Nature. by Nick Zvegintrov - MAR.
Lincoln Group Wins Strip Battle - DEC.

Lusk Croons for Strippers - JAN,

Meanwhile, Back Up to the House. by Nick Zvegintzov - OCT.
Mother of Orphans, by Nick Zvegintrov - MAY.

No Strip Report for November. by Ron Hardway - NOV.
Pioneer Homestead Threatened. by Ron Hardway - DBEC.
Protesting the Strips 1974, by Ron Hardway - AUG.

Strip Law Being Sabotaged - FEB.

The Strip Mine Bill, by Nick Zvengintrov - DRC.

Strip Mining Notes, by Nick Zvegintzov - MAY.

Strip Strategy in '74. by Robert Handley - MAR.
Youghiogheny to Receive Belated Protection - DEC.

Agriculture Committee Delays Wilderness Decision. by Helen McGinnis -
MAR.

Back Country Lost As Wilderness. by Ron Hardway - OCT.

Developments on HR 13455, by Dave Saylor . OCT.

Fitrwilliams Plans Sods Survey - MAY

House Holds Wilderness Hearings. by Dave Elkinton - APR.

The Middle Fork Mystery. by Ron Hardway - SEPT.

Otter Creek Trip Report, by Bob Burrell - FEB.

Senate Agriculture Commitiee Reports Revised Eastern Wilderness Bill

by Helen McGinnis - MAY.

Senate Passes Eastern Wilderness Bill. by Helem McGinnis - JUN/TUL.

Staggers Polle on Wilderness - AUG.

Wilderness Nears Decision in Senate, by Dave Saylor - JAN.

GENERAL

Allegheny Trail Advancing - MAY.

Allegheny Trail Concept Presented at Sympesium - NOV.

Bat Facts, by Charles Mahr - FEB.

Beartown Committee Makes Recommendations - MAY

Cheat Valley Flot Trip - AUG.

CLANRO Demands Legislative Regulation of Drillers. by Jack Shock -

OCT.

Conservancy Honared by Andubon Society - AUG.
Conservancy in the Field. by Craig Moore - MAR.
Cranberry Camping Restricted - MAR.

Endangered Species List in Preperstion - OCT.

Energy Crisis Explained. by Skip Johnson - MAR

Field and Stream Drops to Last Place - DEC.

Forest Service Takes Ax ‘o Mountaineering Cabin - NOV.

The Newstombiag Cna@itise. o T West Trpicia Fighlesda
Crmmryancy s now sorppleg semm of candidetes o M
Comwryancy offices. The slectionr will be hold durin, the
Al Wintnr Workshop in lenuary.

The foflineing randidates have agreed to stand for anwifics s

Innuary:
Presidant: Chariss Carisen (Chariasion)

I the: Neminating Comemitton Chairman untl] hwenty-feur howr
prive in the cleetiom. Memhers arm also remiacded thet the conasnt
ool Vhr peamitrem msi he chiained hoforn seheitting any pominee
St Chairman.

Nemninating Commition (hairman ix Babort G. Buregll, 3412
Wrdien Avimee. Mopgewieos. WV 2808,
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‘White - NOV.
1o . by Helen McGlanis - AUG.
Tale of Two Stodies - y :
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What's the Value of a Gallon of Casoline?, by Charles King - MAY.JU
W Va Legislature: Environments] Wrap-Up. by Nick Zvegintaow - _

The Limits to Growth, by Donells H. Mesdows, et al. I-—lilﬁ
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NOV. -
Pilgrim at Tinker Creek. by Annie Dillard. Reviewed by Sesen Meors -
APR. =,
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McGinnis (Timberline] - AUG.
Richerd Van Brust {Davis Power Project] - MAY.
Thomas Ward (West Virginians in Congress] - APR.
Nick Zvegintrov (Snowshes) - FEB.
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Back copies of THE HICHLANDS VOICE are available in exchange
for one 10 cent stamp per copy desired.
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