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Outlooking Tourism

This month we are overlooking
tourism-great hope for West Virginia's future
or the last straw? Many people believe that
the development of tourism as a major
industry in West Virginia is the solution to
curing our financial ills while at the same
time preserving our natural and scenic
beauty. Others predict that the tourist
business is too risky and unpredictable and
makes demands on the land equal to those of
strip mining, clear cutting, and other forms of
entertainment regarded as economically
healthy for our state.

We certainly can look to other states
such as Arizona and Maine who have greatly
capitalized on tourism. It has been years
since this everlocker was in Arizona. but at
the time, the overall impression was good.
Many people seemed to be employed in this
pursuit, little evidence of the Gatlingburg-Ce-
ney Island syndrome was in evidence, and a
variety of attractions were available for a
dude ranch, you could take vour pick, or if
vou wanted to backpack in the boonies, you
had much-choice for this as well. All tastes in
between were capable of being accomodated
and Arizona at that time didn't make West
Virginia's mistake of trying to provide at each
location something for everyone (this is why
you find “game rooms™ in all WV State Parks
among other things).

Maine certainly has a lot to offer, bui
they are making a WV mistake, i.e. they are
letting industry #1 ruin instries #2 (fishing)
and 3 (tourism). Logging and the paper pulp
industry are currently being allowed to ruin
the rivers, estuaries, and bays, namely the
very things one would drive all the way to
Maine to see. Of course, WV State Capitol
types seem bent on luring tourists to view
strip mines and muddy rivers here.

But many questions remain to be
answered if we still favor the
tourism-salvation approach. For openers,
many of the local folks don't want tourists
and this might be considered question
number 1. A few years ago when we were
trying to get the Shenandoah and Cacapon on
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act,
eastern panhandle newspapers were sharply
critical of the thousands of people who would
descend upon and change the character of
their towns. (How curious! Recently southern
~ WV weeklies were opposed to « similar

status for the New River because Wild and
Scenic Rivers status would NOT be attracting
money spending types or anybody else). In
other words if you want to bring tourists in,
you not only will want them and make them
feel welcome, but you must also be ready to
take care of them. Which brings us to
question #2, where are you going to put
them?

I have been amused for years at
Richwood’'s insistence at having the
Highlands Scenic Highway completed to
bring tourists to insufflate their sagging
economy. As one who has stayed at about
every accomodation Richwood has to offer
(there is one new hotel I haven't see yet), 1
can assure them that well traveled tourists
with money to spend require more than what
‘extremely modest {and 1 am being quite

charitable) local facilities can accomodate.

Indeed, when we had our Highlands Review

there a few falls back, many of our older
members did not attend because their
requests for reservations were not even
answered! Richwood will also have to learn
some of the more basic amenities of travel
before it becomes a tourist center. Now as for
eateries, no one will argue that one of the
finest bowls of soup or tastiest steaks in the
state can be had at Prelazes, but as fine as it
is, it is small and Richwood would either need
a much bigger Prelazes or several more like
it, to say nothing of the common, familiar
names such as MacDonalds, Fish and Chips,
or whatever. And this is a problem. Local
capital just does not exist and to build tourist
establishments in towns like Richwood will
require outside investors. Which brings us to
the next problem, the traditional WV phobia
against “outsiders.”

It is no revelation to anyone that money,
resources, and people have been leaving the
state for decades, leaving us poorer with
each passing year. So what happens when
we do get an outsider's advice or outside
capital comes in to create a tourist mecca? In
the case of the former, a well meaning
WVHC member and Baltimore attorney
wrote a well meaning letter to a county
weekly pleading for the saving of the Canaan
Valley. The same man has been instrumental
in saving Tucker County from financial ruin
due to the Rowlesburg Dam, in other words
the man is consistent. His thanks has been
that he has been bombarded with unkind
letters to the editor suggesting in effect that
Tucker County doesn't need any outsiders
telling them what to do. From where I sit,
there isn't a county amongst us that doesn't
need all the outside help it can get. In the
case of the latter (outside capital building a
new tourist attraction), we have Snowshoe.
By all of the usual measurements, this ought
to be the greatest news our state could use so
why all of the fuss? If you are still with us,
let's look at the next problem, lack of

around these meccas, strains. on already
inadequate schools will be feit. Other types of
services such as fire protection, solid waste
disposal, even telephones will be needed.
Who will pay for this and how will
income be channeled, if at all, to
services?

Let us take an imaginary vacation to
Tucker County. First we will stop a
Blackwater Falls. We paid our money by
check to Charleston several months ago to
secure our room. How much of this is seen at

1

people who run either eatery and to the
employment of a few local youngsters. But we
came to hike or maybe ski or fish the upper
Blackwater or just drive through the Valley
stopping often for pictures. True, we buy a
tank of gas here and there, a roll of film at the

Sound crazy? The
Orleans didn't think so when they decided to
tax each tourist for each night's
accomodation at a hotel or motel, to add a
small surcharge on to every taxicab fare, and
30 on. The money is to pay for New Orleans’

i

thousands of people who do the tourist route
in New Orleans, the sum is fentastic. Isn't




Websier Springs, WV, 28288
Doar Bes:

Perhaps the article which rekindled my
imagination the most was “‘Overlook™, by Bob Burrell.
It matters little that the basis of the column, or page. is
Gerald Schasider’s article in American Ferests. Yoars
ago my correspondence with Bob convinced me that
he understood the importance of education if man is to
achieve some sort of balance between his environment
and all the influences which tend to make it less

As a way of life, conservation ought to produce the
same kind of answers whether the problem is in our
own back yard or in some far away place. Its impact is
long renge, and whether the immediate effects are
beneficial or adverse is not particularly important.

Nor should a project with environmental impact be
iudged on the basis of who is promoting it. For my part
I can’t see much difference eavireamentally between
the Corps of Engineers building a dam across the Chest

“More on Conservation
and Conservationists

Nor can conservation interests best be served as
long as its efforts are divided into self-seeking groups
of birdwatchers, fishermen, hunters, level walkers,
backpackers, etc., or by a point of view confined to
one's own valley. There are practical constraints on all
human endeavor, of course, but the true
conservationists should not have a closed mind to other
needs in other places.

1 do not, nor should anyone else, frown on the
formation of the New Creek Valley group. I know that

hope that neither Corridor H nor any other road like it
ever defiles it. But isn't the real question, “Why
Corridor H, or any other corridor for that matter?"”

things. Amongst fhem | would have to include the
intention of permitting higher driving speeds, even to
the extent that whatever safety features are built into
the roads are largely offset, or more. At least the
accident rates per year show no particular
improvement except for the short time most drivers
{except the truckers) observed a 55 mph limit.
Increased speed requires the consumption of more
fuel per mile driven and increased pollution for the
same amount of traffic. The effect is compounded by
the increase in miles driven as a consequence of the
improved roads. Emission control devices are next
required. but these add to the fuel consumption again.
As a consequence we are short of needed fuel, and the

know; and some of the latter probably don't care.
Conservation is such a broad discipline that no

one should use the label to describe or define an area
of limited or self-interest.

Now that I've muddied the water a bit I'll conclude
by saying that | enjoy my association with the
Conservancy. In some ways it offers an answer to some
of the questions | have raised. There have been
challenges, disappointments, and unrecognized hours
of professional endeavor on behalf of the organization
{or so 1 thought).

In recognizing the hours of work you are
contributing to the cause | wonder how many members
realize the immense worth of the publication you are
managing. It is certainly an educational prize. 1 hope
the editors of the newspapers in the eastern panhandle
all are on your mailing list. If they are not please add
them and 1 will meet the added costs.

Sincerely,
117 Moler Ave.

Hagerstown, MD

February 5, 1975

Editor

THE HIGHLANDS VOICE
'l'h“’dmw&-n-cy
208 Union Street
WMW.WNW. 26288

Dear Sir:

My good friend Harriet Sheetz of Keyser, WV, sent
me a copy of the January 1975 issue of THE
HIGHLANDS VOICE and | was pleasantly surprised to
see Bob Burrell's "“Overlook” piece based on the
articles | did for AMERICAN FORESTS magazine. | was
glad that he recognized my thoughts as constructive
criticism and was most interésted in his application of
the ideas to The West Virginia Highlands
Conservancy! I've had a good response to my articles,
but you're the first to publicly print an analysis linked
to your eown conservation organization.

If you have any spare copies, I'd appreciate a few
for my files and for AMERICAN FORESTS magazine

Thank you in advance for any consideration you
give to this request. | look forward to my trips to West
Virginia (was at Dolly Sods in the summer and at the
Forest Festival in Elkins this past fall and [ should be
returning again in April).

Sincerely
Gerald Schneider
1520 Gridley Lane
Silver Springs, MD

from the Editor

by Ron Hardway
This issue of THE HIGHLANDS VOICE is

guestions. Not only will the reader become
fully acquainted with the circumstances
surrounding each of these particular crises,
but one will also see quite clearly how the
Conservancy goes about its business. It is on
the strength of letters such as these that the




e The DNR and Shavers Fork s— T

December 16, 1974

Benjamin C. Green, Chief

Divison of Reclamation

W.Va. Dept. of Natural Resources
1800 Washington St., E.
Charleston, W.Va. 25305

Dear Mr. Greene:

Thankymfcryournplytoourpmmtd
SMA-1319. Concerning it, we offer some comments.
make a request, and ask some questions.

You stated that the content and timing of the Class
111 Legal Advertisment relative to the application for a
permit complies with an opinion by the Office of the
Attorney General rendered several months ago. After
reviewing correspondence with your office, reviewing
W.Va. Code 2068 and -9, and reviewing actual
advertisements and experiences of ours and others, we.
atill cannot understand how the ad content and its
placement before the application is completed can
comply with the law. Therefore we request a specific
explanation, including a copy of the opinion by the
Office of the Attorney General.

The 300 pages of testimony during the Lang
Brothers, Inc. appeal testifies to the quantity of
testimony. The overturning of the Division's position by
the Reclamation Board of Review testifies to the quality
of the Division's testimony.

Question 1. Was expert testimony requested from
the Monongahela National Forest, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Servie, Bowden National Fish Hatchery, US.
Army Corps of Engineers. U.S. Scil Conservation
Service, and U.S. Geological Survey? If so, what was
given?

In early November, the Division issued a permit
for SMA-1283 by S.S. “Joe” Burford, Inc. Possibly the
Division feels the Lang Bros. appeal was sufficient
defense of Shavers Fork so now it is back to routine
issnance of permits.

Your letter said “Each of the pending applications
will be thoroughly reviewed. . ., which implies each
will be considered individually without considering the
total impact of all current and pending permits for
strip mining on Shavers Fork. The Burford permit
seems to verify isolated review.

Question 2. Has. is, and will the total impact of sll
current and pending permits be considered when
reviewing each application? If so, what was the
conclusion for SMA-1263 (Burford's 99 acres)?

Mr. Raney’s letter in respomse to our protest of
SMA-1208 said . ."protection of the Shavers Fork area
from environmental degradation will be of utmost
concern during our final evaluation of the
application.” This implies that the Lang Bros. and
Burford permits contain special provisions to give
protection.

Question 3. What specific special provisions in
these permits will protect Shavers from environmental
degradation?

Question 4. Do the reclamation items in these
permits include re-forestation?

Question 5. Do the permit reclamation items specify
procedures or results?

The Monongahela National Forest says every SMA
located within or close to their boundary is submitted
by your office to them for review and comment. They
had not received SMA-1318 by Nov. 27, '74, which was
42 days after the legal advertisement.

Question 6. Which of the five SMA’s (-977, 1178,
1208, 1263, 1316) have been submitted to the MNF? Of
those not submitted, when will they?

Question 7. For which SMA's did the MNF
comment?

Question 8. What weight does the Division give the
MNF comments?

There are other questions concerni ip mini
on Shavers Fork. 3 o RS SO ueey

Question 9. What is the current status of
SMA-1178 for 20 acres by Thermal Fossil Industries,
Inc.?

Question 10. What is the current status
of SMA-71208 for 500 acres by Energy Enterprises, Inc.?

Question 11. What is the current status of
SMA-1319 for 803 acres by Energy Enterprises. Inc.?

Question 12. What prospecting permits are issued
or pending in the Shavers Fork watershed? Where is
each located? What is the coal tonnage limit for each?

Question 13. What specific reasons does the
Director have for not deleting Shavers Fork from all
surface mining as authorized by W.Va. Code 20-6-117

Willlam D. Rrundage
W.Va. Highlands Conservancy
Rivers Committee

January 8, 1973

Mr. William D. Brundage 5
Arbovale, West Virginia 24815

Dear Bill:

While we are not experts on the methodology and
proceduies involved in issuing a surface mining

general nature concerning #977, recommending
systematic monitoring and possibly daily inspection
due to the sensitive nature of the Shavers Fork.
Rather than sending copies of our respomse to
SMA's direct to you, we prefer to have requests made
to the Department of Natural Resources. The entire

This will acknowledge receipt of your rather
lengthy correspondence posing several questions
relating to surface mining applications in the
watershed of Shavers Fork, Randolph County. I will
attempt to respond following the same general
organization of your letter.

Expert testimony in the Lang Brothers case was
given by several officials, including input from the
West Virginia Highlands Conservancy. This office had

organization who was directed to the Office of the
Attorney General. As you may recognize, in any appeal
case. legal direction is the responsibility of that office.
The quality of the Department’s testimony would speak
for itself, as all six modifications directed by the Board
related directly to testimony upholding our original
denial for failure to adequately pre-plan the same.

At the present time, only one new completed
application has been received. that being SMA-1208
isued to Energy Enterprises, Inc. That application is
presently being reviewed with additional information
including core drillings being requested by our Division
of Water Resources. All other SMA numbers noted in
your letter are in the preliminary stages and s
completed application has not been received by this
Division.

Any complete application within the proclamation
boundary of the Monongahela National Forest is
forwarded to their headquarters for their review. This
occurs after the Depertment has deemed the
application completed and has subsequently reviewed
the information furnished.

Of course, all applications are required to conform
to Article 6, Chapter 20 of the Code of West Virginia
and rules and regulations promulgated thereto. As you
are no doubt aware, these requirements are quite
comprehensive and are designed to provide the
minimum possible impact upon anmy area being
considered.

I trust this will provide additional information the
current status of the applications in the Shavers Fork
area. If any additional information is needed. please

feel free to advise.
- Benjamin C. Greene, Chief
Division of Reclamation
Dept. of Natural Resources

Jenuary 29, 1975
Benjamin C. Greene, Chief
Division of Reclamation
W.Va. Dept. of Natural Resources
Charleston, W.Va. 25305

Dear. Mr. Greene:

Your reply of Jan. 13 to my letter of Dec. 16 '74
requires further %
First I owe you an apology of sorts. I had incorrectly
stated thet your office had issued a permit to joe
Burford for SMA-1263 for 99 acres on Shavers Fork.
Your letter implied, and other scurces confirmed, thet
Burford does not yet have a permit. [ bad interpreted a

Nov. 20 ‘74 Charleston Gasetts statement that permit

w:zmhmhmxmdmooﬂpm

13. H so, where do they overlap and how can they
do so legally?

14. If not, exactly where do they adjoin?

H SMA-1208 for 500 acres and SMA-1319 are
separate viable surface mine
m“hhﬁwwmmmﬂx
in Shavers Fork above highway m could be;
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Ralph Mumme, Supervisor
Monongahela National Forest
Box 1201

Elkins, WV 26241

Dear. Ralph:

The attached copy of a strip mine application
advertisement is reproduced from the October 30 issue
of the Webster Eche. | wish to draw your attention to
the last six lines in column 1.

The ad states, “"The surface of the area to be mined
is owned by Georgia Pacific U.S. Forest Service
Rainelle, West Virginia Richwood, West Virginia. . .”
Since these lines obviously have been garbled by the
printer | checked with the editor of the Echo and found
that the lines should have read, “The surface of the
area to be mined is owned by the Georgia Pacific Co,,
Rainelle, West Virginia, and U.S. Forest Service,
Richwood, West Virginia.

What this plainly means is that the Forest Service
has leased a piece of the publicly owned Monongahela
National Ferest to private enterprise for the purpose of
strip mining.

Before I make a big desl out of it 1 would appreciate
knowing your view and/or details of this alarming
situation. Thanks.

Sincerely

Ron Herdway
206 Union St.
Webster Springs, WV

November 13, 1874

Mr. Ronald V. Hardway
206 Uniom Street
Webster Springs, WV 26288

Dear Rom:

1 have been out of the office and, therefore, unable
to respond sooner to your inquiry of surface mining on
National Forest land as stated in the Webster Echo on
October 30th.

After numerous calls, we believe the situation is
finally clarified. Energy Producers, Inc., have applied
for a permit to mine only on Georgia-Pacific surface.
However, the access to this area will be across
National Forest surface on an old road that was
previously used for mining in the area. Mr. Robert
Dunlop,of Dunlop Engineering. stated that no surface
mining l;f National Forest land was involved. He is
employ by Energy Producers. Inc., to do the
neécessiry survey and design work for the surface mine
application.

Enclosed is a8 map showing the proximity of this
project to National Forest land. Tract #462 was
acquired on August 28, 1936, subject to a mineral
reservation. The minerals are now owned by the
Dexter-Carpenter Coal Sales Corporation. Frank
Ettari, President, of Newv Rochelle, New York.

Through agreement with the Department of
Natural Resources, we will review the Surface Mine
Application prior to a decision on the permit. No
complete application has been received to date by the
Departmant of Natural Resources.

We appreciate your bringing this matter to our
attention and hope this clears the ambiguity caused by
wording in the advertisement.

Please let me know if further clarification would

be helpful.
Sincerely yours.
Ralph Mumme
Forest Supervisor
Monongaheia National Forest

Decomber 2. 1974

you for your letter of 13 November
Splaining the Forest Service's role in siripping
spplication #3148

1B sspears the! USFA soguisscesce o the
arangemefts authied by Mr Dunisp le sse of the
el rmd om  SPS property would be o wise mave. | a8y
l&-'-&-h‘u&-lmhh*
L Y N S S R 1 —
v Mmnte cod hamind % gy

Monongahela Natiomal Forest preperty, Geuley
River, Webster County.

beyond the USFS boundaries. Then we're stuck with
two silt slicks instead of one.

deeds always seem to take precedence ower surface
deeds. | believe it is time for the USFS to test thig logic
in the courts. It simply makes no sense to me that the
USFS can own the Monongahela National Forest and
have no control over what is done to the surface of it.
The Cranberry Back Country is a case in peint, and |
don't believe the Federal courts would uphold

where

(3) Nick Zvegintzov has advised me that one of the
MNF deputies in Elkins advised him that “lawyers™
would be looking into SMA #1348. Are these lawyers
USFS attorneys, Justice Department attorneys, or who?

(4) What will the USFS do if these attorneys decide
that a case can be made for stopping SMA #13487 Will
you carry the case to the courts? '

(5) 1t is difficult to tell from the maps sent to me by

you and the one which appears with the Class I
advertisement for #1348 in the Webster Echo, but it
certainly appears that the USFS owns the surface
within 500 feet of the proposed strip. “Energy

Producers, Inc.” state in this same ad that there
owners within 500 feet of the proposed strip.

(6) This comment hes little to do with SMA #1348,
but why did the Agriculture Department even buy
Tract No. 462 in the first place? That particular spot
has no redeeming qualities whatsoever since it is
populated with a run-down coal tipple, a coal loeder,

looks as if it were comstructed with one swipe of a
bulldozer blade. and it is surrounded by abandoned
strip mines, gome of which are 20-30 years old. If the
USFS felt that it was possible to rescue this area from
the blight which has afflicted it, | would think that
would encourage the USFS to fight that much harder to
keep the strippers out.

(7) How much will the USFS depend on Waest
Virginia DNR action in the case of SMA #13487 You

place
management problems
created by the acquisition of anything less than fee
simple titls to lsnd with -m'tt
outstanding. On the Moncngahela Naticnal Forest,
than 80% of the National Forest surfsce ownership
also includes the subsurface ownership, and. to
further complicate the situation, the areas of greatest
mineral probebility occur where the minsral rights are
privately owned. In the court cases comcerning
subsurface versus surface rights, the Courts have
repeatedly ruied in favor of the subsurface owner. It is

:
|
f

i

il
i
EXf
i

i
i
il

]
i
il
il
il

While we are not satisfied with the land ownership
pattern, wa prefer to look at the Monongahela National
Forest as a whole rather than cne small parcel. We are
of the firm belief that National Forest stewardship has
provided beneficial results for the resources and the
public alike. We are sure you have considered what
the Cranberry Back Country might look like today
without the limited protection afforded by.the Forest
surface ownership.

Mr. Zvengintzov was informed that we had
requested & legal interpretation on whether or not
strip mining is [considered legal under a mineral
reservation dated August 28, 1936, on Tract #462. The
attorneys provide legal service 1o the Forest Service
and are employed by thé US. Depertment of
Agriculture through the Office of the General Counsel.
We have subsequently been informed it will be

5
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Lewis County t cne-twelfth
private ownership to Corps of

Engineers control and
would cost. al most recent estimate. about $108 million.
Current hopes of commercial intsrests in Weston are
perched on this project. The dam and reservoir, named
Civil War hero Stonewall Jackson, would provide
storage and outdoor recreation.
cost only a fraction
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the the outcome
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of water resources and al
spending. The engineering on the proposed Stonewall
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Another sore point is that public meetings on the
project from its inception has been held either in
Clarksburg, over an hour’s drive north of the dam area
along old U.S. 19, or near Washington D.C. The one and

each year by every man, woman, and child living in
Lewis and the six surrounding counties. The projected
total rises 1o 1.4 million visitor-days when the facilities
reach ‘full use.” Half the $18 million dollar cost of this

legislature can not. by terms of the state constitution,
commit future revenue. Governor Arch Moore has not
signed the recreation contract. which was originally
presented to Governor Hulit Smith in the late 1960's,
Of interest is the fact that the Burnsville Dam, a very
similar Corps project only a twenty minute drive away
on [-79, was not considered in calculating the need for
recreation. At one point these lakes would be about
two miles apart at high water.

alternate proposals. The West Virginia Sta
Conservation Committee. through its Chairman
Douglas. has indicated willingness to plan and build a
small dam system if authorized.

riging at about 10 percent a year, and most of the
residents produce a significant part of their own food.
This provides a powerful hedge against inflation in &
time when maney is decreasing in value so rapidly.

At first only the most general reference to
minerals was made by Corps representatives. Efforts
by Concerned Lend and Natural Resources Owners,
Inc., a West Virginia non-profit corporation, brought
about recognition of 10,000 surface areas of coal in the
area. What constitutes a fair price for this vast
resource is likely to be a hotly debated question if the
Corps builds the big dam. Still in question is the effect
of the high rise dam on mining of cosl in an additional
70 square miles of drainage ares above the project.

Would the Corps project stop the population drain
from the Weston area? Matt Holt, member of the
Upper West Fork River Watershed Association, points
out the experience in some other areas of the state
where Corps of Engineers projects have been buil. In
Summers County, site of the Bluestone Dam and
Reservoir, there are new industries and the decline in
population from 1960 to 1670 was 15.5 percent. In
Nicholas County, where the Summersville Dam is
located, the population decline was 11.3 percent in the
same decade. In Braxton County. in sgite of the Sutton
Dam, the decline was 16.4 percent. Thestate of West

Virginia declined in population during these years by

6.2 percent, about hall as much as these counties. Of
course a dam is not the enly factor 10 affect population
but obviously it will not build a populous county either
Mr. Holt suggests that if a dam will bring benefits to a
community in West Virginia, it should surely show up
in Taylor County. There. Grafton Dam has been in
place for several decades, and the county has a second
advantage of excellent railroad connections. However,
there has not bee a significant amount of
new industry in the 38 vears since 1937 when Grafton
Dam was built, and Taylor County has lost a8 whopping
one-third of its population.

One hundred six million dollars would make a
well-filled pork barrel for Weston. It could be Lewis
County’s biggest boom in history to be followed by its
biggest bust. Whether the moderate small dam system
is chosen, or whether federal gold rains down the sky,
Lewis County, West Virginia, is the place to watch in
the next decade.

Planning for Forests in the Future

By JEARRETTE FITZIWILLIAMS

The Potomac Appalachian Trail Club is inviting
recreational users, conservation groups and managers
of our natural resources to join together in a series of
mestings to exchange ideas and draw up a set of
guidelines for individual conduct and citizen input for
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To start people thinking and to get the discussion
going we have prepared a draft of proposed guidelines.
These are based on extensive reading of the
publications put out by the various groups and a
on research findings. However, we have not only tried
1o consolidate these often conflicting ideas but much
more importantly we have tried to get at the rationale

what we are trying to do and why
We are starting discussion
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The Gauley River is a supreme whitewater challenge.

EDITOR'S NOTE: The following statement on the
New River was prepared by Conservancy member Paul
Davidson for presentation at a series of public
meetings held in January to discuss the future of the
New River. Paul's major concern is that the wildness of
the Gauley and Meadow rivers is being overlooked in
the furor over the New River. Paul is co-author of
“Wildwater West Virginia.”

I am Paul Davidson, Morgantown, West Virginia.
By proefession I am a physician. By avocation I am a
riverman. My interest in West Virginia rivers has
resulted in two guidebooks on rivers in this state.

My purpose in appearing at this hearing is to
propose an alternative to the sections of New River
being considered for protection. The Gauley River from
the Summersville Dam to Swiss and its major tributary,
the Meadow River, should be evaluated for inclusion in
any proposal to protect wilderness rivers in central
West Virginia.

The only civilization of the Gauley canyon was the
building of the Nicholas. Fayette, and Greenbrier
Railroad. The railroad is currently only used along the
lower eight miles of the river section in question.

The lower 29 miles of the Meadow is similarly
unspoiled by man. A middle 5 miles of the Meadow
River parallels and is partially visible from West
Virginia Route 41 as it passes through Russelville and
Nallen:

Thus the entire 24 miles of the Gauley Canyon and 24
of the 29 miles of the Meadow are suitable for
wilderness designation withthe minor limitation of the
little used railroad track high on the steep canyon wall.

The Gauley and Meadow river channels are filled
with thousands of huge boulders that fell from the
great sandstone cliffs that form the canyons. The
canyon rim rises up to 1000 feet above the river. The
river gradient is 27 feet per mile along the Gauley and
up to 200 feet per mile as the Meadow crashes through
its cut in the Gauley's canyon side. For comparison the
New has a gradient of ten feet per mile. The discharge

JOIN THE WEST VIRGINIA

HIGHLANDS CONSERVANCY

We travel together, passengers on & littie
space ship, dependent on its vuinerable reserves of
air and soil; all committed for our safety to its
security and pesce preserved from annihilation
onfy by the care, the work, and, | will say, ths fove
we give our fragile craft —-Adlai Stevenson

$5.00 Individual regular

— $10.00 individual associate

| $25.00 Individual sustaining
$20.00 Organizational regular
$30.00 Organizational associate

| $50.00 Organizational sustaining

Make checks payable to “Wast Virginia Highlands

to:

Virginia McTesr
1026 Sixth St, Apt. 2
Charleston, WV 25302

of the Gauley is an annual mean 2600 cubic feet per
second. The Meadow discharges 740 cfs. The water is
of a good quality with little silt or acid contamination,
no industrial wastes, and minimal sewage.

The area being proposed for study is entirely
forested. There is no area currently being farmed or
grazed and the steep slopes and cliffs would seem to
preclude any such land utilization in the future.
Fishing resources include frequent trout stocking at
the base of the Summersville Dam. Elsewhere fishing is
for reproducing species and includes wall-eyed pike,
small-mouth bass, catfish, sunfish, and muskellunge.
The area is unique as one of the most isolated ‘warm
water fisheries in the state.

There is coal exposed along these sections of the
Gauley and Meadow Rivers. None is being mined either
by stripping or deep mining. The seam is probably too
thin and overburdened by too much sandstone to be
mineable.

The recreational use being made of this area has
not been quantitatively studied. It is limited because of

four-wheel-drive motoring, and hiking. These activities
are primarily utilized as a means to fish the Gauley.
There is evidence of primitive camps used by
fishermen at several points along the river.

One of the more significant recreational uses
being made of the Gauley is for whitewater boating.
Since 1968 the popularity of the Gauley has resulted in
annual pilgrimages to the river by paddiing groups
from all over the country. For the past five seasons
three commercial rafting firms have made autumn
trips on the Gauley. In both 1973 and 1974 Gauley
Downriver Races each attracted over one-hundred
paddlers from throughout Eastern United States.

A brief description of the river as a whitewatsr
resource excerpted from Wildwater West Virginia
says, "It is the absolute swirling, pounding, crashing
end. . . The Gauley has become the East’s
cruise for the title of expert paddler. It is big, it is long.

CONSERVANCY PUBLICATIONS

A new edition of the Monongahela
National Forest trail guide is now available.
Users will be pleased to know that the format
of the guide as been altered, and it will now fit
conveniently in a large pocket or an outside
pocket on a pack. The new guide measures
5%" x 9", It cost $2 and can be ordered from
the address below.

1. Otter Creek Trail Guide & Management
Plan. $1.00.

2. Dolly Sods Trail Guide & Management
Plan - $1.50.

3. Cranberry Backcountry Trail Guide &
Management Plan - $1.25. ]

4. Hiking Guide to the Monongahela
National Forest $2.00.

These may be ordered from:

Ron Hardway
206 Union St
Webster Springs. WV 26288

Copies available at 13 discount to slores . _
and clubs. Address inquiries concerning
wholesale orders to Bruce Sundquist, 210
College Park Drive, Monroeville, Pennsylvania
15146.  Prices as of January, 1975.

stretches of whitewater suitable for periods when the
Gauley is 100 high and for the less experiences

expensive facilities and undependable

The potential of the whitewater m-%:

l

conditions in the mild winters of West Virginia. The

season for paddling at the elevation of the Cauley is
The ecologic damage dont *?‘m
paddlers is essentially nil. A to the
are already present and w need minimal
L ‘
To appreciate the econo  advantage of
whitewater boating for the area +  ed only look st
the Chattooga in South Carclina, ocughiogheny in
Pennsylvania, the Snake in Wyor = the Selmon in
idaho, and the Grand Canyon of ' - (olorado. On all
these rivers recreational industri-  ive developed in
the past five years which now 0 iitate regulations

to limit utilization. There is + . .que recreational

future for West Virginia in th ort of whitewaler
boating both in commercial r  and with individual
whitewater cances and ks £

Undeveloped uses ¢ .ne GCauley-Msadow
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