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Jam Williem
2 mooney and that Congress zhould
.r--wm-wmm
I Ritchie said suvironmental concerns are reaching
S ::ﬂmmmmm
o . and some casss meking them so costly that they are
-~ "Thare must be @ stopping point.” he said
. "“Somewne in Congress is going to have to look into
 wihat this is costing the people.”
He cited one six-mile stretch of interstate 79 as an
 with the work i 1073, but had to wait for a study.
| “Have it is two years later and that study told us
. mething. 1t dide’t chenge & single thing except the
. peica. It is now tocost us st lesst 17.2 million
- meve to bulld it disgusting.”
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STRIP MINE Bill

BY NICHOLAS ZVEGINTZOV
Washington Vice-President

the Conservancy and the Highlands Voice [“your
Presidest Ford Lrtie paper | and vehemently delended Slack s vote

the House of against the bill. His arguments were:
whether to over-ride the *Why “blackjack™ just one mineral -

bituminous coal - while saying nothing of others -
anthracite, potash. iron ore?

*How could a Congressperson support any
extra charge (the reclamation tax) on a fuel in the
present climate of public opinion? (I said wh
should a West Virginia Congress person defend the
solling of our coal cheap 1o subsidize ches;

Mollchan has been under treatment at electricity in Washington D.C.7)
Stanford Medical Center for several weeks. His . * Why should Washington tell the States how t
office said they expect him back to work on June 23. manage their land? =

I called Stagger's office and thanked him for his The aide was convinced that “reclamation™ b
vote on behalf of the Conservancy. fine and the stripping enhances the value of th

1 talked to Hechier in person. He said he voted land. He said come in and see these pictures wi
against the bill on principle: too weak. He had urged have. . . I said - ok -~ but we'll bring our own too
support of West Virginia's own legislation when it Over at the Environmental Policy Center
was being formulated — he had promised people it Washington's chief lobbyist for the bill, they're deef
would benefit them. When it didn't he felt be had in debate on how to procesd. One possibility is tha
betrayed them — s0 he doesn't intend to make that the Democratic leadership, bumiliated by severs!
mistake again. He said it was a private position. and failures to over-ride Ford's veto, will try
he hadn't lobbied his callsagues to his point of view. reschedule the vote. Meanwhile you might write to
He added that every time the bill runs into a reverse Udall, who managed the bill and is coincidentally
with the White House or the emergy industry its running for President. to tell him to keep omn
supporters back off some more — and its opponents trucking. Also Mink, who is not, deserves a
push some more. thank-you for her hard work and perseverance on

An gide in Slack’s office recognized the name of the hill.

Douglass Sees Eased Air Rules As Threat

Air Pollution Comtrol Commission

Chairmen Cus Douglass seys if American Electric two big chemical opsrations looking at the state. "if
Power System wine its pollution fight with the state. we want to have a state with nothing but an electric
then West Virgisia csa “'kise goodbye™ other major power industry. then we can go ahsad ead epprove

alse.”

The APCC i requiring plaats to collect sbout 90.5
per comt of all ensimeisns ofore they go Wic the air
Ths US. Bavirenmantal Protectun Ageacy allows

o0 afctoncy of ahumt S0 J0F SV M T it



“Scenic Rivers”
Requires Balanced View

After years of watching the
shenanigans of politicians, I committed one
of their mistakes, i.e., ] made a promise I
don't intend to keep. Last month I promised
an article on “Why the Battle for Otter
Creek Isn't Over,”” but ethical considera-
tions arose which necessitate my killing my
own article, even after I had written it. But
then it would be nice to display some ethics
since there ae those amongst the
Neanderthals who view us devoid of such
amenities.

For an alternate text | have chosen the
matter of legislative action to preserve our
rivers. Often called Scenic Rivers Bills, on
the face of them, they sound to be just the
sort of thing we need to protect freeflowing
rivers in scenic form. It would prevent
large scale land abuse similar to what is
going on Shavers Fork, the development of
tacky trailer courts and vacation cabin
developments along the river bank, and the
use of the river for commercial purposes.
In short, such a bill is designed to preserve
the scenic, natural qualities of a river. In
states which have few such rivers left, like
Ohio, there is little opposition to bring
about such protection for a river as magni-
ficent as the Little Miami.

Usually such bills are written in a way
that rather strictly limits the kind of
activity, even farming, along the river
corridor, Often, eithe rscenic easements
or outright condemnation of lands along
the river is provided for., with the
management of such lands being turned
over to some regulatory agency. At ome
time, [ vigorously supported such
measures, but presently I do not get very
excited over them for many reasons. First
of all, West Virginian’s aren't about to
embrace policies which rob their county
governments of tax producing revenues.
County tax structures are set up so that
mast of the tax base comes from productive
farm lands, livestock, and agricultural
machinery. Condemn these narrow
ribbons of land and you seriously upset the
financial well being of these mountainous
counties which have precious little of such
flat bottom lands. It may work well in Ohio
where such land is abundant, but for West
Virginia's narrow river valleys, it's
disaster. Another reason often forgotten is
that progress by and large has by passed
many areas of West Virginia and land
owners as well as county governments still
have a right to expect those portions of
“the good life” so long present in more
prosperous states. To severely restrict
their activities such as prohibiting
industrial development in an area which
never had any, seems unfair in their eyes
and akin to nipping a plant in the bud (no
pun intended).

West Virginians are also much more
resistant to giving up their lands than
perhaps people in other areas of the
country because often you will find
these lands have remained in a family f/r

several generations. It is not unusual in
West Virginia to find deeds dating back to
the 1700's thus such families regard their
lands as a birthright or legacy and quite
correctly, are willing to defend them
vigorously. Army Corps of Engineers
simply can't understand this.

officers move around every three or four
years as do construction gangs and they
don't know what home is. They feel that all
you have to do is wave a dollar sign at a
Mountaineer and he will jump to sign.

Another reason condemnation will be a
long time returning to certain areas of our
state can be traced to the most unfortunate
way condemnation proceedings were
carried out in acquisition of the lands for
the Spruce Knob-Seneca Rocks National
Recreation Area. At best condemnation is
a poorly understood and even more poorly
administered business, but the way it was
carried out in West Virginia was most
offensive. It is a splendid example of why
West Virginians distrust big government,
especially if that government is spelled
“Federal”. States rights are strong here
and high priority goes to local control.

The remaining reasons why scenic
rivers legislation doesn’t interest West
Virginians has to do with selfish motives.
The Shenandoah and Cacapon Rivers were
originally proposed for protection under
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers bill,
but were soundly defeated not so much by
West Virginians, but by absentee
landlords from Washington, Baltimore,
etc. who owned vacation cabins along
these rivers. Collectively, these people
seem to have pulled a lot of strings to have
these rivers removed. As we all know,
many key decisions affecting the well being
of West Virginians are made by such
people. :

The final reason has to do with selfish
conservation, something I wrote about
earlier this year in conjunction with the
spelunkers. Since what I said was
misinterpreted by them, 1 will confine the
present discussion to my own sport,
canoceing. Many of us get into conservation
because of our outdoor sports or
recreation activities. We want to protect
such and such an area because we want to
have that area to play in. Canoeists value
wild rivers where no trace of human
activity is apparent during their entire
desceny; I recently went over a scenic river
for a nearby state and in it was a

verlook

By Bob Baned

lands along this most beautiful and historic
river, but on the other I knew what a slim

compromise now seems at hand on the part
of the

|

for the Potomac National
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case (again) with U.S. Rt. 219 in West

In West Virginia U.S. 210 is one of those
typical mountain highways, a narrow,
two-lane serpent, looping from fertile farm
valleys along streams, around the sides of
precipitous mountainsides, then over their
summits, only to descend in the same
fashion and start all over again, 219 spans
the length of the state from north to south,
entering West Virginia at Silver Lake in
Preston County, and jumping up and down
through Tucker, Randolph, Pocahontas,
Greenbrier and Monroe counties. It leaves
the state, and life on this earth, just across
the West Virginia-Virginia line near
Peterstown, Monroe County. There, at Rich
Creek, Giles County, 219 is absorbed by
several converging roads.

Highway.” It would not be part of the
survive as an independent entity,

connecting with all road systems, but

up Lambert is an organization which has
been around for many years in many
guises, the Seneca Highway Association.
Discussing the Seneca Highway proposal
with a Defly-Mall reporter Lambert re-
marked, “Our agency (FH) has pumped
millions of dollars into the rural areas
around here. Yet, we place our farmers at
an economic disadvantage by not giving
them access to major population areas.”
Acting on that philosophy the Seneca High-
way Association has been attempting to
organize local groups which would benefit
from the new road to press Congress for
passage of Murtha's bill.

Despite Lambert's and SHA's efforts
support for the highway is less than
unanimous in West Virginia's rural
counties. Local citizens are not flocking to
support Murtha's bill as the SHA had hop-
ed. In fact, opponents of the Seneca High-
way were given an unexpected boost last
Spring when West Virginia Governor Arch
Moore rejected a request for $40,000 to
finance a study of a four-lane Rt. 219.

In West Virginia Rt. 219 runs almost
entirely through rich farmlands, especially
the Tygart Valley in Randolph County, and
practically all of the road's length in
Greenbrier and Monroe counties. Farmers
object to the probable loss of premium
farmland, a scarce and valuable

commodity in the Appalachian highlands.
Rural residents are also wary of

road. Most farmers in the area seem to be
willing to forego @ quick route to the east
coast if the alternative is a drastic change
in life-style.
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Considering the economic benefits of
the highway Lambert said, “It's time we
served the people on the underbelly side of
West Virginia. With just a little bit of help
we can bring this part of West Virginia on
line.” It is being “"on line" that disturbs the
rural residents of West Virginia's
“underbelly."”

The West Virginia Department of
Highways has consistently maintained that
there is no plan to bulld a four-lane Rt. 219.
Moore's rejection of the request to finance
a study of the road would seem to bear out
that disclaimer. But that there is a plan to
build the road, with or without the State's
knowledge, there can be no doubt. The
plan is now being considered by the United
States Congress, and Congress is being
asked to approve the concept of a four-lane
Rt. 219. A major fight is brewing between
highway proponents, farmers and
environmentalists over Rt. 216.

Obviously the Seneca Highway is not
going to go away unless Congress
completely rejects the concept. To
persuade Congress to do so is the object
of local groups opposed to the road, as yet
morganized. On the other hand, the
well-organized and active Seneca Highway
Association is determined to push through
Congress approval of the road's concept.
According to Lambert, “We realize it (the
Seneca Highway) is a long way off, but we
want to get a good start. We'll be ready
when they hold public hearings in
Washington about expanding the interstate
mileage.” That statement should serve as
sufficient warning to farmers and
environmentalists to begin mew an
organized program to block the Seneca
Highway.
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Cranberry Visi ......,....;......‘

The following notes are the result of
four days in the Cranberry area late April
1975, during which time we had a long talk
with the new head of the Gauley Ranger
District, Ronald E. Scott.

The designated Wilderness Study Area
is being managed in a strict fashion as a
wilderness area: no timber sales, no motor
vehicles (not even bicycles), no
improvements to shelters, trails, etc. and
no stocking of trout in the Middle Fork
(one major exception, noted below).

The U.S. Forest Service, through the
Milwaukee Regional office, is studying the
Cranberry area, although priority is
currently being given to the two “‘instant
wilderness areas,” Dolly Sods and Otter
Creek. Permits for the latter two areas will
be required after May 23 of this year; no
plans suggest a permit system for
Cranberry in the foreseeable future.

The Forest Service is enforcing strict
rules in the Cranberry area, with one
glaring exception, and with a very limited
staff (onlv 10 employees as of April, with
further reduction possible due to limited
timber sales.) No bicycles or “‘mechanical
contrivances’’ are being allowed on roads
in the wilderness area. The shelters will be
continued for the present, but “may go”.
The FS staff are now allowed to use motor
vehicles, and are beginning to use horses.
Trails will not be maintained (although

major deadfalls may be removed). Power
saws are disallowed. Presently, the trail
system is in excellent condition, and in
some locations trail signs are secured on
wires above the trail rather than on posts,
subject to bear depravation.

The major and glaring exception to the
wilderness policy is the present activity of
Mid Allegheny (Coal) Company, of
Summersville, W.Va. in conducting core
drilling operations over much of the
wilderness area. This includes two
non-compatible activities: bulldozing roads
and using drilling equipment and other
motorized equipment.

Mid Allegheny owns mineral rights,and
the U.S.F.A. "'did all we could” to prevent
entry into the wilderness study area.
Laws, as currently interpreted, allow the
coal company access to their minerals and
even the right to open one or more portals
in the wilderness area. The company will
not be allowed to strip mine, avers the
Ranger.

Apparently the coal is now of such
value that deep mining is economically
feasible. The coal was estimated to be
worth $2.00 a ton in the ground, $80.00 a
ton on the market. Mid Allegheny has
discussed two portal sites; one, on Laurelly
Branch, the other near Little Fork (and
thus outside the Wilderness). The District
Rangers hopes that the Little Fork site will

1. Trucks using F S 108 from Little
Fork (or Three Forks) to Laurelly Branch
ford and turnoff;

2. The old logging RR grade east of

3. A road running along the ridge, in
an east-west direction, about 100 vards
South of the North Soul trail, but crossing
the trail at least three times.

4. A similar road at the head of

Cashcamp Run.
5. Another road crossing the North
Fork of the River, near

Cashcamp Run, and then following old RR
grades above Cashcamp, about halfway up
the mountain; then swinging to the S E, still
following old RR grades.

¢ SHELTER /
i CAMPGROUND

= PICNIC AREA /
+LOCKED GATE
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6. Trucks using Cranberry River Road
(102) and FS 76 to reach Cashcamp.

7. Another raod from the NS trail
down to a point about midway on Tumbling
Rock trail, where a pool has been created.
and water being pumped out.

We estimate that at least 10 miles of
forest have been freshly bulldozed, and
another 10 miles of existing roads are
being used by the wvehicles of Mid
Allegheny. :

The bulldozed routes are minimally
destructive, fairly narrow (only one lane),
and have not made any major slashes into
the hillsides. They are frequently muddy
and impassable in rainy weather which
suggests the possiblity of runoff's and
silting.

The Ranger estimates that by July all
(or at least the currently used roads)
should be closed and seeded.

Other impacts: noise near the vehicles
was in marked contrast to the quiet of the
forest. Hikers could smell gasoline fumes
many yards away from equipment. Trash
is left along the roads. Tapes have been
left on upright acd bulldozed trees. Trails
have not been substantially altered.

‘_ : Illlittel Study Areas Scheduled for Review

by Dave Sayler

There continues to be the possibility that the
Senate Interior Committee will hold hearings at
Washington, D.C. some time in July on 8.520. This is
the bill, introduced by Senators Jackson, Haskell
and Fannin, which covers all wilderness and study
areas in 5.3433 as passed by the Senate on May 31,
1974 BUT which were dropped from the final
version of amended 5.3433 as enacted by both
Houses in December 1974.

It is probable that recommended boundaries for
several of these areas (totaling 3 wilderness and 23
study areas) would be modified now by wilderness
proponents. Such probable changes in no way
affect the fact that a hearing on 5.520 affords full
opportunity to everyone to recommend to the
Committee whatever wilderness and study areas in
their region they are prepared to recommend. That
is how it worked at the Senate Interior Committee
hearing in February 1973; while the hearing was
officially held on certain bills listing certain areas,
citizen witnesses freely testified on other areas and
boundaries. The bill ultimately reported by the
Senate Interior Committee contained those areas
for which there was strong witness testimony.

A partial survey of eastern states indicates that
things are moving very slowly in most states in
terms of making field studies and preparing new or
revised proposals of wilderness and study areas to
be recommended for enactment by this Congress.
The most important element needed for effective
action is a team of 3 or 4 people of both sexes
already possessed of some knowledge of an area
and enthusiastic to do the field work to determine
an appropriate boundary and to inventory the
notable natural assets of the area. Given this basic

o
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Candids from Cheat River, May 17 3¥=-8

Phetes by Jean Rodman 5

Conservancy Vice-President Nick Lozano attempts to
calm his canoe at the launching site. Despite similar
assurances from other canocers, several floaters
capsized during the day in the rain-swollen waters of

the Cheat.

The canoes were difficult to restrain. This one tried to
launch itself in the main street of Parsons, but was

caught in the act by photographer Jean Rodman. No
doubt this vessel later took a tumble in the frothy

waters of Big Cheat.

field data, it is then possible to write a short
statement (two to six pages. including a simple.
clear map) telling why the area deserves to be
preserved as wilderness and placed in the National
Wilderness Preservation System. This statement,
later reproduced locally by xerox, mimeograph. or
printing on colored paper as an attractive “flyer,”
can be used to build public support to influence
your Congressman and Senators.

While it wili be highly desirable to have obtained
the support of the local Congressman prior to any
Senate hearing, there will certainly be cases where
this is not possible. Don't let absence of this support
interfere with vour testifying. Plan to come to
Washington to speak in favor of what you want in
the way of wilderness and study areas. However,
inform your Congressman of what you will be doing
and tactfully express to him the wish that he send a
statement to the Committee in support of your
group's proposals; whether he responds or not, he
will feel more favorably disposed toward you for
keeping him informed.

Looking ahead to a possible Senate Interior
Committee hearing in July, | would appreciate
hearing from each of you as to how things stand in
your state in terms of being ready to testify at such
a July hearing. If you need help of any kind. let me
know and | will do my best to provide it, either by
myself or through The Wilderness Society or some
other conservation organizations at Washington
Please let me hear from you!

Dave Saylor
Citizens for Eastern Wildernes=
815 Connecticut Ave.. NW
Washington, D.C. 20006




Coal and the Cranberry Backcownty

The March 1975 issue of the Velce carried an
editorial by Ron Hardway, “Speak Out for the
Cranberry Backcountry.” which pointed out the
discrepancy between Mid-Allegheny figures for
recoverable coal and those figures as determined
by the Forest Service core drilling study.

| fired off a letter to the editor (Hardway)
explaining how Mid-Allegheny figures, as takean
from the 1920 Pocahontas County Report. were
derived. In due course of time, 1 received by letter
back from Hardway, together with a note
suggesting that it was all Greek to him and weuld |
please clarify my position.

The West Virginia Geological Survey, from the
early 1900's through the mid-1930's, issued a series
of County Reports. covering each county in the
State. These County Reports are geologically
oriented. with particular emphasis upon coal. and
from the basis of all later work by the Survey.
Accompanying the County Reports are the various
volumes of Characteristics of Minable Coals of West
Virginia. also published by the Survey. These two,
judiciously used. can indicate the probable reserves
of minabie coals for any given area of the State. .A
handy supplement for use with these is the Annual
Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines:
this volame indicates tonnage already mined and
losses caused by undermining one seam of coal
while mining a second seam of coal. These three
sources make up the basic material upon which
estimates of coal reserves are based.

Hardway pointed out in his editorial that the
Forest Service core-drilling study indicated a total
of 133 million tons of recoverable (emphasis mine)
coal whereas the 1929 Pocahontas County Report
lists a total of 248 million tons of recoverable coal.
Hardway therefore raises the question as to
whether Mid-Allegheny's current core-drilling
program is aimed st finding the missing 115 million
tons of coal.

I would like to point out that conditions today are
for different from those existing in 1929. In those
far-off days. industry paid little attention to such
characteristics of coal as ash content and sulfur
content. Recent technological innovations and
environmental comsidéerations thus render coals
that were once considered minable unsuitable for
use. Further, the considerable mining that has
taken place in the Cranberry aree has depleted the
reserves of recoverable coal

Core-drilling. although a destructive and messy
undertaking. serves the conservationist as well as
industry. The alternative to core-drilling is to follow
the outcrop of each coal seam and, with either a
bulldozer or by hand labor, “face up” numerous
prospects along the outcrop. By taking core
samples, industry can learn the height of the coal
seam (less deep under the overburden than along
the outcrop because of compreseion}: the
characteristics of the roof above the coal seam. A
four-foot seam of coal is totally useless {except for
stripping) if overlain by a soft shale roof which must
be timbered each and every fool.

Contrary to popular belief. coal seams do not
extend uniformly throughout an area. Rather, they
resemble the peanut butter on a hastily-constructed
sandwich, with some areas thick and some areas
thin. 1 well remember one coal operator who sank a
single core-drill hole, found a nine-foot seam of coal,

“The whole issue is ke
a gome of seven-card

drow poker ... "

by Gordon T. Namrick

H
!
i
i

and. upon the basis of that single sample.
his operations toward that seam of coal.
found the seam and started working it but,

was a pocket about the size of a large house and east ane goes in West Virginia. the thinner the coal
after the pocket was worked out, the entire coal seams become and the more varisbie in quality.
seam pinched out to a non-minable thickness. Much would depend upon whether the quality of the
Core-drilling. to be effective. must be conducted coal is bigh encugh to permit the operator to
holes a mile apart: others use a half-mile or minors. The whole issue is ke & game of
quarter-mile spacing. From the cores so obtained. a sevencard drew poker: a few of the cards are
composite picture is drawn of the coal seam. the visible, but one must read the hidden cards as best
m.mmm&uu—ypmuz: one can.

decision concerning mining operations.

least obthe information revealed by core-drilling is m '-.‘

havinglhequnlityufth.pmd:::.“cl;‘n:p.n:- ll..m

mid-operation to the point that the coal cannot be

sold. [An aside - changes in quality are largely The Mountaineer Chapter of the National
responsible for the huge “gob™ piles that litter the Audubon Society at its annual bangust june 4. 1975.
Wes! Virginia landscape). honored prominent West Virginia conservationist
It is likely therefore, that the difference between and Counservancy member Charlie Beer by
the Forest Service on recoverable coal in the CBC awarding him its Outstanding .Conservationist
and the figures in the Pocahontas Repert reflect Award for 1875. The award goss to that individual
largely differences in opinion on what constitutes a or organization making the greatest contribution to
minable seam rather than the presence or absence West Virginia conservation.
of coal seams. It is likely too, that Mid-Allegheny's Baer was cited for his pioneering work in the
figures. when or if available, will differ from and study of the effects of air pollution aa plants. the use
will probably be larger than the Forest Service of aerial photography in plant ecology studies. his
figures, since developments since the start of the work for various agencies in drafting envircomental
Energy Crisis may render seams dismissed by the impact statsments, his help in organizing the West
Forest Service minable. Virginia Chapter of the Nature Conservancy. and
The question remains, “Is this coal minable?" for his leading role in helping to bring the Greenland
For which question. we have no definite answer. Gap under the protection of that organization.

America

has more coal

than ﬂ\ey have oil.

Conserve

Let’s
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OVERUSE-What Can You Do to Help?

thmg and backpacking are not only fun, but are
the “in" thing to do. As a result a great many
peopla are taking to the woods. Unfortunately, the
only places they know to go to are those reported in
the news media. In order to get the Wilderness bills
passed, proposed areas were given a great deal of
favorable publicity: so people have flocked to Dolly
Sods and Otter Creek. Thanks to word-of-mouth
publicity and the magazines and travel guides with
their superb photos, most people have heard of
Shenandoah National Park and the Appalachian
Trail within it. Old Rag. Whiteoak Canyon. and Rose
River. In these areas solitude is rare, trails are
becoming worn and eroded, and the few desirable
campsites are showing signs of overuse. What can
YOU do to help? Here are some suggestions:

1. Avoid the heavily publicized areas yourself
and urge others to do likewise. There are lots of
other places, even within the Shenandoah National
Park., where you are likely to meet few others.

For the George Washington National Forest the

EPA Water Program Under Fire

by The National Wildlife Federation Staff

“Confusion, controversy and resignation™ are the
adjectives used by the staff of the House Public
Works Subcommittee on Investigations and Review
to describe the Federal Water Pollution Control
Program in a report of recommendations considered
in a two-day working session on May 13 and 14.
Although it presents a long list of difficulties in the
Agency's implementation of F.L. 92-500, the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972,
the report states: “'In general, the staff comes down
on the side of making minimum changes at this
time."”

General difficulties in the EPA program cited by
the staff report are: (1) the law’s complexity (2)
hostile community and industrial reaction to it (3)
insufficient state and federal personnel to
administer it (4) too many arbitrary deadlines (5)
lack of an acceptable methodology for resolving

JOIN THE WEST VIRGINIA
HIGHLANDS CONSERVANCY

We travel together, psssengers on o littie
mwmmm annibilation
only by the cara. the work, and, | will say, the love
we give our fragile craft. ~Adisi Stevenson
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by Potomac Appalachion Treil Club

PATC has just published four new maps of the
Massamuttens and the Pedlar District. Get them
and try out some of the trails shown. Or consult the .
Guidebook on side trails in the Sugar Knob Cabin
area. If you want a long trail, try the Big Blue.
In Shenandoah National Park, stay away from the

away from the yellow-blazed trails - - some cannot practices

be followed. One suggestion - as a courtesy. do not your party small,
use horse trails. - packed

Get a copy of the Hiking Guide to the making
Monongahela National Forest. published by the when

those trails. Again & map and compess are PASSAGE.
recommended. Many of these trails are hard to find 4. lh““m Miﬂ.
and follow and are not maintained. up the litter left by others, remove -

2. Send the PATC a report, c/o Supervisor of adnn-nol-*.la-lhh“
Trails, PATC, 1718 N St., Washington, D.C. 20098, look. .

environmental issues and (6) a dearth of “hard
scientific and technical data.”

In the judgement of the staff. “The program
desperately needs simplification and streamlining.”
To facilitate this it proposes that Congress: (1)
permit use of property taxes in charging for the use
of municipal waste water treatment facilities (2)
allow EPA to extend on a case-by-case basis the
1977 deadline for municipal discharges to achieve
secondary treatment (3) modify the secondary
treatment requirement to provide for greater
flexibility (4) allow the states to assume more of the
responsibilities for the administretion of the
construction grants program (5) provide some
relief in the requirements for comtrol of toxic
pollutants (6} delete the December 31, 1974
deadline for issuance of all discharge permits, and
(7] revise the formula for allotment of federal grants
for construction of municipal waste water
treatment plants.

In addition, the report includes a discussion of
several controversies over different aspects of the
regulation of industrial pollution control. According
to the report, the staff ““is not prepared to suggest
specific remedial action in these problem areas”
but mentions them “as candidate areas as the
program moves forward in 1676 and 1977."
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pocket on a pack. The new guide
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the sddress below. J

CONSERVANCY
OFFICERS

President: Charles Carlson, Box 131;
Charleston. WV 25321
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