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The McDowell County Autumn Olive Festival

The West Virginia Department of Natural Resources is a great
organization for patting itself on the back. Of course, if it is going to
receive any pats at all, it must administer them itself.

The biggest self-congratulatory fete of them all was held this past
August in southern West Virginia. This one is an annual tour of strip
mines, past and present, whose purpose is to demonstrate to
everyone in the DNR and the strip mining industry that they're all a
pretty decent bunch of fellows who are trying like hell to do a socially
acceptable job in a business that has no redeeming social value. To
avoid probable embarrassment the general public, while not
prohibited from attending, is not encouraged to attend.

and record the bacchenalian toasts. Occasionslly a private citizen
manages to sneak in and drop a thorn or two among the pond of lilies.

What the VOICE is presenting here is a reprint from the
RALEIGH REGISTER concerning the 1975 stripping tour, sad a series
of provoking letters from and to Ric MacDowelk Secretary of the
stripping abolition society called Save Our Mountains (SOM). We
must do it this way because the VOICE was not invited to attend the
tour, and we did not know it had occured until reports after the fact
found their way into print in other newspapers.

All things considered our coverage of this event is probebly
better than it would have been had we attended the festival. We have
access to some behind-the-acenes as well as dn

Nevertheless representatives of the press do tag along to observe

DNR Hosts Annual Strip Tour

by Deberah Baker
Register Reporter

This year's interagency tour of state strip mines
was “bigger and better than ever.” So, the experis
said, was the stripping.

Some of the non-experis
impressed.

As Consolidation Coal Co. officials extolled the
virtues of using the valleyfill method to rearrange 20
million cubic yards of dirt that used to be two
mountain-tops, Judy Roach looked around and sighed.

“Twenty-five men did this much damage since
October of 1974, said Ms. Roach, head of Rep. Ken
Hechler's Huntington office.

Consol officials failed to note that their job at
Eureka hollow in McDowell County visited Thursday by
the state Department of Natural Resources -sponsored
teur had generated considerable publicity last year
when the company forced a dozen families out of their
homes to make way for the stripping.

But it was not human cost being figured this week
by nearly a hundred representatives of state and
federal agencies, coal companies, engineering firms,
and the like.

This week-long tour of 20 sites was to provide “an
excellent crosssection of surface mining and
reclamation activity in West Virginia,” according to a
pre-tour memorandum from state reclamation chief
Ben Greene.

‘“‘More people, more interest, more participation,”
was the way Greene summed it up at tour's end.

But representatives of anti-stripping groups were
not so sure it was the right people.

“We wish that the tour had been more of a public
thing.” complained Putnam Countian Rick McDowell,
an officer of the statewide Save Our Mountains. “We
had to pressure before we were aliowed to come.”

The tour was not publicized, and McDowell said
when he found out about it last week he called DNR
and was told the registration deadline had passad.

“It's up to you to get your registration in om
time,” he was told.

McDowell says it was not unti DNR was
contacted by State Senator Warren McGraw
(D.-Wyo.) and Rep. Ken Hechler (D.-W.Va.) that he
was given an okay. He was McGraw's official
represenative on the trip. i

“DNR is part of the state government, part of the
people. Why is there such a secrecy thing?”

Asked why Save Our Mountains and other
environmental organizations were not invited, Greene
responded: “We don't want it to be a tourist attraction
- we're not promoting a cause.”

He claimed that the group “knew about the tour but
never made their wishes known till last Wedneaday.”

Anyway, he concluded, Save Our Mountains js a
“political” rather than a technical gorup.

Greene insisted that the focus of the week was
technical: participants were divided into 11
committees according to their fields of expertise to
take a look at some facets of stripping including

weren't quite so

e e

eye-witness account of the tour, neither of which is sarcastic.

RIS

drainage, haul roads, slope stability, vegetation. and
future land use.
But the tour had much more the awra of »
sightseeing trip. d
At the thrve southern Virginia sites the
Register visited a few tour members were busily

for a long period of time.

They will also suggest the DNR sclicit more
participation from citizens’ groups on next year's tour.
“And next year we'll bring slong soms techmical
people 30 we can analyze thoss pretty ponds™
MCDowell vowed. .

i

around. s
Tour perticipants waiched the ceaseless activity of
trocks end dozers while one state and three

" Perry and Hylton's job in McDowell sported ducks
2 & drainage pond and a fisld full of baled hay an flat

whaere a mowntain-top bed besa.

cofies and saft drinks were provided, and

-

i

‘Tracy Jr.. - called Warren - talked about the job be is in
- Noting that thers is “more level land here than
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perticipants for stripping in the state and for the DNR's
role in putting the tour together
Dr. David Maneval, & mining engineer and science
sdvisor for the Appalachian Regional Commission and
former reclamstion director for the state of
Pennsylvania, safd that of the eight foremost coal
producing states, “West Virginie does one of the better
jobs of reclamation.”
saw here was better
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Here are a fow thoughts I've mulled over about the

tour.

(1) I fosl that the socic-economic impact of surface
mining is & very imporiant area, but agree with you
that it is quite difficult to cover in any depth while on
the tour. My recommendstion would be thst the com-
mittes to cover this ares would mest 3 or 4

Be cess o o cperaters.
| bage thuse idens will be helgiul to you. Pisass lst
e MecDowell, Bocroiary
Save Owr Meestains. ine.
Be= 573
Hamlls, WV 28523
Ric MacDowsll, Secretary
Save Our Mountains
Box 873
Hamlin, WV 25823
Dear R

Dennis Boyles, chairman, Ira S. Latimer,

Raymond Eye, Al Curry, Kines Boling. Jeff
Herholdt, Dave Masaeval, and Ben Lusk

Surface Mining in West Virginia:
An Overall Perspective

This committee was to evaluate the overall
perspectives of surface mining in West Virginia from a
socio-economic viewpoint. '

in West Virginia, the surface mining of coal has
become an efficient method Jor proguring an energy
resource that has not been, nor need it be justified on
an economic or social basis.

In 1974, surface and suger mining acoounted for
19.2 percent of West Virginia's total coal production of
101,713,580 tons. In comparison, surface and auger
mining accounted for 54.4 percent of the nation’s total
coal production. or 9.4 percent of our nation’s energy
supply. Given our energy supply-demand balance. this
is an essential component of our energy diet.

Although surface mining is capital intensive, its
direct labor requirements are less than those of deep
mining. In West Virginia, the surface mining industry
directly employs 4,562 men compered fo 41,613 in
deep mines.

The efficiency of the surface mining industry is
evidenced by the fact that in 1974, this industry
produced 25.5 tons of coal per man day compared to
the 9.3 tons per man day produced from deep mines.

In general from the seventeen sites we visited, our
committes noted the following:

created much public controversy was Consolidation
Coal Compeny's Coalbank Operation, located
approximately one mile southeast of Eckman, West
Virginia. One Consol official noted, that this operation
was delayed six months due to public protest.
According to this official, the Company had to use a
more powerful explosive which forced them to
evacuate the hollow of all of the inhabitants, some of
whom had been living on Consol land while leasing
homes from the Northfork Land Company for $20.00
per year.

Farming. like surface mining. employs a limited
number of persons to develop & resource which is used
by a vast majority of our citizens. Yet no one disputes
the fact that farming is necessary. Given more
effective regulations, continued enforcement of these
regulations, and greater emphasis on preplanning
{considering possible future productive use), surface
mining could also become an accepted social
endeavor. Since reclamation is a commitment to the
futare, the surface mining industry needs to absolve
the intergenerational inequity that has been
réPresentative of this industry in the past. Future
generations must not be confronted with the
abandoned strip sites and “gob” piles that our
generation faces. By bringing intergenerational
fairness into the decision-making process, future
generations could view surface mining as an
environmentally acceptable method of procuring coal.

August 20th, 1975

Dennis Boyles

Administrative Assistant
Department of Natural Resources
Charleston. W.Va. 25305

Dear Dennis:

Thank you for your letter and copy of the final report.
I am a bit puzzled over a few things. My comments
about the need to take care of much of the research
about socio-economic aspects of surface mining before
the tour begins were not included in the report. Nor
were suggestions for rotation of inspectors and more
citizen participation in the tour, You mentioned that
you discussed these ideas with Ben Greens. However, |
do feel that they would have more impact if they were
included in the “official findings” rather then
submitted as a letter from me. | was under the

By comparing surface mining to farming. you open
yourself up to all sorts of further possible comparisons.
For example: farming does not contribute carcinogenic
materials to water suppliss anywhere near the degree
that surface mining does. | agres with your, comments
on the need for more effective regulations, continued




Although no conservationist ever wants
to count their chickens before they are
hatched, it does appear that the Corrider H
controversey has been resolved. The
highways people have finally agreed to do an
environmental impact statement (EIS) on the
entire alignment, including alternatives such
as the Parsons route. They had no choice.
They simply had to obey the law and take
recognizance of the weight of opposition from
Federal agencies. The Conservancv’s efforts
to keep Corridor H in the limelight resulted in
more people and organizations becoming
actively involved in seeing that these laws
were obeyed.

Unfortunately, when victory such as this
is realized, the best intentioned people tend
to relax their guards and take up other
pursuits. But remember in this coming
Bicentennial Year: ‘“The price of liberty is
vigilance” and so it must also be in
conservation work. Actually the Corridor H
victory was easy because almost every
agency involved was a public one that must
be responsive to the public that pays its bills.
As much as these agencies might like to, they
can not ignore you and if you are correct, the
proper solution will eventually come out.

Now of course, don't start applauding
yourself yet. The EIS could possibly conclude
that the way Corridor H is now going is the
best way and the cheapest (thanks to an
already wasted $20 million). So what would
have been accomplished besides delaying the
project a few years and making it more
expensive? The worst part of this is that it
would tend to prove Highway Commissioner
Ritchie correct who stated earlier this
summer that this is all an EIS accomplishes
anyway. The Conservancy has always tried
to bet with some excellent cards in the hole
and we are currently working quietly on two
in case the EIS opener gets trumped.

But what concerns this overlooker most is
not the damage to Shavers Fork that would
be brought about by Corridor H because it
would be miniscule compared to the other
damage currently being done to Shavers
Fork. Last summer when we secured a field
hearing by the EPA on the coal mining

operation near Bemis, the small family -

controlled company asked us why in the hell
we weren't doing something about a far
bigger river ruiner than themselves, wne
Department of Highways. We informed them

that indeed we were. but we just don™t
advertise it in the newspapers. The DOH
might well ask us now why we aren't doing

something about a persons who is doing more
damage than their collective bulldozers. Our
answer to them is still the same. It's just that
when yoware trying to protect Shavers Fork,
your enemies have to stand in line and wait
their turn. First Linan, then T and J. then the
Dept. of Highways, and now we must turn our
attention to & source of degradation greater
than all the others put together and to a much
more powerful polluter, J. Peter Grace

Corridor H Not the Only Threat to

& y, *

il

In essence, one man has controlled the
destiny of this once magnificent river, he has
apparently influenced those directly or
indirectly who would be in position to enforce
controls on his activities,and he has thwarted
the interests of a vast number of West
Virginians. His method is to set up a number
of smaller companies to do his bidding or else
lease parts of his vast holdings to such small
companies. The combined effects of all of
these operations is disastrous. The
companies' names appear in the papers, but
never the name of the one ultimately
responsible.

DNR fish biologist Don Phares gives the
Shavers Fork another tem years at the
current rate of degradation. 1 seldom
disagree with Don and I know better than to
disagree with an expert, but I think Don was
much too charitable in his estimate. I don’t
thgrxkitwﬂlhathnlfthntﬂmo. Take a gander
at the following activities between Snowshoe
and U.S. Route 250; ,

1. Two logging -operations by separate
2. Lang Brothers strjp mine near Black
Run. Original appeal denied, later
overturned by Reclamation Board. New
permit approved, but subject to new
requirements. Doubt exists if final
approval has been made, but three
truckloads of coal have recently come
from there.

3. Construction of RR siding at same site.

4. Thermo-fossil Industries strip mine
between First Fork and Fish Hatchery
Run.

5. Joe Burford strip mine application.
Has this lapsed and what is its status?

6. Energy Enterprises strip mine permit
originally denied. Later granted by DNR
Director Latimer because of “lack of
evidence for denial.”

7. A new road is being cut in this area
into a level not covered by the permit.
Extends almost to river level.

reclametion mess left by the hop, skip,
and jump Irm of Reily Lreps Fuos e
9. New Era Resources is building a coal
washer. They were given a coase and
desist order by DNR, but they kept
building (pouring foundations. etc.)
anyway. No permits applied for. Four
acres leveled, drainage a mess.

10. Same outfit is supposed to be moving
a state road at their own expense. On

the spot observation shows the road to
be poorly surfaced and not in keeping

with currently acceptable forestry
standards.

¥ .
verlook

By Bob Burrell

Shavers Fork

Now add to the entire collective mess the
remains of over 30 years of unreclaimed strip
mines on Grace property, the secretive

substance it is correct.

5
1

information from Court House files. If you
Shavers Fork from this pyin please contact

enemy of the river, siltation, is a very grey
area not covered well by state law. We have
been pointing out this to the Director ever
since the current strip mine regulations were

B
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all
elsewhere. usually with a coal company, Now
that isn't so bad if it is for one of the largest
outfits tha! at least try to do a good job (Like
the Ohio Power Company's new plant on the
Tygart), but these :
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Editor

The Highlands Voice

206 Union St.

Webster Springs, WV 26288

Dear Friends,

1 just got around to reaching Nicholas Zvegintzov's
piece on Sugar Lane in the July issue of THE VOICE. It
was an excellent description of our local fight against
the strippers—really the very best thing I have seen in
print on it. | expect that the court battles will take a
long time. Both sides intand (I believe) to take it to the
Supreme Court. Your readers will have a good

JOIN THE WEST VIRGINIA
HIGHLANDS CONSERVANCY

We travel together, passengers on a little
spece ship, depanderrt on its vuinerable reserves of
air and soil; all committed for our safety to its

ADVANCE REGISTRATION AND BANQUET RESERVATION I

4

i

' Name

k4

l Address PO Bl T

;

¥ | will be taking one of the tours on Saturday, October 18, and | wish to reserve. ... propesal fer

F D msraxuummmmempnnmmmwm -y NS
current

l D | will not be taking a tour, but please reserve. . . ........ placels) for me at the banquet. Country

l ($4.00 per person) s

I D | will be taking @ tour, but | will not be at the banquet. ($1.00 per person) nh‘l‘ '

I Make checks or money orders payable to The West Virginia Highlands Conservancy. ’ “:

l Mail your check and the coupon to Charles Carison, Box 131, Charleston, WV 26321, wh 'm‘

4 BEFORE OCTOBER 13, 1975. September

i :

Mdnfmhlﬂ;.rﬁ.ﬁ!h,-
continue to cowver it.

Enclosed is $3.00 for a copy of the *‘Hiking Cuide to

CONSE= v ANCY HAS NEW ADDRESS

The West Virginia ‘lighlands Comser-
vancy has adopted a post office box for its
headquarters. All correspondence, inquiries.,
address changes, membership applications
and trail guide orders should be directed to:

West Virginia Highlands Conservancy
Box 711

Webster Springs, WV 26288

Pitisburgh: jean
Oakmont, PA 15139
Washington: Nick Zvegintzov; 1800
Connecticut Ave. NW. No. 3
Washington, DC 20000

vmmwuwnm-m |
Webstor Springs. WV 26288 .
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