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Conservancy Learns 

About Lobbying 
SHturciay evening's audience nt the Conser­

vancy's Mid-Winter Workshop recentl y concluded 
at Jackson's Mill were treated to a d ynamic and 
informative lecture on lobbying by a panel of 
experts. 

Rafe Pomerance. Congressional lobbyist for the 
national organization, Friends of Ea rth. opened the 
panel discussion by recounting some of his own 
experiences in the lobby business. Pomerance has 
been a lobbyist for conservation in Washington for 
several years. and his experience has run the 
gauntlet of dismal failure to spectacular success. 

Pomerance recommended to the Conservancy 
that successful federal lobbying relies on five 
factors: (1) concentrating on key committee votes. 
{2J maintaininJS gooo working ,·ulatitJnshiptt ~ h 
staffs of Congressional members. (3) propelling or 
slowing down committee votes on legislation. (4) 
joining with sympathetic groups for concerted 
action. and {5) neutralizing a hostile administration. 

Pomerance concluded his presentation by 
telling the Conservancy that groups on a state level 
provide a vital link between constituents and 
ConRressmen. Without the local groups. Pomerance 
said. national organizations such as Friends of 
Earth would be ineffective in lobbying efforts. 

David Grubb of the West Virginia Citizens 
Action Group, a youthful organization of consumer 
lobbyists from Charleston, advised the audience on 
how to deal with state legislators. 

The most important element of successful state 
lobbying. Grubb said. was input to legislators from 
constituents. The problem on the state level. 
according to Grubb. is getting consumer and 
environmentally oriented bills out of committees. 
Grubb concluded that organizations such as the 
Conservancy can have great influence on a state 
legislator because its members are willing to write 
letters to their legislators. Letters. Grubb said, are 
the best way to influence state legislators. 

The program concluded with a presentation by 
Ed Light. longtjme Conservancy member and 
chairman of Campaign Clean Water. Light advised 
the Conservancy that his most successful role in 
dealing with the state legislator is to serve as a 
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Congressman Ken Hechler and Dove Flkinton. 
January 24. 1976. 
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liason man between special inte rest groups seek;ng 
to influence the legislature. Light noted that he and 
his group ha ve access to government proceedings 
which enables them to find out when a particular 
biH 1s to be passed out of comm1ttee or ta b!ed. He 
can then alert interested parties to contact their 

leg1sla tors and attempt to influence their votes. 
The program concluded with questions from 

the nudjence directed to all members of the panel. 
After a Sl)ir\ted sess\on \astinR near\v an h our the 
enure a&sembi) aUJvu,·m:td for an 6verwJg of IOdkH, g 

music. 

What Makes for Successful Strip Mine Opposition? 
by lick Zvegintzov 

At the afternoon session of the Mid-Winter 
Workshop representatives of four flourishing West 
Virginia organizations attacked this problem and 
described how they view it. The speakers (left to 
right if you were there) : 

Ric McDowell. Save Ou r Mountain ( OM). Box 
573. Hamlin. WV 25523; Joe Hutchison . Cheat Lake 
Area Environmenta l Conservancy (CLAEC). Box 
881. Moraantown. WV 26505: Butch Fogg. Mountam 
Community Union (MCU}. 440 Madison St. . 

Fairmont . WV 26554: Joe Basilone. Ra ndolph Count 
Strip Mine Resistance {RCSMR). 120 3rd St. . Elkm~. 

wv 26241. 
Where? SOM based in Lincoln County. 

strategically located to draw on Huntington and to 
march on Charleston. with feelers out as a 
s tatewide umbrella organization. CLAEC around 
Cheat Lake near Morgantown. MCU in Monongalia . 
Preston. and Marion Counties. RCS~ jn Randolph 
County. 

How lon1? CLAEC four years. the rest two or 

less. 
How many active memben? All speakers strass 

that you have to reach out to new members. When 
you get contacts. follow them up. If anyone 
volunteers. give them something to do even if you 
feel you could do it yourself faster . Actual hard<ore 
workers - MCU {which is also the widest in its 
activities) reports 60-70. the rest 5-10. 

Publlcationa? CLAEC- Cheat Area News. MCU 
- Mountain Journal. 

Maln Activities in the strip fight? SOM has held 
several marches in Charleston. a conference. and a 
fund and consciousness raising music festival. 
CLAEC is strong in contact with the State 
administration on environmental matters. in 
en~11ronmental an t:t lysis of their area , and in 
rommuni1y p~rticipn\ion via their newc;;pa per MCU 
is particularly s trong in legal resources (one lawyer 

en retainer and severa l others on call} and in umon 
and social rights politics. RCSMR tries to keep 
informed on all mining activities in Randolph Count\ 
ond has prepared leaflets on most SMA's as the\ 
come out (sometimes there a re just too manv to 
handle} . MCU ond RCSMR have offices so that the-v 
ha ve a local focus distinct from their active 
members' homes . 

Acthities beyond strip fights? CLAEC and MCl3 
-yes. an and all commWlity activitie 1n the1r area 
OM- no. but would like to. RCSMR - no. by design . 

01ber successes and recommendations? SOM 
"Cse the media! Hang each public action on some 
'gimmick'. \r\' rite and prin t the press release in 
ddvance. hand it ' ready to go· to the journalists. 
with pictures . Remember that your legislators 
maybe don 't know anything about the issue. They'll 
appreciate explanations and briefmgs. Also 
remember: the leader must be the servant of the 
group.'' 

CLAEC: " We' ve had most cohesion and action 
when people feel threatened by ~omething 

specific." 
MCU: " We're pri!paring a handbook on how to 

fight your local strip mine.·· 
RCSMR: " We had unexpected success with the 

local paper in Elkins. Mark Morgan. one of the 
authors of the Center for Science in the Public 
Interest report 'Enforcement of Strip Mming Laws·. 
came to town - we took him around and introduced 
him. The paper did two in-depth articles on the 
report and its fall-out. " 

Tbe envelope, please. So what does make for 
successful strip mine opposillon. 

And the answer is: ALL OF THE ABOVE. 
Success Wlll come not from any one of these 

activities. fine though they a re. lt will come when 
we can integrate all these resources to bear on an't' 
problem as it arises and when we can coordinate all 
thes(~ strate~ics into one phased campaign over thtt 
long haul. 
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Clearcuttina One More Time Overlook 
I know you are just dying to know 

what else can be said about clearcutting at 
this late date. but it has struck the 
over looker that there is much in the 
subject that has been overlooked. 
Everyone knows what a clearcut is by now 
and most know that the Monongahela 
National Forest was the center of a great 
legal controversy that ended up in the U.S. 
Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals. 
Contending that clearcutting was a 
violation of the Organic Act of 1897. 
conservationists. under the leadership of 
the Izaak Walton League. challenged the 
Forest Service and obtained an injunction 
against so doing. The appeal was heard 
and upheld and the Forest Service has 
announced it will not seek further appeal. 

To many conservationists. this was 
balled as a great conaervation victory, but 
the feeling was not unanimous. One 
prominent conaervation organization 
called the decialon and outcome the most 
diaaatroua thtn1 to happen to coDMrvation. 
ADd then many. Including thia over looker, 
were P""lecf by tbe entire matter. One 
thtnala for certain aDd that Ia DO ODe, even 
the moat ardent clearcutting oppoaent, 
dreamed m the extent of the final outcome 
and the ramillcati0111 it iDcurred. 

Much bae beea wrtn.a aboUt the 
decision. but the trouble ia, few people 
bave read both point& of view. AI pointed 
out in an early Overlook, we 
cOD88rva tioniata talk mostly to ouraelves 
and read only article& aimed for C8J1D8d 
audiences (e.g., '1'be Beautiful, Incredible 
Monoqahela Decision'' by Brock Evana 
and Gordon Robinson in the October iaaue 
of the Sierra Club Bulletin). Most of us 
have at no point in the controversy been 
able to see the merit in both sides of the 
ieiUe. 

For a starting point. let us look very 
simply at what, in effect, the decision has 
done. It has not prohibited clearcutting; at 
least permanently. Rather. what it has 
done is to postpone the practice to some 
inevitable day in the future. Let's face it, 
few serious conserve tionists view the 
National Forest as a pickled. permanent 
reserve of grand trees. static in time and 
where the biologic facts of life such as 
deatlland diseaee never occur. None of us 

j ~the entire MNF as wildemess. now or 
, in the future. Instead we have defmed 

certain strategic areas for this purpose· A 
purpose - one of several that National 
Forests serve. Another is to provide 
timber. Once we accept the matter that 
most trees will be. indeed must be cut to 
rtraintain a healthy forest, then we need 
only agree att to how it is to be done. What 
makes us so damned certain that our 
grandchildren will be any happier with 
clearcutting than we are because in effect, 
the decision postpones the cutting of 
today's trees to a time when our 
grandchildren will have grown to love 
them? What's worse. practically the entire 
forest will mature a t about 1he same time · 

and be ready for the ax aU within a 20 year 
span. Haven't we been screwed enough by 
our thoughtless forbearers to leave such a 
legacy to our own heirs? 

The Forest Service argues that they 
must clearcut sometimes and in some 
places because there are many worthwhile 
species of trees that are shade intolerant 
(scarlet oak, yellow poplar. black cherry. 
etc.) and require significant open areas in 
order to generate. Opponents of 
clearcutting argue that they object to a 
woodlot being managed for a particular 
species or few species. They say that the 
variety of the Appalachian hardwood 
forest is being narrowed down to favor just 
a few species. The trouble with deciding 
today what species is important and what 
we should be concentrating on is that we 
have no idea what species will be 
important to our grandchildren. Supposing 
that some future genius, in an attempt to 
combat the energy scarcity, finds that he 
can produce and distill methyl alcohol by 
some technically easy and cheap way and 
the wood that pves the highest yield is 
beech! Bvery ranaer who had ever aerved 
on the Monouaahela would tum over in his 
grave with an audible IJ'OBD because at 
the preMat time, we can ... lit& worth 
for tiUa apeciea. I can rauember my uncle 
teWq me that when bia father cleared the 
land for his boiD88tead, they bad no idea 
what to do with the walnut trees and they 
simply pushed the four to five foot wide 
loss over in the ravine! 

There are many other questionable 
effects the decision bas had or will have, 
particularly on economics which are 
beyond the scope of the present Overlook, 
but there are a few other things we should 
view. Since most of you have been exposed 
to the reasona why there should not be 
claarcutting (and most of these revolve 
around the .. it looks like hell" aspect), I 
will dwell on some of the reasons why 
there should. The clearcutting ban has 
resulted in some local sawmills cuttinJ 
immature stands on private property that 
are not ready for harvest. But this is also a 
failing of the sawmills. Today they lack the 
mobility they once had. Perhaps our forest 
products researchers ought to be devising 
methods and equipment that can be moved 
to the mature sites easier. 

And perhaps we should be looking into 
the future more. We can predict that the 
pressure on future Forest Service 
guardians will be even more inten~e than it 
is now. The forests have been managed for 
better quality trees and this has resulted in 
forests of high quality that are 
approaching maturity. The closer that 
maturity becomes. the more awful will be 
the pressure in the future to make the 
clearcuts of today look no bigger than 
divots on a golf course. As coal. timber, 
and water become more precious, 
economics will demand instant exploitation 
because economics is not concerned with 
real future. When Washinston oo.decid9s 
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they have to have more water, they will 
take it and they will take it from our 
Potomac headwaters: when the eastern 
seaboard needs pulp or timber, they will 
take it from the Monongahela. A huge 
population of trees all the same age will 
make it the first choice. 

And what happens when the Arabs 
get tired of playing games with us and 
when we have discovered that we have 
sent too much coal to Japan? Well tree 
farming for energy is not too hard to 
imagine. The first such farm is likely to be 
a ready made forest, especially a public 
one. 

As for wildlife. not a great deal is 
found in the mature. virgin forests . As 
trees reach maturity. undercover dimini· 
shes due to shade intolerance and 
overbrowsing by deer and other animals. 
These species decrease as do many of the 
species of birds that nest in the 
understories. Wildflowers change and a 
certain sameness is seen botanically. 
Wildlife variety is achieved by the 
occasional rotation and clearing of theae 
ma jeatic tracts. What is the right balance? 
Can we not permit controlled clear cuttina 
at all? If we can, how much and where! 
Hopefully, \he conaenatlon\sta ol the 
future can provide thU kind ol.fnput as a 
check and balance on tbe pressure to saw 
it aU. Maybe more thouaht should be liven 
to the economics of a particular arowing 
site. Realistic costs of timberina AND 
reforestation and reseeding of haul roads 
should go into the price. If the land is 
below the economic margin for the timber 
it produces. then obviously no timber 
should be cut there. Unfortunately. no such 
distinction is CW'rently used in most 
forestry practices and this is why the 
Mower Lumber Company can make a 
profit on red spruce on Shavers Fork, they 
simply do not have to meet the costs of 
restoring the land to its former shape. A 
taxing situation placed upon lands such as 
their's would sharply curtail not only land 
and stream abuse in that area. but would 
encourage better quality forestry. If the 
land after restoration can not at least meet 
the price of what has been produced from 
it. then it should be left alone. 

Possibly the terrain should be taken 
into account for deciding upon methods 
and locations of clearcuts. It is known that 
the most serious pollutants on the upper 
Monongahela. Gauley. and Potomac 
watersheds is siltation. It is also known 
that fewer haul roads need be constructed 
on a well planned clearcut than are 
required for selective cutting advocated by 
many conservationists. On a given terrain. 
a properly planned AND supervised 
clearcut results in very little siltation to a 
clear stream, even after frog-strangling 
cloudbursts~ If the U.S. Forest Service can 
conduct a clear cut in such a manner. it is 
difficult to understand why private 
foresters working on their own property·· 

(Continued on Page 8) 
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New RiYer Can Still Be Sayed • • 

Tbe New IUYer, tboupt to be the aecoad oldeat river 
In the world, caa atiD be aaved. 11ae Federal Power 
Commlaalaa bullcaaed a put pumped atoraae project, 
lnvohbla ~ dama wblc:b woulcllaudate 4C,OOO acrea of 
laad ud over 70 mllea of •tatudbaa river ba Vlrabala 
ud ~ Carellaa. A year a10 we tried to •t c-.-
to block ... •···.., ....... dt• .............. .. 
wild ... ec:eU: rlt• atataa. 'l1le aa.a ..... C. wlttH 
a•tac ...... W8 .... aallle ........ tM aiCIIIUJ 2/3 

••I• Itt .. w1a a ftle • 1M aa.e ••· aldwc .. we did 
........ 1. lty ., ........ - ............... . 

...... ••••• ......... rltWI' .......... ..... 
Gow• ... el ay ..... cu WtMJDiat ... Sacretuy of 
latulal" to baclade-oftM atate'a dven ID tile aatlaaal 
wOd aadacalc river ayat ... proftdad the river II ...tby 
of lac:J.Iaa. Gaven• llalabaUMr of~ Carellaa bu 
requeated laterlor Secretary Tbomu Kleppe to Include 
the river In tbe national ayatem. Secretary Kleppe Ia 
atudylq the requeat ud Ia awaltba1 commenta oa the 
environmental Impact wblcb laterlor has circulated on 
the proposal to Include the river In the national wUd and 
scenic river system. Please write to Secretary Kleppe 
before March and ur1e him to protect this river. In 
addition to the areat environmental dama1e. the social 
coat of the project would be enormous as several 
thousand people would be forced to move &om their 
anceatral homes. Write to: 

Secretary Thomas Kleppe 
Department of the laterlor 
Waahlapon, D.C. 20240 

Sead a copy to Prealcleat Ford ... 

The New liver • a. 
beautlfal river flowlaa tbnap a ludacape of puturea 
aat1 waoded biiWdea with maplflceat mou•talaa In the 
bacl...-d. It would •ale u exceDent addltloo to our 
aatlaaal wOd ud acealc river ayatem. 

-Environmental Policy Center 

• DespHe 36,000 w 

The vvelfare of this entire nation i 
ordered the development of all c 
do just that, in keeping with env 
remain unchallenged -be they 

To help break away from the tyranny of a band 
of..,_kl, Washington hll catted for the devel­
opment of additionaJ lit• for the production of 
hydrcalectric power, i.e., the generatton of 
~dtybywatetpower. 

ttw. n very, very few remaining In America. 

n.r. it one excellent, u~ site on a 
aegment of the New River-a river that runs 
thrOugh Weet Virginia. Vtrainia and North 
Carolina-where- propoea to develop the 
Blue Ridge Project 

This eegment it not without 10m1 attractive­
~· HoMver, it il parelleled by 111 mites of 
highway, crollld by 47 bridge~. contain~ two 
cllml and nests two large induatrial plants. 

Whf .. the riwr il cteer and unpolluted, it is not 
.,.acutarty b6ologlcllty PfQductiw. llttle rec­
I'Mtionel u. ia made or it. though it ia .. ny 
~ 

· n... .. eome of the re11011 .. why the u.s. 
DepMment of the Interior could not propoae the 
New Atver • "wUd and ec.nic" when, in the 
mid 1•a. it -.rched the country over for any 
wttfch could PQISibly qualify under the law-
In fact, lt*ched Itt lilt to ICCOtnmodate 850 
IUCh rMtra. 
The New In North Carolina wu not one. 
E111ntillty, at1 that would be needed to have the 
New AIYer contribute to Ameriea'a critically 
n11ded energy auppty would be two large dams. 
Behind them would be created two beautiful 
llkee in a lovely mountainous setting. 
Sunounding them would be new State parka, 
and other recreational facilities, fllturpllling 
.in MStheticl and value the present, limited 
eccommodlliotw. 
Alfllback 111882 . .. 13 k)ng years ago . .. 
Appejachilll'l Power Company, Pl'1 of the AEP 
Syatem, began Investigating the possibilities of 
a hydro and pumped storage project, and 
applied for 1 licenae in 1866. 

Then the Federal Power Commission- a body o' 
eJCperts expressly created by the U.S. Congress 
to investigate and decide such matters-went 
to work. 

Its hearings were open to everyone from 
anywhere. 

Though this was realty 1 Virginia project, wtth 
aU of the structures kx:ated there and only 'h of 
the lakes in North Carolina, ablotutely no one 
with any Interest .. . from the al~ht to the pro­
found ... waa prevented from interven•ng tn 
the proceeding. 

Pro and con, they came in droves. 

In over nine years of work the FPC expended 
40,CXX» man hours and amiiMd 7,500 pages of 
sworn tlltimony- allaubJICt to cross~ 
examination. 

Again and again it reope~aed the proceedings to 
hear from envi~iltl and conservation· 
ists. the Department of Def.-. U.S. Senators, 
the lzaak Wilton L-out. the Interior Depart· 
ment. groups or private c;tizens, the Environ· 
mental Protection Agency, three St.te Govern· 
menta, Highway Departmenta, private industry. 
two Farm Bureaus, coun1y executives, and 
ecologists. 

The Project wa designed, revised and modtfted 
to assure 1 minimum of .overae lmpact and a 
maximum of beneftt to the atr, the water, and the 
people. 

Evety conceivable altlfnative ... including no 
hydtoelectnc ptant at all ... was stud ted to 
exhaustion. None better was found toextst. 

Three different times the Prniding Admtn tstra· 
tive law JUdge, wt&h no personal att.chment of 
any kind. recommended licensing. Only to have 
the FPC reopen.._ case aoatn- partk:ularly for 
environmental maHera. Only to have it conclude 
that the adverse effects would be "more than 
balanced by the envtronmental benefits 
created" . 

. . ... ' .. . , ·····~···· .... .... ~. , ...•...•• , ... ... , ...•...•....•••.•.• •... ,.~· ·· ··· 
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rorth of Advertisements 
This two-page ad appeared Jan. 2r), 1976, in The 

Washington Post Cost - $16,fXXJ. It also appeared in The New 
York Times. Cost -- $'20,fXXJ. 

• 
S endangered by an energy shortage. The White House has 
Jur energy resources-and Departments of Government are trying to 
ironmental standards. No selfish group which stands in the way can 
privileged elitists or a prejudiced press. 
F1nally, the Commission found . .. unanimouety 
... that the proposed 1,800.000 ktlowatt 81~ 
Ridge ProJect, estimated in 1973tocoet$430 
miUion, ia badly needed to help satisfy the 
power demands of the 1980's. 

Blue Ridge: 

- will coneerw our national reeourcea by 
coneurmng no oil.nd g81. 

- will provide emergency reeerve power tor 
the East Central region of the United St11 11 

- will provide 180,000 ~er•feet of flood con­
trol capacity~rsed by the U.S. Corpl of 
Engineera-where none exiata today. 

- will aasure water benefits downetr..m 
where, to improye recreation and tithing. 
the rn,e, ttow is periodically in need of 
IUgmlntation. 

- will vMtty incr ... the recf'Mtion81..-.. 
tiel of the area. turning it into one of the 
molt appetlting sites in the Eall 

- will facilitate the economic development 
of cMprllllld Appetachia. 

- will consume leu fuef than eny .vailabte 
alternative means of generation. 

No project with theM monumental benefitl to 
ao many Is ewr without eome degree of impa 
on some indtvtdual famtlies. Evidence tt.­
d~SPiaced by Federal heghwaya. brtdgel1 tun­
nels and military installations. 

So. to mintmtze or eliminate any hardship to IN 
588 fam•h• affected by the Proiect. we willingty 
offered to do"' toflowing: 

... pay fully for their present hotdings. 

. . . pay for a relocatiOn adv1sory MMCe. 

... pay for their new dweUings. 

.. pay all tncreased tnterest rat•. 

. . pay clos1ng costs. 

. . pay tor thetr mov1ng 

. . pay for any loss 1n personal property. 

And we will periodically report the success of 
our efforts to the FPC. 

And 10, a license was granted-effective 
January 2, 1975. 

The sum of the benefits to the American people 
WMIO demonstrably great that the Blue Ridge 
Project won the support of the Stees of Virginia 
lnd West Virginia. the Federal Power Com­
lrlisaton, the Federal Energy Administrllion and 
t.r abc long yura ('87 to 73)-until a mysterious 
NYeruJ-the State of North Carolina. 

Many North Carolinians fully favor the project. 

But. it il not welcomed by an affluent few. They 
lhudder at the thought of intrusion by outsiders. 

They t\8\te decided to resist the needs of this 
nation . .. to ignore the President's call . .. and 
to ... the privileged ..... quo by killing the 
Blue Ridge Project 

Twice they tried in the U.S. Congress. Once with 
1 rider on the Rivers and Harbors Bill. 

They failed. 

Once they actually tried to have this tame, this 
bridged and dammed river-along-the-highway 
made a component of the untouchable National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers System . .. a flagrant 
perwnion of an Act ot Congress. They failed. 

Ironically, not one word of criticism of these 
actionl appeared in the press. 

And now .. . THE STING! 

Although the people of North Carolina w111 
benefit substantially from a strengthened power 
supply, our gift of 3,U> acres hand-picked by 
North Carohna for a lake-front State park. 
recreational facilit ies valued in the mill.ons. 
and participation in a construction payroll of 
over $125,000,000 ... the influential eritists are 
about to euchre them out of it w•th a tricky 
scheme. 

American Elec~ Power Company, Inc. 
2 8to~. He. Yon City, N.Y. 10004 

Incredibly, North Carolina officials would cir­
cumvent the U.S. Congress by having a limited 
stretch of the New River incorporated into the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System . .. by 
administrative decree. 

Just enough ot a stretch to block Blue Ridge! 

One editorialist took the bait. 

He publ ished the elitist pap that the Blue Ridge 
Project would contribute to the energy short­
age(!) and asked Interior Secretary Thomas S. 
Kleppe to participate by using " bureaucratic 
resolve" in naming this r iver wild and ecenic. 

One might have expected pause, reflection and 
even the aking of a few penetrating questions 
about benefitS to the people .. . and to the nation. 

And now i t looks as though The New York Times 
has been taken in, too. 

Its editorial, orchestrated on the aame theme, ia 
a classic example of what fN8ry cub should 
avoid: 

1. It breathes nary a word about energy short­
• or PYesident's mandate, but derides a 
needed hydroelectric project. 

2. It writes no syllable about the 13 years of 
study or the 7,500 pages of sworn testimony, 
but hands down 1ts own ill-founded JUdge­
ment. 

3. It calls the Blue Ridge lakes " ugly reser­
voirs", but avoids the experts' words that 
they'd be areas of great beauty. 

4. It speaks of environmental "enormity" . but 
not of the Commisaion'a conclus1on that the 
detriments are more than bal.nced by all the 
envtronmental benefits. 

5. tt c ites "severe economic problems" . but not 
the great ecooom1c gains due to parks and 
recreational-residenhal-commerctal com­
plexes where there 1s now only a depressed 
area. 

6. It talks of "drown" ing the land, but not of 
scenic lakes, boating, or fishing. 

7. It points to "displacing close to 3,000 ~ 
pte". but not that they'll be fully cared for 
and repaid. 

8. It chortleaover the North CarolinaA111mbty 
vote to put the New in the acenic riwrl ays­
tem, but never once asks, ··-., could h-. 
Influenced such a vote when meny peep. In 
the proiect area haw stated they emphel­
catly oppoee 111y such designation ... .net 
especially since the net effects of Blue Ridge 
on North Carotina will be beneficial?'' 

9. It writes of "costly surplus energy" r..n. 
than of needed power more economicllly 
generat.d than by any other available · 
method. 

10. tttaUca of "aJtematMnourcea", but not thlt 
thole alternative eourcee were ltudied to 
exhaustion and found un~~CC:ePtable. 

11. It cries out that the r iver will be ''ucrificed ... 
but not that the Commisaion stated the riYW · 
will not be eliminated; 150of its220mil•wUI 
remain in its free-ftowing state. 

12. Finally, it succumbs to asking Secretary 
Kleppe to take part in the scheme by Incor­
porating the New River into the Federal 
system, without mentioning that it Ia not­
as it must be-primitive and inacceuibl& 
Nor that it will be far more recreational, Md 
more scenic for more people under the 
Blue Ridge Project. 

We f ind this unbalanced journalistic preeenta.. 
tlon outrageous. 

We f ind this b iased at1empt to influence a newly 
appointed Secretary distasteful. 

The whole truth-in case some have for~ 
-ia f it to print. 



lest Virginia and Washington: Clean Air T~l lii~III~S l1ic1 
'1111 

Ameodmeota to the Clean Air Act are currently 
before Coqrea. W•t Vlrslnlana have two epeclal 
reepontlbWtl• to the reet of the nation in thle 
matter. 

Pint. IDOit of the dirt In the air comn from 
bumlna thiqe. and W•t VlJ'Iinla 'a foremoet 
lnduatrlal NIOUJ'Ce II coal for bui'Dinl. Second. the 
two commltteee of Coqreu bandllna thete 
amendmeoteare both chaired by W•t Vlfllnlan•­
Jenntnp Randolph of the Senate Committee on 
Public Worb and Harley 0. Staaere of the Houee 
Committee on Interetate and Foreip Commerce. 

So do your bit for your State and your nation by 
wrltlna to theee two and hittiq eome or aD of these 
points: 

*Support "non~earadaUon". Tbla prohi­
bita the titinl of maior polluHD& facllltin In 
national parke and wUdern•• areae. 

*Support "excne emillion penaltln". 
Thll requlree companln which do aot lnetaU 
antl-pollutloo devicee accordlna to their State 
echedule to pay an administrative fine. Thie 
prevente a company from 1alninl a 
competitive ed,e over ita more co•u•cl•tioua 
competltore by delayiq It• purchaee of theM 
devtcee. 

*Oppo~e .. lntel'lllitt•t controle" and .. taU 
etacu··. 1bia le a hadicrou plan loved by 
electric caaapan._ for buJidtn1 very taU 
IIDOke ltacb ud then meeeUI'iq pollution at 
the bottom. 1bia Daturally worb ae 1oq ae 
the wiDd II blowtq north. eouth. Mit welt, or 
aDy direction but down - but of coune the 
JeDeral atmoephere aD around II no better. 

At the bqiDDIDI of December I wrote on our 
behalf to both Randolph 8Dd Sta ... re. 

Diu I••• '•f•'l~r 
Oa •••• el tM w ... VIII' '• n .. 'mt. 

C.u ••crf•• ,, ........ _c• n•t• 
•lllalla ... Cie•AirActcwa....,.JI .,_. 
CJ ..... 

lint. .. 8fJ&er::ll11 ,._ ecthr a 
cr ' 1h ... ... r1pat ••Air Q.lllr ... 
ltadJa.., I••• 1 ' rhr c.ata.r•. ftle 11 • 
b .. ...,.., ... cu.-a.._..._ ............ _. 
••••IIIII tMt we ...... Jill liM «• 1cracy a a 
W\FJIJI'tal III:IJIJ. s.c.... .. .. ,_ ... .. ..... 
lataa*t•t c•llel •t•&r 1 ... tal llacb • 
_,..... ... • _...._, IIIJI8f. Tal liMb 
._.,_...,._,,ln'hrtr••• n••t ... ..._ 
,_ ..... lehe 1 ....... JI .. IITI Itt tal' I al ... 
1 ....... ,.._ ,_. JaN ... fl1b .. '' I It a 
~-... at a .... -~-· ............ , ... - .. 
feet. ............. ~-··· .. ·-... We .... 
.... ... ,_. IIJIIII ........ Ill ... ..... 
•••lr I ... ,. Ia ... aiTIIII~IIe ... ... ••an•• II •rr 11 Ia Ill c•n leal ca JIUIIhr 
(P. all} ... tM ..... II II carzl .. late r••• 
aplcllllwal _. reenltfJral •- [P. IM). 

we ... ._ •a• A•n• llectrlc .... u. 
.... tt aL.t.- I .. I .. 1--1 ... AC •·DIY u • c•:llllaa 1w 
....... - ...... (Jad..aa• w ... Vlrwlala coal]. 
• we •• daat AlP llae aay real ._._ 
.............. pNIIIII ... It .. a pabllc ..., 
...,... ..... a fair rate of ntwa IJI' PI'O¥WiDI 
•• •Ice ... , •a··· ........ .., paWic policy. 

'I1IIN. .. -·liM ... , ..... , .......... 

t'lt rll Jlllltla air .. ..., .... NCreatleaal anu 
-=II • Na.._al Pub, wa.lea 11111, etc. We ..... 
,.. .. rs•t •1ftl ID _. ratlaer larp •••­
acreq• 11r ... •• pnlect ... We ... e 1M •·r••• Mlp,.. Mft 1M- w_. Vlrpdaae Ia 
4u'ratt.a na•tala ana Ill' ncnatlea ud 
w1Maarr1 l•• ._,.,.., Ia tlae fatcan Ill' Natleaal 
P.te). II ..... be a low blow te Appaladal••• -
.................. _ .......... - .... lae .... 
1M Wletaa r...- -If we were d-Ied ciHa air ID 
_. rec:raatt.•l ...... .ty IMica- .. caaaot 
•••• tM ••-- acrea .. of a Yellowet•e or a 
Grad ea.,_. 

Wlda ............... IUCCIII aJU1 wledom Ia 
,... ....._adeu. •c.eay (etc.] 

1be moet lntereatins thins that baa happened In 
the coal and clean air debate recenOy is the 

fly lklllw .... IIM 

w ...... , .. Ike PresWe•t 

publication of a report of the Commerce Depertaa•t 
Technical Advilory Board on ''Sulfur Oxide 
Control Technolot~Y"· Tble report pointe out that If 
power companln will waeh the coal at the mine lite 
they can meet current effective eullur poUution 
limite with northern Wnt Vlfllnlan coal without 
further equipment. 

Coal waahiq (called .. beneftclatioo" lD thla 
report) relin on the fact that a lot of the tulfur in 
coal cOilliate of IIDaD perticln of pyrite (P.S2) 
much denier than the coal itlelf. Tbla cu be 
removed by cruahiq the nm-of-the-mlue coal and 
waahin11t in a solution in which the coal floata and 
the pyrite einb. This lea we. about 1 'It eulfur which 
Ia chemically bonded to the coal rather than mtqd 
ln. but waehed coal aieeta current IP A replatiou 
for sulfur content for aU but etpedaDy polluted 
areas such ae New York City or Loe Aq ..... 

The report contaiDI an intereetiq table of 
where the waetea would ao. A 1000 Meaawatt 
power plant uaiq borthern W•t Vll'llnla coal (for 
comparllon. the John AlDol plut near Clarle.too II 
2900 Meaawatta) produce~ about 800,000 tau of 
alb a year. If the plant leavee the IUllur In tbe coal 
and waahet It out of the etack 1a- It will produce 
In addltioo 400,000 to 500.000 t0111 per ,.., of 
lluct,e (depeDdiq oa the exact proportloD oiiUlfur 
removed). If it-. waeMd coal It wtllleev. 7m.OOO 
tou of refuae at tbe lite ol tbe •••Mn1 plmat 8Dd 
oaly 185,000 tou of ub at the lite fll tbe power 
plot. The coal w01 ...t caJ"M~t ~ for 

-·--- --==-- == c ......... .... 
-~~·s s 
Pl? a& ... 

.......... ", 

.......... ~ .. , ........ ........ 
-. ................... -· .-e-. ........... . ........ , .. , ••.•. c. -...., ........ _, 
,...,.._, ...... ,.. .__., ___ ) ..... ............ _,.. ................. __ _ 
,.. ................ _... .............. . .... _....., ..................... - .... 
........ _ .. --- ....... _ ..... a- •• :'::. ............ _, ___ ..,...,. ,. ......... .................................. .... '-' ..................... . . ....... ,,_.. 
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eulfur emilllaa without further procettiq, or lf 
the plant lilt can meet ltandarda for .. new" planu 
(thoee etarted 11Dce1111) by waeblq further eulfur 
out of the etack 1a-.leavlq 155,000 tone of eludJe 
per year. 

The ateel companlee for technical rea1001 and 
the coal exportere for tranaport coat rea1001 
currently waeh their coal. but moat power 
companln don•t. preferrin1 to petition IOY8I'IUDeDt 
for continual pMtponemente of the air pollution 
requlremeate. The publication of this report will 
undoubtedly be lnDuentialln cballlinl UU.. 

Waahiq of coalmakee a lot of MDM. It avoids · 
traM))Ort coste. It provldn the poatbility for · 
dlfPOI'nl of the non burnable parta of the coal rilbt 
blck In the hole the coal wae dq from. But It poMt • 

problema back In the coal-produciq area. It ahlftl 
the pollution problem from the air around the power 
plant to the water around the aaiDe. (The new plant 
on Shaver' a Fork ita coal waeher. and CoDMrvancy 
membere have reported rumore of future waehere 
on other favorite etream.) It providae new 
opportunltlee for caUoua eafety hazarda euch ae the 
Buffalo Creek Job pile. 

My pei'IOD81 opinion II that coal waabiq II a 
1ood option in ftahtiq air poDutioa. But ae Weet 
Vifllnla ~ta we are r•poallble for makina 
eure that .. do DOt eubektt• cleeD air In 
Wubiqtoo 8Dd a.ltimore 8Dd PlttaburP at tbe 
expe~a• of dirty watar 8Dd thnateaed IMI up 
here. 

"W If* 11' I 1r ·----...-- --......., .. , 
:a~-c::::. = ....... .......-= =:.::·-:.· ... ~ --., ... to' I , D.C. _, .............. _ 

,...,..,..,...-......, ..... , ...... ........ ., ---............ 0. b&Q- dr ..a ~Mi ........ . .__..,__a..&-•MU.-.... ....._., _______ ,..,_._ ... ,..._ 
I -.a..., '-'• ._ •-·~ _._ .. lllll ,..,. • 
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T~e Case f• Laad Use Ca1trel 
lty Cll•rles C•rls• 

Mention land UN coatrol aDd th1a it an auwer 
you may weD receive: .. Tbi• il my Iandi It 11 pajd 
for! I pay the taxee on It and I wW do with It aa 1 
plea~e!" All well and 1ood. if one owu a whole 
valley. or a complete County, aa the caee may be. 
and there are no people down stream that one•• 
water flows by. or no one within reach of the air 
that flow. paet one 'a property . 

To quote the Indian: "My land? No one owu 
the land. no one owne the air above. it It for 
everyone to UM and enjoy." 

We must underetand our population Ia ever 
increatinl and our usable land Ia faet decreasing 
Ae it now atanda land uae Ia toward apeculati~ 
development without future consideration. lndua­
trial development Ia for the employment of the 
populace without much thou1ht toward the bann 
done the environment. BeUeve it or not the 
Environment is really the governing factor of our 
good life. and must be taken Into cODJideration. 

Land uae control should be directed toward the 
good use of our land. a good life within an open 
countryside and not a last ditch stand against urban 
sprawl and speculative development. A system of 
lnduetrtal plant site location must keep ln mind the 
least effect on the Environl!l8llt, lncludina proper 

ditpoeal of the refule from the plant. An obfective 
evaluation of lake bulldiq and etream dJoedliq 
ehould be undertaken nationally with emphalil 
beiq on human and environmental valun and not 
on epeculative ambltlona, eqlneertna feate or pork 
berrell projecte. · 

There muat be a ahift of budaetary prioritin 
from the conatruction or super hilhwaye and 
uaeleu dams to education. 

A aood Job for the Corpe of Eqineere would be 
a shift from etream dredalna and dam build.iq to a 
sood eyetem of 18Wale linea and treatment planta 
over the entire nation. It would keep them buay for 
the next twenty yean, it would co.t 1- and the 
money would be well spent. and it would help with 
the employment altuation. 

Urban eprawl muat be controUed and planned 
to prevent our natural world from diaappearlnglnto 
a world of ahettoa. deprivation. disease. con.-tion 
and a noisy meaalopoUa. Zonlns of land areas with a 
stipulation toward how each area is to be used Is 
the only practical aoluUon to the dilemma of our 
time. Land uee planning and control is an absolute 
neceeslty if man is to survive with a aood life of 
rural values. of apaclouanea. aunllsht. wind and 
darlmees. and freedom. 



lil~la1~s Voice 
I 7 CBC Committee Reports on Wilderness Addition 

In the part of the Cranberry Backcountry 
by Lick Branch to the North. Little Rough 

to the South. FS Route 76 to the West. and the 
outh Trail to the East. we found 4 clear cuts 
1969) along Lick Branch. A dirt road 

rsects the Rough Run Trail about 2 miles from 
Cranberry River. 
The area contains abundant wildlife. 
"Day-users" as well as backpackers visit the 
in the winter. 

The area should be included in the Cranberry 

For three days. Dec. 28 to Dec. 30. t 975, I hiked 
th two friends on: FS Route 76 from the Cranberry 

_. ...... .,round to Pheasant Hollow Shelter. Rough 
Trail. par1 of the North-South (Red and Black) 

and the Lick Branch Trail in the Cranberry 
~:kc~ountry of the Mononaahela National Forest of 

Vlrslnia. We backpacked in to Note Branch 
we camped juat above FS 76. 

Prom obaervationa made while hiking oA the 
.....,,. ... trail• and FS 76, we found two clear cuts in 

by Bruce Jarvis 
Report .on the Uck Bruch· lou1h Run 

Section of Cranberry Backcountry 

the area passes several beautiful rock formations 
topped by spruces. 

During our three day trip we sighted three 
deer. several hairy woodpeckers. nuthatches. and 
chickadees. We also noted the tracks of wild turkey. 
grouse. deer, squirrel. a weasel. and numerous 
smaller mammals. 

The area is apparently well frequented by 
people, too. We followed footsteps in the snow along 
FS 76 and each of the other three trails. When we 
arrived at the Cranberry Campground. two vehicles 
of outdoorsmen were leaving. Two days later as we 
returned to our car, we saw a camper parked in the 
Campground. 

On Monday. Dec. 29, and Tuesday. Dec. 30., we 
saw a pickup truck and a .. Blazer" drive rapidly 
along FS 76 past our campsite on Note Branch. The 
vehicles entered the Backcountry in the morning 
and left in t~e evening and at noon on the 
respective days. The occupants must have had keys 

to the locked gate on FS 76 at the Cranberry 
Campground. 

The gate on FS 76. incidentally. has two locks: a 
key to either one is sufficient to unlock the gate. One 
lock is a USFS lock. The other is an unmarked 
''Masterlock". 

We found the Lick Branch- Rough Run area to 
be enchantingly beautiful and deserving of inclusion 
in a Cranberry Wilderness proposal. If the clea r 
cuts along Lick Branch cannot be included in such a 
proposal. I suggest that the northern boundary to 
the addition be drawn along the ridge just North of 
Note Branch. northeast to the Lick Branch Trail at 
the 3600' contour line. Such a boundary would 
exclude the clear cuts and yet shield the rest of the 
area to the South from any future logging activity 
along Lick Branch. 

I do not believe that the logging road which 
crosses Rough Run Trail should necessarily prevent 
that area from receiving Wilderness designation . 
There are several Wilderness Areas with similar 
roads in them. The Shining Rock Wilderness in 
North Carolina, which contains roads, for example. 
was established by the original Wilderness Act of 
1964 . 

eection of the Backcountry between Lick Branch 
Little Rouah Run to the South; between the 

antMtl"l~ River and part of the North-South Trail 
the East. There are also two more clear cuts on 

northem side of Lick Branch. The clear cuts 
apparently made in 1989 and referred to as 

Run timber sale" in the Cranberry 
•(:kcount:ry Guide. 

WildiHe Federations Yow Court Battle With New Era 
lty l•lly Fr••k, 1•••• l•ter~•••t•l• 

Betides the clear cuts. there is a dirt road 
~riUla.l p1'81ume) which intersects the Rough Run 

at the 3400' contour. about 2 miles from the 
....... _ •• , River. I do not know where the road 

•a•[Js to the Southeast nor to the North. I would 
..u~a•• that the road proceeds northwest to the clear 

on Lick Branch. because the road does not 
.......... the North-South Trail. This road may be the 

alona the bottom edge of the two clear cuts 
llouth of Lick Branch. The road has replaced about 

mile of the Lick Branch. The road has replaced 
bout one mile of the Lick Branch TraU. The road in 
u .. 'nnn probably be&ins on FS 76 and leads up 

1Ht1~hla" Run, crosses RoUih Run Trail. and leads to 
clear cuts. The Cranberry Backcountry Guide 
tione an old (ca. 1950) logging road on Birchlog 

un. 
Lick Branch. Note Branch. Baldwin Branch. 

nd Roush Run all maintain a lively. "clear" water 
. There was no obvious evidence of siltation in 
of these streams. despite considerable runoff 
precipitation durin& our visit. We hiked along 
Branch one day after a two inch snowfall 

The type of trees along the Rough Run TraiJ 
from predominantly tulip poplar. yellow birch, 

oak along the Cranberry River through hemlock 
red plne to apruce. black cherry. and beech at 

upper end of the Trail. The North-South Trail in 

II•• Assa1lt 01 laci for~ 

If the Department of Natural Resources grants 
an operational permit for the New Era coalwashing 
plant at Cheat Bridge on Shavers Fork. the West 
Virginia Wildlife Federation and the National 
Wildlife Federation will take New Era to court to 
prevent operation of the plant, according to WVWF 
vice-president C.A. Phares. 

Speaking at a recent public hearing in Elkins 
concerning the issuance of the controversial 
coalwashing permit. Phares said that the WVWF 
had notified both Governor Moore and DNR 
Director, Ira Latimer. that the Wildlife Federation 
would take legal action if the permit is granted. 
WVWF President. Dave Brantner. stated that "We 
(WVWF) have never gotten into any controversy 
with the state government in the past over strip 
mining operations. but we felt the time had come. 
We felt it was necessary to take safeguards to 
protect the Shavers Fork." 

Phares was only one of 42 persons to make 
statements at the public hearing. Of those 42, 31 
opposed the coalwashing plant while ten favored it. 
One man was neither for nor against the plant. 
(Read Bob Burrell's complete statement at the 
hearing elsewhere in this issue) . 

Chairing the hearing was John Hall. head of the 
Water Resources Division of the DNR. Hall, as chief 
of the division. is the one who will decide whether or 
not to approve the permit application from New Era . 

Four representatives of New Era spoke at the 
hearing. Each indicated their belief that the plant 
will be non-polluting. that it will bring money and 
jobs into Randolph County. and that the plant is 
small and of "proven" design. One of the New Era 
spokesmen presented a petition which reportedly 
ca rried the names of 800 supporters of the project. 

The Back Fork of Elk River is threatened Ed Reno. Executive vice-president of New Era . a 
again with siltation, high water and disruption Kentucky firm, pledged that "New Era will keep the 
of its watershed by strip mining. The culprit plant properly maintained ... " He also invited critics 

in the audience to come to Cheat Bridge to look at again is the S.S. ' ;Joe" Burford company, 
the operation . 

once a reputable construction firm in West In response to Reno's invitation Mill Creek 
Virginia. At statte this time is a 276 acre resident Ed Devine remarked. "It seems kind of 
mountainside, part of which extends over a strange that some people are still deciding whether 
ridge onto the drainage of Tygart River. there's going to be a coal-washing plant. and the 

The area of the proposed strip (SMA 1792) folks from New Era are saying 'Come see us!"' 
is around the headwaters of Coalbank Fork of Unimpressed with New Era's reasoning was 
Back Fork, located about 3~ miles northwest Andy Kidd of the DNR's coal refuse and dam control 
of Monterville off W. Va. At 15. The new division. "The runoff on the haul roads alone will be 
application is directly opposite a controversial enough to destroy the Shavers Fork." he noted. 
Burford operation, now closed, on Hewen Fork james Meadows, a superintendent working for 

New Era said ··t invi te these people to come up and 
of Back Fork. 1'11 explain to them how it will work. I invite all the 

The application also calls for stripping on people who have questions about this plant to come 
the Tygart River watershed near Stony Run, a up and see it ." 

tributary of Elkwater Fork. Three small Leslie Rathbun. Jr .. who has recently gone into 
tributaries of Elkwater Fork would be affected the coal business himself. said that he had toured 
directly by the operation. the New Era site and "a man who has been in the 

The new application by Burford is the business for more than 20 years" assured him that 
latest in a long series of stripping operations on pollution was already washing into Shavers Fork 
Back Fork. The present application is one of from the plant site. 
the largest ever sought for the small watershed Contractor Roland McQuain noted. "I'm the 
of this once outstanding trout stream. one thuf s makins the mess they're all complaining 
-------~ ..... ...-pi~J..-~~---... ... ......... t•hvv.t.. .\Y.hfi'(l.. YQ\1, b~ ilrt q ~ouse yo'! have to ~aka a .• 

mess. You clean it up when you're done. but you 
have to make a mess." 

Former strip miner Jeff Nuzum remarked, "If 
you just want a job and a place to live. I think you 
would be better off to go to Ohio. We want a 
beautiful state where we can hunt and fish and 
have clean water.' ' 

Beverly resident Truman Daniels said he has 
" lived here all my Ufe. Wages for the people- that's 
what we're looking for.' ' 

Jackson Bennett of Elkins stated. "For God's 
sake. save something for my boy and my 
grandchildren and the generations to come. Don' t 
sell us out!" 

A decision on the New Era application is 
expected from the DNR early in March. 

BRIEF STRIPS . . . . 
The Richmond District of Raleigh County is a 

high plateau, largely agricultural. between Beckley 
and the New River. The Better Citizens Club. which 
has built a community building and organized a 
medical clinic there. has also fought strip miners to 
a standstill. DNR Director Ira Latimer has visited 
the area and has promised that no new permits will 
be iSBued pending the outcome of a suit in which 
coal operators challenge the Director's legal 
authority to delete whole areas from further 
stripping. 

Early in January White Ridge Coal Company 
dropped four pending applications totaJling 854 
acres. White Ridge President George A. Dunham 
told the Raleigh Register: "We expect to submit 
other permits in the Richmond District - you bet. 
We have extensive reserves in Richmond and our 
intention is to mine ttie coal." 

The Better Citizens Club said: "The residents of 
Richmond District will continue to oppose any 
further applications that are filed and we're 
counting on Director Latimer's word that no new 
permits will be issued until the court case is 
settled.·· 

Glad you asked? After several vetoes of 
Federal strip mining bills the U.S. Department of the 
Interior issued its own draft environmental 
regulations for mining of Federal coal (mostly strip 
mining in the west) . "Reclamation" is defined as 
" the process of returning affected lands to a stable 
condition and form consistent with their pre-mining 
productivity and use" . 

So fa r so good. Here's how they explain the 
phrase "consistent with" in this defmition. "{lt) is 
intended to express the concept that post-mining 

' rehabilitation effor1s should be addressed in the 
fi rst instance with reference to the pre-mining 
condition, but that actual reclamation measures 
and post-mining conditions and uses are properly 
considered. approved, and executed pur uant to the 
operative provisions of the regulations and the 
approved plan of operations.'' 

If this means anything it is this. "Reclama tion" 
is the term applied to the state of the land after 
tn1ipin8. h~wf,)v~r ~w!ul. .. .. , , . : = ; ' · ';: : • : 
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Vlrtbda will be a ..._of four IJIDpoel• tot. held 
at Potomac State Collep of Weet ViriiDia 
Univenlty In Key.er durina the sprlna -..ter. 

'nunne for the pi'OIJ'aml Ia "IDei'IY 
Development and the Quality of lJfe In Weet 
Virginia." Whlle much diaculllon hu been devoted 
to the technological detaila of enefiY utillution, 
conae"ation, and production In Industrial. 
commercial, and governmental circlea. Uttle 
emphasia baa been placed upon the effect of 
changing patterns of energy usage and production 
on quaUty of life. 

Noting this void. three Mountain State 
organizations have Joined forces to pl'888nt a aeriea 
of symposia devoted to di8cuaaion of energy and the 
human condition. The aeries ia sponaored by the 
Keyser Rotary Club and funded by the West 

The Readers' Voice 
Wll~er1ess Sports Sells Maps, 

Does llot laie T'e• 
Mr. Ron Hardway, Editor 
The Hilhlanda Voice 
Dear Ron: 

Just thouaht you miaht want to correct the 
impression lfven by the information in your 
Christmas ShoppinJ section conceroi.nl the mapa 
sold by Wildemeas Sports: that the mapa are 
publiahed by WUdern811 Sports. 

I ordered the Cranberry Backcountry set · 5 
mapa, $8.00. 

What I received were 4 mapa - the U.S. 
CeoloPca1 Survey topoarapbic mapa for Weblter 
SpriDp, WV. Weblter SpriDp, SL Mlqo, aad 
Marliqton .:ton (Lobelia .:tor wu m&Minl 

althouah Uated on my iDvolce.) 1.- you probably 
mow. the MIDao and Marllntoo quadraq)ee were 
doae iD 1823 and are oa a differeot ecale from tbe 
otben. aDd all of tbe mape are available klcaUy for 
a amaller price. 

Ia addiUoa. Wilderneea Sporta cba,... a 
abipplq aad baodllq cha...- of St .25. 

SlDcerely, 
Mra. Howard R. Guest 

808 Peoples BW.Idtna 
<llarlestoo. WV 25301 
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Vlfllala Ccwnmittee CID H•-nltlel uad Public 
Polley. AD Pf'OINIDI wiD be held Ill the 
Clurch-Mcl(ee Arta Center at Potomac State 
Collet•· 

Past WVHC premdent Dr. Robert BurreD will be 
a panel member for the first sympoeium, .. Bnern 
and Social Evolution In West Viralnia." to be held at 
7:30p.m. January 29. Other leaders Include Dr. Ruel 
Foster. Dr. William Miernyk, and Dr. Ronald 
AlthoUI8 of West VIJ'Iinla Unlveralty: and Dr. 
Richard Ross of Davia and Blkins Colle1e. 

"Enersy and West VirJinia'a Social Values" 
will be held at 7:30 p.m. February 26 and will 
feature Dr. Perry Gresham. president emeritus of 
Bethany CoUe1e: Harry Caudill. Kentucky attorney, 
author, and noted strip-mlnlna opponent: Dr. Ruel 
Foster of Weat Virginia University: and Prof. Later 
Beavers and Dr. Trevor Owen of Potomac State. 

01erloak 
(Continued from paJe 3) 

can't do the same thing. At any rate. 
siltation prodqction is an extremely 
important factor and one that should be 
given more thought by the squirrel 
shooters (and there is not a thing wrong 
with shooting squirrels: its just that I can't 
understand why hunters, who ao oppose 
clearcutting, can't give a little thought 
a bout fishing habitat). 

Many other reasons why clear cuts 
are necessary could be aone into, but I 
hope this is enought to give one the idea. 
We are faced with a atroq timber lobby 
that would like to see the National Foresta 
run as timber farma. We aee the necessity 
of timber production. but we aee other 
equally important 11188 aa well, It will be 
8888ntial that we balance auch a lobby. but 
in order to be effectiw. we mut counter 
with more thouptful pl•aa. The reeult of 
the Mon0111ahela deciaion could weD apur 
the htahly heeled timber lobby to push 
throuP a law much wone than tbe 
situation we now have. 

I've said it before and I'll aay it aaain -
this overlooker baa no reaaon to aaip 
ulterior motives to the Forest Service, One 
profesaional forester to whom I offered this 
responded with ··vou haven't met many 
employees of the F.S.". That Ia true. I can 
only apeak for thoae with whom I bitve 
dealt locally. but it ahould be pointed out 
that we ba ve in the CoDI8rvancy a few. a 
very few. loud mouthed. arroaant. 

COISERVAICY - - _ .. _ 
OFFICERS 

Preaident: Charles Carlson. Box 131: 
Charleston. WV 2~21 

Vice President: 
Hi1hla nds: Lowell Markey: RFD 11. Box 
99-A: keyser. WV 26726 
Charleston: Nick Lozan&. 1020 Groacup 
Awe.; Dunbar. WV 25064 
Pittsburgh: Jean Rodman: 32 Crystal Dr. 
Oakmont. PA 15139 

Watblqton: Nick Zvetlntr.ov: t8UO 
Connecticut Ave. N. W. No. 3 
Watbiaatoo. DC 20001 

Tntftaurer: Arthur Foley: 670 Gordon Dr.: 
Charletrton. WV 25314 

Secretary: Stauffer MiUer: Box 568. 
Moorefield. WV 26836 

Voice Editor: Non Hardway: 206 Union St. . 
Webster Sprin~s. WV 26288 

Rivers Chairman: Bob Burrell: 14J2 Western 
Ave.: Morgantown. WV 26505. 
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••1aeru aad Culture Ia We.t Virllala'' will .. 
beld at 7:30 p.a March 25. ~nblp wllliDclude 
Wilma Dykeman, noted AppelacbJan writer; Dr. 
Ruel FOiter ud Prof. Jack Welch of Weet Virlbda 
Univereity; aud Scotty Wi81t, W•t Virpnia potter 
and art educator. 

New WVHC member Dr. Gordon Moo of 
Potomac State CoU.,.e will moderate the fourth 
proaram ... The Bnel'l)' Cnau: We~t Virainfa's Hope 
and Despair.'' to be held dW'inJ the coue,e's Barth 
Week at 7:30p.m. April a. Featured will be S. David 
Freeman. former Ford Foundation BnerJY Policy 
Project Director; Dr. Edward Shaw. University of 
Kansas; Rev. Richard Austin, Presbyterian minister 
and former aide to Coqreasman Ken Hechler; Dr. 
Ruel Foster and Dr. William Miemyk of Weat 
VirJinja University; and Dr. Otis Rice of West 
Virginia lnatitute of TechnoloJY. 

self-serving members, also, and I would 
sure hate to see the Conservancy judged 
solely on the basis of them. We have by far 
many, many dedicated and serious 
members to warrant that kind of a 
reputation. So it is with the F.S. Every 
organization gets it share of defects and 
warts. 

In the past few years, this overlooker 
has found the F .S. to be one of the most 
responsive government agencies with 
which we have to deal. When the 
clearcutting controversy first erupted, 
personality clashes unfortunately domi­
nated the scene, emotions were the rule 
rather than reason, and many became 
committed to irreversible courses of 
action. I am convinced of one tbiq, if the 
clearcuttiq controversy bad ariaen de 
novo today with today'a pollcies and 
per&ODD8l on the acene. both in 
conaervation and the Poreat Service, the 
escalation would oever have bappeued 

.. aud the .. beautiful. incredible MODCJD8a­
bela decision" would never have been 
Deeded. 

CIISEIYAICY 
PUBLICA DOllS 

1. Dolly Soda. Manaaement Propoeal and trail 
,Wde. lncludea areas adlaceDt to the Dolly 
Soda National Wllderneea Area. 1SW3 edition. 
75 paaea. 4 mape, 8~ x 11. 13.25 
2. HWna Guida to the Monoaaabela National 
Porett. A turvey of bikina aad backpackiq 
traila in the Mcoqabela Natloul Foreat. 
Include. 88DeraJ lnfonaatioo OD uae m the 
MNF and an ._, on winter campiq Ia the 
Mon0111abela. 1174 edition, 151 pqea, 1 
..... S3.25. 

Tbe Couervancy no looser puNish• aDd 
no back coplee are available of the Otter 
Creek TraO Guide. For lnformattoa on ue of 
Otter Creek National Wilde.,_ Area 
contact the U.S. Po,..t Service. <lleet Dlatrlct 
Ranaer. Pai'IOIUI, WV 26281. 

A new edition of the Cranberry Back 
Country trail aulde aDd maDqe~DeDt propoeal 
Ia now Ia preparatioo. Watch future iuu• of 
TilE HICHLANDS VOICB for publicatioll date. 

Cop6ee of Dolly Soch and H•ldna Guide to 
tbe Mooooaabela NattoaaJ Forest may be 
obta1Ded at ooe-third dt.count to m,._ aod 
chabe. Addre. lDqulrlee CODCei'DIDa wbole­
•le orders to Bnace Sundquist. 210 Colleae 
Pan Dr .• Moo~ Pa. 15148. • 

Addre. aU other traU aulde orden to the 
addreu below. Make checb and ID008Y 
orden payable to WVHC. 

Trail Guides 
c/o West Virginia Hishlands 

Conservancy 
Box 711 
Webster Sprinss. WV 26288 


	00001
	00002
	00003
	00004
	00005
	00006
	00007
	00008

