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Reflections on Spring Review

By Frank Young

As coordinator for WVHC Spring
Review 1991, i have a few reflections
1o comment on; some pleasant, some
not so.

The barking dog during the Bob
Gates film “In Memory of the Land
and People™ and the evening Corridor
H discussion was a terrible distrac-
tion. Although it wasn’t my dog, 1
apologize,

The outings were apparently suc-
cessful, exciting and satisfying. My
group's climb of Seneca Rocks (in-
cluding two-year-old baby Maier) was
accomplished with some huffing and
puffing and much exhilaration upon
finally reaching the top (actually
reaching only the overlook some 200
feet fmm the top, for me, the wimp).
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. Anmd the canoeists were lale

. Saturday evening; buteven
‘later that usual this time. Frankly

had become worried that they’ d en-

countered serious misfortune and was
quite relieved when Sayre and Jean

Rodman showed up about 8:30 p.m.
and told us that the others were on the
way. -
I appreciate those who encouraged
me o try to relax, particularly Satur-
day. As the day wore on, I wore oul.
1 enjoyed the Spring Review under-
1aking (no puniniended), but the worry
of room assignments (which were not
all the same for both nighis), the fi-
nancial constraints, and concern that
outings be constructive and satisfying,
was exhausting.

Although I'm not volunteenng
immediately, doing another one would
probably be easier. It's sort of like
having a baby — the first one is most
difficul; after that you lecam they
don't break.

_ After 9am, Sundny.i{allfe.llon

rat's when she ook over. For me, il
was down hill from there.

But the most 1 BCCOMm-
plishment of the weckend was the
‘casiest. About noon Saturday 1 be-
~came concerned about the threaten-
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1 became concerned that rain, and
thunderstorms, or whatever could play
havoc with canoeists, hikers, and the

evening revelers at the campground
pavilion.

If the weather turmed bad, then I
was sure 1'd be cited as the one re-
sponsible for a generally lousy week-
end. If the weather remained grand, I
might be credited with having helped
accomplish a successful Spring Re-
view,

In a private moment, I raised my
hands skyward and proclaimed di-
vinely “Mother Nature and Father of
all that's ours, hold off the rain for 24
hours.” That was al noon Saturday.

noon. Bul, really, that power wasn’t
mine. I'd simply purchased it from a
gypsy at a flea market for $1 several
years ago. 1'd always had doubts about
her gmmncgm. 1 hadn’t really put

" But don’task me 10.d0 that irick

again. The power was only for 24
hoursand | used wall onMay4 and 5.
And 1 haven't seen that old gypsy
since. Word has it she has gone to that
greal gathering in the sky;
someth
hghmmg on a sunny afternoon......7

Seriously, thanks o all of you —

Summer meeting to look at
environment in coming decade

Tom Rodd and Norm Steenstra
« are cooking up another extravaganza
to help us focus on long-range (well,
sortof long-range — guessit depends
on how you define the terms —
sometimes thinking about the day after
tomorrow seems like long-range
planning) goals for the environment
and the future of West Virginia.

“1992 - 2002," a summertime dis-
cussion on the Environmental Move-
ment in West Virginia— What now?
is set for Sawrday, July 20,9:30 a.m.
to 7 p.m. at the State 4-H Camp at
Jackson'sMill, near Weston. The day
is sponsored by the W .Va. Environ-
mental Council and Mountaineer
Policy Institute, anewly formed “think
tank” in Morgantown.

Panels, small groups, and a ple-
nary session will focus on where we
wanttobe in 1992 and what wecando
to get there, plus where we want 1o be
in 2002 and what we can do to get
there.

Questions posed for the day in-
clude:

Where will W.Va, be in 19927 In
20027 What are the economic trends?
Political trends? Demographics?
What are our options? What will our
friends and opponents be up to? What
can we do now, and over the next
decade, to get where we want o go?
What can we learn from other states?
How do we build for the long haul?
What are we going to do in the 1992
elections?

West Virginia Highlands Conservancy Summer board meeting will
be piggy-backed with “1992-2002," on Sunday, July 21 at Jackson's
Mill. More information on the Sumiger meeting in June.

Tom and Norm promise “provok-
ing presentations from a stellar spec-
trum of academics and activists,” but
wam that it won't be what it should if
YOU don’t come.

For now, mark you calendar. To
continue oreceive information (even

.if you're not sure you'll be there) put

your request for information about
“1992-2002" Conference and your
name and address on posticard and
send il to MPI, 264 High St.,
Morgantown, WV 26505.

Plans at present are to bring sand-
wich makings and drinks and picnic
and talk, rather than buying meals at
the camp. To stay overnight at
Jackson's Mill, call them now di-
rectly at 304-269-5100 for reserva-
Lions.

For more information contact:

Tom Rodd, Mountaineer Policy
Institute, 304-296-8611, or

Norm Steenstra, W.Va. Environ-
mental Council, 304-346-5891.

g about being struck by

Carroll Jett for reminding me of de-
tails and for engaging Bob Gates and
the eastern panhandle crowd; Mary
Wimmer, Larry Miller and all who
participated in the Corridor H discus-
sion; thanks to Bob Gates who helped
shed additional lighton an area we've
realized all along was an environ-
mental abomination — the strip-
mining of coal.

Thanks to Cindy, and especially to
Pat Riffle, for patience when 1 was
inept. Thanks to treasurer Tom

bﬁnhadforwrmngchechum

(Financially, I'm glad to report that
the weekend was affordable and rea-
sonably “within budget”.)

Thanks toall the others whohelped
and especially thanks to all who at-

tended. Attendance was higher this-

time than at any Spring or Fall Review
I recall.

Would I help do it again? Yea,
probably about 1999. Someone said
there’s abig resort near White Sulphur
Springs. 1 wonder if they have a
campground, $35 rooms, and $50
cabins. 1'll call and ask.

Starting off the climb at Senaca Rocks.

June Voice Deadline:
June 5




Page 2 — The Highlands Voice, May 1991

. ﬁ‘m the heart af the mountains —

by Cindy Rank

A New Language

Pulting together remarks for an carth day symposium this year, | realized that we've reached a
plateau in our attempts 1o clean up the earth. We've come a long way over the past iwo decades,
but we seem 10 be stuck on a level far short of where we need (o be.

1t’s true that public awareness of environmental problems in the 1970's was nowhere near
what it is today. And everyone now acknowledges (at least publicly) the need to do what is right
for the environment. Newspaper articles, academic studies, political campaigns, advertisements
of all kinds, and even job titles these days remind us of how concerned we are, how aware we are
of the environment, and how intent we are about doing the right thing.

No, today the question is not whether or not there are problems, or whether or not we have 1o
do something to correct them. The dilemma we now face is one of evaluating those problems,
defining our responsibilities and choosing the most appropriate solutions, -

And yet, as hard as it was to recognize the problems in the first place, it's even more difficult
1o deal with the solutions. We seem to have reached a point in time where our technical, legal and
political skills have advanced light years beyond our ability and willingness to fully develop our
moral and ethical responsibilities to ourselves, o the earth we live in, and (o future generations
who will depend upon the earth’s resources.

We can hardly speak about these responsibilitics without sounding (0o pious, naive or
unrealistic. And that, I believe, is the heart of the problem.

The language of moral and ethical responsibility is too fuzzy, too vague, not defined or
specific enough to be considered valid or practical in our advanced and specialized socicty.

And yel, we need to take and speak this language seriously. Our incredible and ever-increas-
ing power 1o influence and effect the world around us demands that we hasten an honest account-
ing of our actions, goals and beliefs.

‘On the one hand, we talk as though the earth, air, and waler are basic (o survival, as though
meyaren\nlal hfewppmsystan

We have any number of reasons for doing less than what is required to protect this life-support
system, The most convincing ones usually center on money and cost.

The crass use of threats of job loss and economic collapse are arc economic blackmail, pure
and simple, but I believe our problems run deeper than that. 1 think even the more honest
representatives of business and industry are ill cquipped 10 assess the true value of the resources
we're dealing with. I think we all are only beginning to leam that the true cost of doing business,
or even of just existing in today's world, goes far beyond any monctary measures,

We've been following the wrong path so long we’ve lost our way. We've let ourselves be
trapped into using inappropriate tools to measure values. While it's true that there have been
valiant efforts over the past several years 10 equaie the value of a lost or damaged resource in
terms of money, this is a dangerous trend that will only fead us deeper into that trap.

What is needed is a fundamental change in the way we think. We can no longer think of the
earth, air and water primarily in lerms of money, and we can’t be embarrassed or ashamed (o say
s0. Economic arguments will never fully or adequately argue the case for the environment. The
sooner we realize and accept a new language of values, the betier off we’ll be.

The health and well-being of the global ecosystem is itself at risk, and cach time we allow our
activities to weaken that support system, we lessen our chances of long-term survival.

1f all this sounds fuzzy, vague and unrealistic, it may be because we have yet 1o allow our-
selvestolhml:mdmmmso[mythmg higher, decper, ormrelong—lenmhmecmn
ics and money.

The human race may be thousands of years old, and we may have developed our technical
skills light years beyond what anyone could imagine even fifty years ago, but we still act like
little kids when it comes o pollution. We may think it takes far too much time and energy 1o
clean up our rooms, but what an amazing amount of imagination and brainpower we're willing Lo
expend on devising ways Lo hide the mess under the bed, or explain why the mess is there, or
reason our way out of cleaning it up today.

It’s impossible to ignore how preposterous and inexcusable il is that a society with motivation,
imagination and money enough 1o create that technical wonderland of weapons used during the
recent war in the Persian Gulf is unwilling to put an equal amount of effort into preserving the
life of the earth through conservation, cutting back on consumption, limiting our own greed.

I believe in the old adage, “Where there's a will,-there’s a way.”
1 just don't believe that we've yet found the will to accept all that is necessary to spare
spaceship carth the disastrous results of our myopic shortsightedness.

Roster of &)l’ﬁcers, Board Members
and
Committee Chairs

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
PRESIDENT: Cindy Rank
Rt. 1, Box 227, Rock Cave, WV 26234, (304)924-5802
SENIOR VICE-PRESIDENT:
Vacant
VICE-PRESIDENT FOR STATE AFFAIRS: Norm Steenstra
1001 Valley Rd., Charleston, WV 25302, (304) 346-5891 (work), (304) 346-8924 (home)
VICE-PRESIDENT FOR FEDERAL AFFAIRS: Skip Deegans
Suite A 203, 1140 19th S1. NW, Washingion, D.C. 20036, (202) 797-6863 (w) (703)719-7388 (h)
SECRETARY: Richard diPretoro
264 High St. Morgantown, WV 26505, (304) 296-8963
TREASURER: Tom Michael
RL 2, Box 217, Lost Creek, WV 26385, (304) 623-3447
PAST PRESIDENT: John
6019 49th St., NW, Gig Harbor, WA 98335, (208) 572-4343 (work)

DIRECTORS-AT-LARGE

(Terms expire October 1992)
William P. McNeel, 1118 Second Ave., Marlinton, WV 24954, (304) 799-4369
John McFerrin, 1105 Tinder Ave., Charleston, WV 35302, (304) 345-5646
Carol Bradshaw, P.O. Box 177, Ranson, WV 25438, (304) 728-7281
Richard Wood, P.O. Box 648, Lewisburg, WV 24901, (304) 647-5130
Frank Young, RL 1, Box 108, Ripley, WV 25271, (304) 372.9329

DIRECTORS-AT-LARGE
(Terms explre October 1991)
Donna Borders, 1012 10th Ave,, Marlinton, WV 24954, (304) 799-4381
Geoff Green, Rt 1, Box 79-A, Burlington, WV 26710, (304) 289-3565
Sayre Rodman, 32 Crystal Dr., Oakmont, PA 15139, (412) 828-8983
Carroll Jett, Rt. 1, Box 22, Sherman, WYV 26173, (304) 273-5247
Perry Bryant, 1604 McClung, Apt. 202, Charleston, WV 25311
Brian Hagenbuch, 702 Eleventh Ave. #2, Huntinglon, WV 25701, (304) 525-4803

ORGANIZATIONAL DIRECTORS
KANAWHA TRAIL CLUB:
Vacant
NATIONAL SPELEOLOGICAL SOCIETY: Virginia Region: Andrew Reeder
P.O. Box 1355, Dublin, VA 24084, (703) 674-6501
PUTOMAC APPALACH]AN TRAIL:

32 Crystal Drm'.. Oakllld.. PA 15139 (4]'2) 828-8983
WEST VIRGINIA MOUNTAIN STREAM MONITORS, INC.: Craig Mains -
772 Weaver St., Morgantown, WV 26505, (304)292-3463

BROOKS BIRD CLUB: Mary Moore Rieffenberger

Rt 1, Box 253, Elkins, WV 26241, (304) 636-4559

KYOVA CHAPTER TROUT UNLIMITED: Frank Akers

1601 Sycamore St., Kenova, WV 25530, (304) 453-1494

'SAVE OUR MOUNTAINS: Andrew Maier

509 Jefferson St., Morgantown, WV 26505,

MOUNTAINEER CHAPTER TROUT UNLIMITED: Louis W. Schmidt

Rt 1, Box 109-A, Bristol, WV 26332, (304) 783-5345

COMMITTEE CHAIRS
CANAAN VALLEY COMMITTEE: Linda Cooper Elkinton
Rt 5, Box 228-A, Morganiown, WV 26505, (304) 296-0565
MINING COMMITTEE: John McFerrin
1105 Tinder Ave., Charleston, WV 25302, (304) 345-5646
PUBLIC LANDS MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE: Sayre Rodman
32 Crystal Drive, Oakmont, PA 15139, (412) 828-8983
Donna Borders, 924 Second Ave., Marlingion, WV 24954
PUBLICATIONS COMMITTEE: W.E. “Skip" ans
Suite A 203, 1140 19th St NW, Washington, D.C. 20036, (202)797-6863 (w), (703)719-7388 (h)
AIR/WATER TOXICS COMMITTEE:
Vacant
RIVERS : Donna Borders
1012 10th, Ave., Marlington, WV 24954, (304) 799-6865 (work), (304) 799-4381 (home)
EDUCATION COMMITTEE:
Vacant
MEMBERSHIP DEVELOPMENT: Frank Young
R 1, Box 108, Ripley, WV 25271, (304) 372.9329
WYV SOLID WASTE COMMITTEE: Carroll Jeu
Rt 1, Box 22, Sherman, WV 26173, (304) 273-5247

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES
Pat Riffle: Membership Secretary Mary Pat Peck: Voice Editor
P.O. Box 306 36 Meade St
Charleston, WV 25321 Buckhannon, WV 26201
(304) 768-8961 (304) 472-3049

The Highlands Voice is published monthly by the West Virginia Highlands Conservancy, P.O. Box
306, Charleston, WV 25321. Articles, letters to the editor and other information for publication should
be sent o the editor, 36 Meade St., Buckhannon, WV 26201.




LETTERS TO THE EDITOR
ighting the LCS/Chambers dump

Dear editor:

Not only is West Virginia tar-
geted for new prisons in order to
house Virginia and D.C. criminals
but now it has come to my atiention
the Lorton, Va. dump is soon to be
closed and I'll give you three
guesses, the first iwo don’tcount of
where all the METRO WASH-
INGTON trash is to go?

That'sright, you guessed it, Ber-
keley County, W.Va., if LCS/
CHAMBERS DEV.CORP. hasany
i say in iL In other words, “THE

GARBAGE STOPS HERE.”

My association with the citizens
group, the Eastern Panhandle Citi-
zens Against Out-of-State ‘Waste
Inc. has been the most enjoyable, if
not frustrating, time in my life, as
we learn about politics, big business,
corruption, and public apathy.

Recently we leamed from our
many contacts throughout the re-
gion, and as it was reported in the
Fairfax Journal (Va.), the LCS/
CHAMBERS dump in Hedgesville
ishigh on the list to receive the trash
generated by millions of folk in the
D.C. METROarea, (including many
congrcssmcn who nmdc tlmr.)

ﬁrsuoscumuomcg,arbagebamns

it has since become popular for
east coast municipalities to send
their garbage via 18-wheel trucks
todump on a very environmentally
sensitivearca, North Mountain and
it's inhabitants.

The LCS/CHAMBERS dump

"has withstood total community op-

position, unsafe roads, and obvi-
ousenviro-hazards winstall a state-
of-the-an MONEY MACHINE,
just pay for your tonnage, dump
your garbage, and don’t worry il
the localsdon’t like it. Don’t worry
about the known hazards of pollu-
tion to the Potomac River, Chesa-
peake Bay, and residents’ drinking
water. Wrong again Mr. Snyder
and Mr. Rangos, we will not get
over it and we won't forgive you
for doing it o us.

We, the citizens of the Eastern
Panhandle, have strongly opposed
this project from the first day we
heard of it (five years ago), only to
have it forced down our collective
throats by a state water resources
board in Charleston who failed to
do the necessary groundwork and
ignored citizen input in granting a
permit that wasn't even applied

Class B permit which limits reluse

tonnage to less than 10,000 per
month back in Sept. "89, but was
mysteriously granied an unlimited
tonnage permit, also called a Class
A, without even a local public
hearing on the issue.)

Our group will continue to
monitor, report via newsletter, and
strongly oppose this quasi-legal
dump until it’s operation is halted.
We will continue to support DNR
director Ed Hamrick for his con-
tinued efforts 1o have the Berkeley
County Solid Waste Authority do
their job of siting a Mega-dump in
their own county.

We believe the good people of
Berkeley County and the state of
West Virginia do not deserve to be
dumped on by out-of-wasteshed

Our SECOND. ANNUAL
EARTH DAY EVENT is set for
Sunday, April 21 from 2-6 p.m. at
the Hedgesville High School,

please plan 10 atiend and join us in
celebrating

environmental aware-
ness for the eastern panhandle and
the state of West Virginia.
Very truly yours,
JolnlB Chrhm-

30‘-754-8505

nderlying values are the same

Editor:

In the heat of an environmental
battle, it is often easy Lo forget the
underlying reasons why an envi-
ronmental group is formed. The
battle takes on a dimension of its
own and the group’s purpose be-
comes hazy to many people. Per-
haps now is the perfect time to
clearly delineate the reasons why
environmental groups were formed
and 1o relate these groups 1o their
surroundings.

Throughout West Virginia's
history, we have been exploited by
outofstate lumbercompanies, coal
operators, and oil industries. These
companies did not care about the
desecration of the land, the con-
tamination of the water, or the ru-
ination of the air.

Most environmental groups
were formed to give input 1o the
common, everyday working man
who puts clean air, water, land, and
the protection of our mountains over
the promise of a short term reward.
Theenvironmental groups aremuch
like a union — providing a forum
for its members and fighting for
what is good for the individual as
well as the group.

In reality, the environmental
groups and the unions have much
in common: both were formed by

the working man to deal with work-
ing man’s problems; both mustdeal
on a day to day basis with those
people who do not really care about
protecting the working or living
environment of the people.

As the unions work for safer,
cleaner conditions within the work
place, the environmental groups
work for cleaner, safer environ-
mental conditions within the com-
munity.

Again, if we look at the history
of West Virginia, and in particular
the struggle of the miners at
Matewan 1o establish their union, a
common bond between the envi-
ronmental groups and the unions
can be established.

Mother Jones traveled through-
out the state of West Virginia
working for the union movement.
Today we have many people who
also travel the state working for the
environmental movement. The
West Virginia Environmental
Council presents a yearly Mother
Jones Award to the person who
most typifies the Mother Jones
spirit. This spirit is what links the
environmental groups to the unions:
the spirittounfailingly work toward
cleaner, safer conditions for the
people of our state.

As long as we live in a democ-

racy, the struggle of the union
movement will never end. The
union and its battles with Pitston
Coal, Rhone-Poulenc, Marshall
University's football stadium, and
RAC must remain upmost in our
minds.

As the RAC struggle continues,
so0 does the struggle to protect our
environment. Our groundwater is
in danger from pollution, our
streams are in danger from sedi-
mentation, our national forests are
in danger from indiscriminate tim-
bering, our air is in danger from
incinerator pollutants, and our soil
is in danger from erosion.

Wemust have aclean, safe place
to work. We must also haveaclean,
safe place to live.

Just as the unions have become
the guardians of our personal lib-
erties within the work place, the
environmental groups have become
the guardians of our personal re-
sources within our communities. It
is the joining of these forces that
make the difference. By working
together, in a democracy, we can
control our destiny.

William S. Doyle

Vice President

USWA Local 5668

Ravenswood, WV

273-9319

o
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UpdateS: " legal and regulatory

Submitted by John McFerrin

Mine subsidence rules considered

The Office of Surface Mining
(OSM), adivision of the United States
Department of the Interior, isactively
considering proposing regulations to
control subsidence damage caused
by coal mining.

Subsidence results when the rock
and earth on top of the coal collapses
when the coal is removed. This can
result in damage to water supplies as
well as collapse of the surface of the
carth and resulting damage to houses
and other surface structures,

The controversy has been going
on for several years.

Publication of new regulations by
the Office of Surface Mining would
resolve various issues.

1. Waivers of liability for damage.
When mineral and surface interests
were severed in the past (often at the

claims into the severance deeds. This
means that mining companies may
mine beneath these lands withotit any
liability for damage to houses, eic.
Many believe that this is prohibited
by the federal Surface Coal Mining
Reclamation Act of 1977 although it
is not completely clear.

In West \’lrglma, this ambiguity
means that in mamy cucmnm

etc. andreyumntumo thcccnun-y
waivers 10 protect them from liability
for any damage that might resalt.

New regulations could limit this
problem.

2. Exemption for longwall mining.
Many coal industry representatives
believe that subsidence to the surface
caused by longwall mining is exempt
from the coverage of the Surface Coal
Mining Reclamation Act. New regu-
lations would probably clarify that
longwall mining is not exempt from
the requirements of the federal Sur-
face Coal Mining Reclamation Act.

3 Water replacement. Under the
federal Surface Coal Mining Recla-
mation Act, mining companies have
an absolute duty to replace any do-
mestic water supply lost or damaged
by surface mining. Under the federal
law, this duty does not apply to un-
derground mining. Under West Vir-
ginia law the duty extends to both
regulations would probably extend
this protection of water supplies 10
other states,

There has as yet been no decision
on whether new regulations will be
published and what they would say.
Those interesied in having new regu-
lations published and offering sug-
mionsmwhanhcystmﬂdmmny
write:

Manuel Lujan Jr.

C Street, NW.
Washington, DC 20240

Irish Mountain appeal heard

The West Virginia Highlands
Conservancy and the Summers
County Chapter of Save Our Moun-
tains have been granted amicus curiae
(friend of the court) status before the
West Virginia Supreme Court in the
controversy surrounding the proposed
landfill for Irish Mountain in Summers
County. This will enable the Con-
servancy and Save Our Mountains to
present the Supreme Court with their
viewson important legal issuesraised
by that case. The Conservancy and
Save Our Mountains are being rep-
resented by Conservancy member
John McFerrin,

The controversy concems a land-
fill proposed for Irish Mountain, A
group of areacitizens, the Tri-County
Citizens for Irish Mountain, opposed
the landfill. The department of Natural
Resources denied the application for

ERO Landfill trial set

The legal case which the West
Virginia Highlands Conservancy filed
against the ERO Landfill in Mason
County has been scheduled for trial in
June 1991.

The Conservancy originally filed
suit under the federal Clean Water
Act in 1990. The Clean Water Act
prohibits discharge of water into any
stream unless the landfill holds a
permit for the discharge and the water
meets certain standards of cleanliness.
The ERO landfill does not have the

a permit, citing the lack of a leachate
control system and no suitable access
road to the proposed facility.

The Water Resources Board re-
versed the decision of the Department
of Natural Resources and approved
the permit. The controversy is now
before the West Virginia Supreme
Court.

The Conservancy and Save Our
Mountains have asked for, and been
granted, status as amicus curiae in
order o support the position of the
Tri-County Citizens for Irish Moun-
tain in the controversy and address
what the Conservancy and Save Our
Mountains believe are serious defi-:
ciencies in the procedure which the
Water Resources Board followed in
reaching its decisions.

A decision by the Supreme Court
is expected in late summer 1991.

required permit and the water it dis-
charges i8 far from clean.

Since the Conservancy’s original
action, the West Virginia Department
of Natural Resources has takenaction
against the ERO Landfill for violations
of the state Solid Waste Management
Act and the state Water Pollutions
Control AcL. The landfill has stopped
taking garbage although the site has
not been cleaned up and remains a
source of pollution.




Page 4 - The Highlands Voice, May 1941

WV-CAG's 1991 Environmental Scorecard

Delegale Party District #1 #2 #3 #4 #5 #6
Kenneth Adkins DTN R W R

Bill Anderson - 1) 16 R''R R

Percy Ashicraly D W R R R

Hob Ashley R 10 W WOOWORT W
CGicne Bailey D 20 W W R -

Bob Beach D 32 R R B

J. . Beane D KRR R

Paul Blake, Jr. B~ WU R R'W
* Larry Border R 08 W W W -
Bonnie Brown D 23 R R R W R W
Richard Browning D 19 TR SRR -
Brenda Brum D 08 IR RRSWER
Robert Burk, Jr. g It 08 W W W -

Ann Calvert R 23 W W W

John Campbell i o - W R R -
William Carmichacl R 11 W R W.W W W
Bill Carper D 20 WR W - -
Ramona Cerra 5] 23 R R 118

Chuck Chambers D 13 KRR

David Collins D 33 RYR W

Mary Pearl Compton DD 2R R B

Robert Conley R 29 W WW :
Delores Cook D vy TSN S R S
Stephen Cook D 32 R R R :
Charles Damron D 12 JUCR R A A
Tracy Dempscy D 16 W R R =
Vicky Douglas D a7 R R R W R R
Allen Evans R RE) W W W =
Larty Faircloth R 38 W R R

Joe Farris D SRR RW - =

Joe C. Ferrell D 16 W A R W A A
‘Ron Fragale D 3 R R R _
Floyd Fulien D 30 R R R W W W
Rrian Gallagher D 32 R R R R R
Ruth Goldsmith R RN A -

David Grubb 5] 23 R R R R R R
Donald [ laskins R 04 WoR YR

Iarry 1 lendricks b 16 W R ik

Paul 1 liggins D P =RECRE R -
RichardIlouvouras D 13 R R R - - .
Odell Hullman D 20 W R W W R W
John Hunwork P} 13 A=A AR ROW
C. Fartell Johnson D 2% W W W . s
Nancy Kessel v QRS SRR ¢ 4 ¢ S SR

Bob Kiss D 3 WIRR :
Charlotte L ane R 23 W W W W WW
Onis A. | eggent R 07— W W W -
Robertlindsey, Jr. D 02 R R R -

'!nm lfmimm 5} 24 W R W

House of Delegates
Enviro-Scorecard
Vote Key:

1. Solid waste (Committee substitute for H.B. 2802): Envi-
ronmentally damaging amendment by Delegate Louisos and
others to allow open buming of paper. Passed 50-49-1 (March 1,
1991). No vote is right.

. 2.Solid waste (Commitice substitute for H.B. 2802): Weak-

ening amendment by Delegate Riggs to increase from 6,0000t0
10,000 the population level at which comprehensive recycling
programs would be required in WV's municipalities. Defeated
22-76-2 (March 1, 1991). No vote is right.

3. Solid waste (Commitiee substitute for H.B. 2802): Weak-

~
R E S R E SRR E SRR R RAREERSAEEREELERRRRRRRE

ening amendment by Delegate Bill Carmichael 1o extend closure
dates for environmentally unsound landfills by twe years. De-

¥7 #R #9 “10__8-'2!":‘ Score

1991 Cum.

“Avg. 64 67

Delegate

feated 34-65-1 (March 1, 1991). No vote is right.
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4. Solid waste (Committee Substitute for H.B. 2802): Crucial
Judiciary Commitiee vote on an amendment by Delegate Moore
exempting McDowell County from mandatory local referendum
requirements prior to the siting and permitting of mega-landfills,
Passed 16-8-1 (February 27, 1991). No vote is right.

5. Solid waste (Committee substitute for H.B. 2802):
Strengthening amendment by Delegate Grubb in the Judiciary
Committee prohibiting commercial solid waste incineration in
WYV. Passed 11-10-4 (February 27, 1991). Yes vote is right.

6. Solid waste (Commiltee substitute for H.B. 2802): Weak-
ening amendment by Delegate Fullen in the Judiciary Committee
eliminating the one year moratorium on siting new solid waste
facilities. Passed 13-8-4 (February 27, 1991). No vote is right.
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Avg 64 67

7. Solid waste (Committee substitute for H.B. 2802): Final
floor vote on of the solid waste bill. Passéd 87-11-2
(March 2, 1991). Yes voie is right.

8. Overweight trucks (H.B. 2155): Final floor vote on a bill
allowing trucks to carry heavier loads on WV highways. De-
feated 47-52-1 (March 2, 1991).

9. Industrial siting (Committee substitute for H.B. 2281):
Weakening amendment by Delegate Roop in the Judiciary
Commitiee exempting certain natural gas facilities from the
requirements of the bill. Passed 11-10-4 (February 25, 1991). No
vote is right.

10. Timbering (Commituee substitute for H.B. 2241): Mo-
tion to suspend the rules for the purpose of conducting a public
hearing on the legislation (the effect of which would be 1o delay
passage and likely kill the bill). Defeated 7-13-3 (February 25,
1991). No vote is right.

o~
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In conjunction with the West Virginia Environmental Council

reaffirmed was the Conservancy’s
STRONG AND VIGOROUS oppo-
sition to the southemn route.

It was clear during the panel dis-
cussion Saturday that advocates for
the southemn route are alive and well
and writing to DOH and congres-
sional delegations.

Despite the obvious logic of the
northern route if the road is built and
the serious, unavoidable problems

other factors that favor the northern
route. As we've all found, logic is
rarely the driving force in formulat-
ing public policy.

Here in Upshur County the pre-
vailing view is that our economic
future is dependent on construction
of Corridor H. Coming out a county
commission meeting last week,
somecone announced that the W.Va.

Rivers Coalition (see page 7), which

who do care where it is built — or at
least where it must not be built.

Other support for the northem route
is coming from development groups
in the eastern

Larry Miller from the Eastemn
Panhandle Coalition for Comridor H
added his thoughts to the discussion.

“If we're going to build a road in
West Virginia it should serve the most
numbers of West Virginians,” Miller

Does the crime rate for drugs and
theft increase in a rural community,
while the resources to combat it are
drained because day to day business
is shified to a larger areas?

On another issue, Norm Rausch
from DOH suggested use of a differ-
ent name than “parkway” for propos-
als 1o build the mad in ways that
shielded from the road,
but also highlighted the beauty of the

West Virginia Division of Energy,
John McFerrin said, “Everything you
see in the Gazete is true, but much
worse.” (See reprint of Paul Nyden
article on page 7.) OSM (federal Of-
fice of Surface Mining) is doing an
appraisal of DOE, John said, and the
federal agency has committed itself
to taking over the program if some

See Notes, page 8

StateSeénate =
Enviro$kerecard Legistator ParyDistrici #1 #2 #3  #4  #5 Score Total
: .
The House's Vote Key: William Anderson D 10 Wl W A 0
i , s illy Wi s D - ROTRER. R 100 100
Septic 17 1. Solid waste (Committ@Substitute for H. B. 2802): This is ‘111'? ‘::-ylnc':hms £ :) 8 + B mlhiail R 100 6
the key floor vote on the lafinight of the legislative session to Du:xm 1.1 l':)m & w0 R - W pe ("
suspend the constitutional rifle requiring that a bill be read on S S : X
0% three separate days. The mofion needs a four-fifths majority 1o J. D. Brackenrich D 11 W -SIERTNT B W T 22
win. It faibd py one vote, e officially killing the com- Keith Burdette D 03 R R W W - s0 39
Bob Blll'k, Jr. pqd:gns:_ve solid waste bill. Defeated 27-7 (March 9, 1991). Yes Truman Chalin D 06 R R R R R 100 78
Allen Evans e nge. John Chernenko B o R AW R 5 62
Charlotte Lane 2. Solid waste (Commitige substitute for H.B. 2802): Same Fugene Claypole Igts R SRR TR st
Robert Schadl voie as #1 above. Double-weighied because of its significance. Oshel Craigo D o4 R R R W 75 84
g er . : Sammy Dalton D 07 w w w w - 0 42
3. Solid "’?r“ (S.B. 437): Important vole that would allow Robert Dittmar AT i S i T A e Sy
10% v mp:‘;:'ﬁgf:“w" SR TELT W FOl RN CharksFelton,dr. D 15 'R R W W 0 39
» ! Thomasflawse, il D 16 R R W W W 40 35
Barbara Sims 4. Circuit courts (S.B. 79): This vote involves the issue of Homer Feck PR TR W e TR GeRe
whether local circuit courts should handle certain environmental Walt 1lelmick D 12 WS WS W ' W W 0 0
20% cases. The FHVi:ﬂ"ﬂdlmﬂl ';Dmmuﬂil? fm& the prospect of Robert Holliday DL SN Cafte R, R 100100
home-cooking,” and therefore supports current system :
e— |  (which tequires that these cases be tried in Kanawha County). S R i o ot R e 1
Defeated on a 17-17 tie vote (February 18, 1991). No voté is Wed Jones : A :
Gene Bailey right. Sondra I.ucht D7 138 TURe TR A T e Ty
Larry Border Don Macnaughton D 02 R R R R R 100 : 100
Ann Calvert 5. Dimilin resolution: Commitiee vote on passage of a Joe Manchin, 11 | aaar S | g Al 0 19
Bob Conley "“"““"“‘“ﬁ"”m mNm of a d"‘!‘zm“ m Mark Manchin O R AT N R ey IS
Farrell Johnson | £YPsy moth). Passed 7-6 (March 2, 1991). No vote is right Jo8 ”‘""‘:’_ B :; :; ‘: L" ‘: :’ g !:0 3
Charlottc i z
Otis Leggett William Sharpe, Jr. D B R W -- .50 .39
WI“lam AndETSOﬂ Farl Ray lghhn w - S0 39
char Kcith Wagner D 06 R l{ R R - 100 B85
Evelyn Richards Donna Boley Martha Wehrle B e R R L es 8,
Dale Riggs J.D. Brackenrich Tony Whitlow PN R TR W W WA
Donald Stemple Sammy Dalton Larry Wicdebusch oSty T TR N R 00T
Gene Wilson Walt Helmick Mike Withers B s R aRa R R R 100, 100
Joe Minard WiliamWooton D 9 R R R R - 100 100
AVG 64 60
Random notes and thoughts from the Spring Review
By Mary Pat Peck with pursuing the southern route, ad-  has just opened an office across from  said. A northern route that would countryside,
Three cheers for Frank Youngand  ¥OCales of the southern route are thecourthouse, wasorganizedtostop connect with I-81 at Martinsburg In highway parlance “parkway”
a great Spring Review. Add some gearing up to push that Lhmugh. Comidor H. The commissioners had  would be less disrwtivcol'smsiti‘vc means aroad thatisrestricted totrucks,
more for Carroll Jets, who seems al- Ten years ago, cost estimates for had a call o that effect from the ecosystems and be cheaper to build Rausch said. If that is not the inten-
ways 10 be in there giving Frank, and the northemnroute were lessthanthose  Chamber of Commerce or similar  because of fewer cuts and fills. The  tion,someproblemsmightbeavoided
lots of others, the moral mpporl.they for the southem route, Maryreminded  group in Randolph County. road wouldalsoaddtothegrowthand by finding adifferent term todescribe
pieed. those at the meeting, Those costs did Public perceptions continue tobe  development in Morgan and Hamp-  the concept, he said.
1 have only hours before this heads not include the costs of “mitigation” very important, and itisuptoall ofus shire counties he said. Other items at the board meeting
“ off 10 the printer, so this is less a of environmental damage, whichwas o explain our own positions and to “If the southern route is chosen, included approval for a one-time use
SoREToRE By the-m not required at that time. not let lies stand just because they youcan forgetabout West Virginia,” of mailing list by the West Virginia *
l'dli:ebtz::mmtol Mary Building any road will be more seem so ridiculous. Miller said. Rivers Coalition. A mailing would be
Wimmer's Corridor H info on page 8 expensive now than it would have Upshur County is, I think, the Tom Rodd raised about sent to WVHC members, said Skip
. . been 10 yearsago, but because of the center of the “I don’t care where they  the actual effect of highwaysonrural Deegans, in an atempt to identify
At the Sunday board meeting, the SRS o e 3 g 2 : . - s
board reaffirmed a preference for the sensitivity of areasalong the southern  build it, just sothey build it” sentiment  communities. Do highways bring people in the state interested in rivers
“no build” option for Corridor H route, the increased cost of going for Corridor H. I'll be encouraging business 10 a rural community, or and willing to pick up some of the
withirnpmvememofexistingmads: south will be astronomical. those folks to make good on their simply provide afast way forresidents work load on the wild/scenic/recre-
and upgrading to three-lanes. Also Unfortunately we cannot take assertionsand getbehindthenorthern  of rural communities to shop at the  ational designations. :
comfort in that logic, or in the many route, since there are many people closest large city or shopping center? * Describing the situation at the
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Discarding the throwaway society

excerpted from Worldwatch Paper 101, January 1991, Worldwatch Institute and

submitted by Karen Farris.

Today's industrial economies were founded
on the use of vast quantities of materials and
energy, and the economic health of nations has
often been equated with the amount they con-
sumed.

But prosperity need not be linked so closely
to consumption. A kilogram of steel may be
used in a building that lasts hundreds of years or
in several cans that end up in a dump after one
use.Afewhmdredgramsofg]assmayhe
fashioned into a bottle reused 50 times or one
immediately discarded.

The amount of material that originally enters
an economy tellsus nothing about the maierial’s
eventual fate or its contribution to human well-
being. It tells a good deal, however, about the
damage the economy inflicts upon the envi-
ronment. Thedevastation wrought by economic

production is closely related to the amount of

materials consumed.

Extracting and processing raw materials —
minerals, wood, and so on — are among the
most destructive of human activities. Logging
usually ruins forest ecosystems, and trans-
forming trees into paper and other wood prod-
uctsinvolves several highly polluting processes.
Mining regularly obliterates whatever ecosys-
tems or human settlements sit atop ore deposits.

~ Making metals from ores takes great quan-
tities of energy and produces large amounts of
pollution and waste. Unfortunately, much of
the damage from producing raw materials oc-
curs in remote areas, so most people know lmle

~“RHORE ISR e e

The other end of the cycle is more familiar,
Industrial economies eventually excrete as waste
most of the raw materials they devour. This
refuse presents a massive disposal problem.

Asthedirty and expensivelegacies of careless
dumping have come to light, the most visible
symptom of profligate materials consumption
—the “‘garbage crisis”—has generated political
heat in communities around the world.

*  Though the symptom gels attention; politi-
cians rarely diagnose the disease: a global
economy built on the inefficient use of raw
materials and energy.

As a result, the usual prescription — in-
creasingly more sophisticated technology for
destrtryingwaste—al!owsmei}lnwslomgress
unchecked. Garbage output continues to grow
(often faster than population), as does the en-
vironmental damage from waste disposal and
the even greater damage of extracting, pro-
cessing, and fashioning materials into consumer
goods.

Fortunately, societies need not limit them-
selves to treating the symptoms of prodigal
consumption. They can attack the problem at its
source.

From the attempts of people around the
world to find alternative sdlutions w0 waste
problems,a“soft materials path” can be mapped
out. Its operating principle is efficiency: meet-
ing people’s needs with the minimum amount
of the most appropriate materials available.

Materials and the environment

Human use of raw materials — with the
notable exception of timber — was almost
_ insignificant by today’s terms until the rise of
modern industrial economies in the 19th century.
From then on it grew at an explosive rate.
Increases in minerals consumption were

particularly sharp.

Geologist C.K. Leith wrote in 1927: “In
these hundred years the output of pig iron has
increased 100-fold, of mineral fuels 75-fold,
and of copper 63-fold. In the last fifty years the
percapita consumptionof minerals in the United
States has multiplied fifteen times....the world
has exploited more of its [mineral] resources in
the last twenty years than in all preceding his-
m ”

Per capita production and consumption of
raw materials by industrial nations continued
rising until the seventies. In the United States,
for example, per capita consumption of steel,
cement, paper, and inorganic chemicals ex-
panded from the twenties through the sixties as
the economy grew.

Since the seventies, however, per capita
consumption of raw materials in Western Eu-
rope and the United State appears to have lev-
eled off or declined slightly. Some observers

now believe that basic changes in Western

industrial economies have made continued
growth in raw materials consumption unnec-
essary and unlikely.

These changes include the rapid growth of
new industries such as electronics and phar-
maceulicals. Businesses in these fields use
malerials and energy far less intensively than do
traditional extractive and manufacturing in-
dustries, which have grown little or have even
shrunk in recent years. Also, because the in-
frastmcmrc(mad Mdgeabuudm _:- tele

in place, raw matenais are neeﬂed mostly for
replacement rather than new construction.

The danger of such high levels of con-
sumption lies less in running out of resources,
as was commonly argued in the seventies, than
in the continuing damage that their extraction
and processing impose on the environment.

0il provides an instructive example: rising
levels of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere
make it unlikely the world will run out of oil
before the environmental cost of its use — in the
formof global wmmmg—becomesprohlbmve

Each year, the production of virgin materials
(those newly extracted from natural resources)
damages millions of hectares of land, destroys
millions of trees, and produces billions of tons
of solid waste. It also pollutes air and waterto a
degree exceeded only the by production and use
of energy — much of which is generated in
order to extract and process malerials.

Mining, which supplies most of the raw
materials for industrial societies, it one of the
most damaging human activities — and among
themost poorly documented. Private companies,
governments, and international organizations
collect and publish exhaustive statistics on min-
eral production, but information on its envi-
ronmental costs is usualiy fragmented and out
of date.

Although no precise global statistics are
kept, itisclear that past and present mines cover
a vast area of land, In the United States alone,
current and abandoned metal and coal mines
cover an estimated 9 million hectares —an area
about the size of Hungary — and this figure
does not include the sizable but unmeasured
area used for extracting sand, gravel, and stone
for constructions materials.

Over the last two decades, virtually all the
industrial market nations have come to realize
that the new scale and character of waste are

overwhelming existing landfills, the traditional
method of disposal. All landfills eventually
leak, releasing into groundwater an ofien-toxic
soupofrainwater,and decomposing waste called
‘leachate.’

This can contain a wide variety of hazardous
substances, including heavy metals and organic
chemicals. The severity of the problem is illus-
trated by the fact that more than one-fifth of the
hazardous-waste sites in the U.S. Superfund
cleanup list are municipal landfills. Decay of
garbage in oxygen-starved dumps also produces
methane gas, which is both a major contributor
to global warming and a fire hazard.

Higher population densities in Japan and a
number of couniries in Western Europe forced
them to face the environmental faults of land-
fills long before the United States had 10.

Those nations experienced shortages of
dumping space and rising landfill costs much
sooner. Their lower waste generation rates,
higher levels of recycling, and greater reliance
on incineration reflect this earlier awakening to
landfill problems.

Japan, for instance, burn 43 to 53 percent of
its garbage and recycles another 26 to 39 per-
cent. West Germany, when it was a separate
nation, incinerated 27 percent of its solid waste,
and planned to increase that number to 50
percent by 1995. Iis citizens recycled about
one-third of their paper, aluminum, and glass.
Several Western European nations, including
Denmark, France, Sweden, and Switzerland,
throw half of less of their waste into landfills.

Incontrast, the United States landfilled more
than 80 percent of its waste unuil the laie ¢i

ﬂ' 3
ends up in iﬂndfills. with half of the remainder
burned and half recycled. The United Kingdom
issimilarly dependent on landfills, with aneven
lower rate of recycling.

Waste Management Hierarchy

Many industrial nations share a common
official approach to garbage — the waste
management hierarchy.

This sets forth a list of management options
in order of priority:

* source reduction (avoiding garbage gen-
eration in the first place),

* direct reuse of products,

* recycling,

* incineration (with recovery of energy), and
as a last resort,

* Jandfilling.

The U.N. Environment Program endorses
this hierarchy, as do citizen groups, many in-
dustry leaders, and govemment officials from
Europe/ North America, and Japan. And it has
been enshrined in U.S. law since the passage of
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
in 1976.

Unfortunately, practice has run directly
counterto principle. Most govemments continue
to focus on managing rather thanreducing waste.
When faced with disposal crises, they tend to
fund waste management options in inverse
proportion to their position on the hierarchy,
usually moving one noich up the ladder, from
landfilling to incineration. Ubiquitous incin-
erators throughout Europe and Japan are the
product of such decisions.

_ Inthe United States, the states — which have
almost total responsibility for waste manage-
ment — have focused heavily on building in-
cinerators rather than on other options. A 1987
survey conducted by the New York newspaper

“Newsday” found that state government had
spent 39 times as much money on incineration
as on recycling programs. Since 1970, Massa-
chusetts has arranged for over a haif-billion
dollars in tax exempt financing for incinerators,
yet it did not fund a state recycling plan until
1987.

Similarly, New York's 1972 Environmental
Quality Bond Act budgeted $215 million for
incinerators and only $1 million for recycling;
additional legislation during the eighties pro-
vided only $31 million more for recycling.
Although state governments are increasingly
planning and budgeting for recycling, accord-
ing o a recent survey, 18 in the Northeast and
Midwest still expect tospend 8 1o 10 times more
on incineration than on recycling over the next
five years.

Major misconceptions persist about the na-
ture of incinerations. It is commonly referred 1o
as a form of recycling and an aliemative to
landfilling. Strictly speaking, it is neither. It can
reduce the amount of materials requiring final
disposal and recover some energy in the process,
but it does not recover materials or eliminate the
need for landfills.

Buming garbage is not a clean process. It
produces air and water pollution and tons of
toxic ash.

High-temperature combustion breaks
chemical bonds in products containing toxic
metals, freeing those subsiances to leach from

. landfilled incinerator ash mmgrmnﬂwau

Incinerators pump into the air
sulfur oxides (both precursors of ‘ack

cancerand geneuc defecas), and 28 different

typesof heavy melals, including lead, cadmium,
and mercury.

Filtering devices can trap some of these
substances, but at a price: air pollution controls
create additional toxic ash. Some highly toxic
pollutants, including mercury, are not adequately
controlled by such equipment.

Another form of pollution is created by us-
ing water 10 quench hot ash; the water inevila-
bly becomes contaminated with chemicals, and
posesadisposal problem if not saved and reused.

Incinerators are also extremely expensive.
They usually receive a variety of overt gov-
emment subsidies, plus hidden ones such as
higher-than-normal rates for the energy they
produce. Although day-to-day operating costs
of incinerators may be lower than those of
recycling and composting programs, such sav-
ings are far cutweighed by the extremely high
capital cost of incineration.

Rough calculations using conservative fig-
ures for capital costs reveal that an $8 billion
investment in additions incinerators could allow
the United States to burn one-fourth of its pro-
jected solid waste output in the year 2000,
whereas the same sum spent on recycling and
composting facilities could provide enough
additional capacity to handle three-fourths of
the nation’s garbage that year.

Luckily, communities have more attractive
alternatives than incinerators. Waste reduction,
reuse, and recycling — the three options above
incineration in the waste management hierarchy
— can, taken together, reduce landfill needs by
at least as much as incineration. In addition,
these soft-path solutions can lower not only the
environmental impacts of waste disposal, but
also the much greater environmental damage
caused by extracting and processing raw ma-
terials.
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How long is long enough?7??

After almost six years of waiting for the
flood damage 1o be repaired on the state’s oldest
and the East’s longest rail trail, the Greenbrier
River Trail Association has finally decided to
call for help. Evidently, it's not enough 1o have

just one representative call the Department of
Commerce every week to check on the status of

trail repairs. We need lois of calls and letters to
get this project off the ground.

Commerce has had lots of good excuses for
not getting the trail fixed. First it was federal

OSM still doubtful state DOE

can adequately inspect mines

Caperton’s pledges not enough
{reprinted from the Charleston Gazeute, April 19, 1991)

By Paul Nyden
Staff writer

Harry M. Snyder, director of the U.S. Office
of Surface Mining, again warned state officials

. togive the Division of Energy more resources.

Snyder was responding to new Caperton ad-
ministration proposals to prevent a federal
takeover of environmental enforcement in the
coalfields.

“We are unable at this time to conclude from
your response that resources will be available to
remedy deficiencies with respect to staffing and
technical resources,” Snyder wrote on April 24
10 John M. Ranson, secretary of commerce,
labor and environmental resources.

Energy Commissioner Woody Wayland
apparcatly felt Caperton’s proposals were in-
adequale. HercfusedlosgnmAml 19 letter
1w .1- e :

Snydﬂ he would seck addmonal Iundmg l'mm
islature "m the extent that additional

i
Snyder felt Capeﬂon § promise was 100
vague. In an April 24 leuter to Caperton, Snyder

. said OSMofficials “believe the issuc of funding

~

must be presented to the West Virginia Legis-
lature.” Snyder again set a deadline of Sept. 30
for legislative action.

Earlier this month, Snyder dispatched seven
members of a special task force to Charleston o
document problems with inspection and en-
forcement. In a letter to Ranson, Snyder sum-
marized results of their research and previous
federal oversight reports:

* DOE met the required inspection frequency
at only 170 of 237 randomly chosen mines
between July 1, 1990, and March 1, 1991.
“Since West Virginia inspectors are assigned at
least twice the number of inspectable units as
their counterparts in other states in the Appala-

chian region, it appears that this problem is
primarily a product of inadequate staffing,”
Snyder wrote.

* Alack of technical experts, in areas such as
hydrology and engineering, prevents DOE from
reviewing permit applications adequately.

* The state’s Special Reclamation Fund hfs
a $8.7 million deficit. This figure does not
include costs of treating acid drainage, which
would increase the deficit dramatically.

* The Legislature increased a special recla-
mation tax from 1 cent a ton to 3 cents a ton in
1990. Snyder said the mcrease is inadequale.

* The DOE “has not maintsined accurate

and complete ownership and control and bond
forfeiture records, thus compromising the ac-
curacy and completeness of information en-
MMMWWVMSW

overs;ghl ol' the cnforcemem program in
Maryland from Charleston 1o Harrisburg, Pa.

“This will allow OSM’s Charleston field office
to focus all of its oversight and assistance on
West Virginia,” Snyder wrote to Ranson. z

During the legislative session Wayland re-
quested another $2.6 million forenvironmental
enforcement. Legislators gave Wayland $1
million from the Special Reclamation Fund and
$1.5 million from surplus general revenue funds
— if there is a surplus.

Snyder said the Special Reclamation Fund
may be used only for mine reclamation, leaving
DOE with §1.5 million in temporary and
questionable funding,

Ironically, the state is not applying for money
already available. Three months ago, OSM
signed a memorandum of understanding with
DOE promising $500,000 in federal funds for
DOE computers. State officials have not yet

requesied the money.

W.Va. Rivers Coalition opens
office in Buckhannon

Thirteen rivers in the Monongahela National
Forest are candidates for Wild, Scenic, or
Recreational designation under federal law.

Pursuing study toward those designations
will be the West Virginia Rivers Coalition,
formerly the Monongahela Rivers Coalition,
Skip Dccgans told those who aftended the Sun-
day moming board meeting at Spring Review.

WVHC is one of the funding organizations
for fhe coalition, which brings together 22 or-
ganizations. Roger Harrison is the staff for the
Rivers Coalition and he will be working out of
an office in downtown Buckhannon,

study under the federal law include Williams
River, Cranberry River, and North Fork Cherry
River, all of the Gauley River system; Shavers
Fork, Ouer Creek, Blackwater, Glady Fork,
Laurel Fork, Dry Fork, and Red Creek, all of the
Cheat River system; and Seneca Creek and
South Branch of the Potomac, both of the
Potomac River system.

In many cases, only segments of the rivers
are suggested for designation,

Rogeris just getting settled in the new office.
More information and a map of the rivers/river
segments will be available in the June Voice.

Riversand river segments recommended for .
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WeSt Vlrglma Tra]l Alert from Greenbrier River Trail Association

funding, then it was incomplele engineering
studies — and now — its the Corps of Engineer

and the Fish and Wildlife Service. The Corps is,

saying that there has to be a 404 permit for the
work now, since it has been so long since the
flood!!! This could take another year!!!

The bottom line is that every day the trail is
not repaired is a day we lose recreational and

economic opportunities along the trial. So —

we need your help as a person interested in this °

and other trails in West Virginia to let our
Congressional and our Governor
know that the trail must be fixed, and that they

. should do everything they can to cut through

bureaucratic red tape and any other resistance (10
giving this premiere trail real priority status
both in the Department of Commerce and at the
Corps of Engineers.

Tell Governor Caperton and our Senators

that we not only want the Greenbrier River Trail
repaired and tumed into a real showcase for
West Virginia, but we want the State to imple-
ment a statewide system of high quality rail
trails which will attract thousands of visitors
each year, and be a real comerstone of eco-
nomic development for the state.

Even a postcard will help us to get our point
across that we are a force to be reckoned with
and that we are a united constituency for this
type of recreation in the state. We really should
have done this years ago, but it’s never 100 late
to find out how siccessful we can be NOW1!!!
Write to:

Senator Robert C. Byrd/Senator Jay
Rockefeller, Hart Senate Office Building,
Washington, DC 20510 and Governor Gaston
Caperton, Capitol Complex, Charleston, WV
25305.

more people to a statewide meeting 1o be

wants to attend or help in the

proposed rail trails in the state.

The fifth

State and national meetings focus on trails
. West Virginia: Representatives from several organizations interested in rail trails in
the state met in Charleston May 1 to talk about problems and opportunities facing trails all
over the state. these representatives decided it would be a good idea to meet again and invite

Greenbrier River Trail Assn. agreed to coordinate the meeting, so if you and your group
, please let her know (Greenbrier River Trail
Association, H.C. 64, Box 135, Hillsboro, WV 24946 (304) 653-4722). Contact Lu Shrader,
American Lung Assn. of WV, P.O. Box 3980, Charleston, 25339, for a list of all current and

National Conference: The third annual National Rails to Trails Conference will be
June 19-22 near Baltimore. Contact Marianne Fowler atRTC, 1400 16th St. NW, Suite 300,
Washington, DC 20036, (202) 797-5400 for more information.

held in September. Leslee McCarty of the

edition is 320 pages and includes:

* classic West Virginia hiking areas like the
Allegheny Trail, Ouer Creek, Spruce Knob,
Blue Bend, Dolly Sods and more;

* detailed descriptions of 164 hiking trails
covering 780 miles;

* 60 maps;
* 39 black and white scenic photos;
= hiking and safety tips;

= conservalion concems.

To order your copy of the Monongahela
National Forest Hiking Guide send $9.95 to:

The West Virginia Highlands Conservancy

Monongahela e RS
National Forest ST
Hiking Guide, handling, West Virginia residents include
Fifth Edition $.60 sales tax. ($11.45, or $12.05 in W.Va.)
I haverincluded a___ checkor_____money
by Bruce Sundquist order for the amountof §_______ 10 the
WVHC fi f the la
and Allen de Hart NlMIO;‘mTﬂwmg G"idhfl:nongahe
with the cooperation Name:
of the Monongahela .
National Forest stqff  Address:
and numerous hikers City:
State
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Corridor H: Elkins

East

Environmental Considerations_

presented by Mary Wimmer, Public Lands Chair
West Virginia Sierra Club

1. The southern route would seriously impact the northern
haif of the Monongahela National Forest where some of the best
remote wildlife, pristine waters, and primitive outdoor recre-
ational lands remaining in the eastern U.S. are located.

The wilds of Dolly Sods, Outer Creek and Laurel Fork
Wilderness areas, as well as a number of semiprimitive (“6.2")
areas designated in the 1986 Forest Plan, would be threatened by
this incompatible development. The northemn route would have
the least damaging impact on public outdoor recreational lands
which provide the basis for the travel and tourism industry of the
area.

2. The northem route would avoid major negative impacts
(especially siltation, pollution from road runoff, noise and aes-
thetics) on a large number of the most significant streams and
rivers of the Monongahela National Forest, several of which are
candidates for Wild and Scenic River designation. The southem
route would slice directly across or along them, and fishing,
bmting biking, and hiking activities would be impacted.

3. The northem route would have no impact on the north
qumggromdwamaquerﬂmsupphespmcwammdu
Bowden Fish Hatchery where trout for stocking purposes are
grown. The southern route would directly cut into the aquifer,
-which is complex in its geology, potentially cutting off or
polluting the hatchery water supply.

4, Thcnmhcrnmulcwouﬂdmthemqm:emlsof“m-
tion 41" of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Regu-
lations (23 CFR 771.135) which prohibit use of land from public
parks and recreation arcas, wildlife refuges, or significant his-
toric sites for federal highway construction if there isa “feasible”
-altemnative. Areasof concern are the Spruce Knob-Seneca Rocks
NNational Recreation Area, Canaan Valley, Blackwater Falls and
Canaan Valley State Parks, andl}wrcstol‘tthmmgahcla

'-'-—\.-'-

Mary Wimmer talks about impacts of various Corridor H
proposals on the Monongahela National Forest and other
critical areas.

semouome:dorH may serve as a draw for tourists as well as
result in careful design in and along the road to minimize and
mdueuvumnulhnpausofmnﬁghway Tunnels
should be considered.

A new draft environmental impact statement
(EIS) is being prepared on Corridor H east of
Elkins. Express your opinion about the routing of
Corridor H from Elkins east to Route 81.

Send a letter to:
Mr, Fred VanKirk
WYV Division of Highways
Building #5, State Capitol Complex
Charleston, WV 25305

or call 304-348-3505

Send copies to:
Govemor Gaston Caperton
State Capitol
Charleston, WV 25305

304-348-1600

Senators Robert Byrd and Jay Rockefeller
U.S. Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

202-224-3954 (Sen. Byrd)
202-224-6472 (Sen. Rockefeller)

Representative Harley O. Staggers Jr.
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20510

202-225-4331

Sierra Club is putting together a computer data base of those
who oppose the southem routes along Route 33 to keep them
informed about key points in the process when input is needed.

If you are interested in being placed on our list, contact Mary

“6. Payback of rights-of-way purchased to Wymer along

.

5. mmwammwmwrwm becmsommhmlmpasmd 26201.

r----------------—----------1

Mail 10: P.O. Box 306, Charleston, WV 25321

Membership Benefits
* 1-year subscription to The Highlands Voice.
|| * Special meetings with workshops and speakers.

bution is tax deductible. Please keep this for your records,

* Representation through WVHC efforts to monitor legislative activity.

The West Virginia Highlands Conservancy is a non-profit organiztion. Y our contri-

Wimmer, WV Siema Club, P.O. Box 4142, Morgantown, WY

George joins Perry & Haid
as firm's general council

i Join the West Virginia Highlands Conservancy i
=. . Category Individual Family Organizaion !
| |
| Senior/Student $12 - - 1
Associate 30 ' 50 100 CHARLESTON — Larry W. George, former
1 Sustaining 50 100 200 I president of the West Virginia Highlands
§ Patron 100 200 400 I Conservancy and former Commissioner of the
i Mountaineer 200 300 600 | West Virginia Division of Energy, has joined
1 ¥ The Perry & Haid Group as the firm’s General
Council.
| 1 i The move was announced April 8 by firm
g \ddress: : mner \:ﬂhs J. Perry. (_ilenrge. %i. an attorney
i . civil engineer, will provide consulting
: City/State/Zip: | services in environmental management, land
l Make checks payable to: West Virginia Highlands Conservancy g and other public policy matters.
The Perry & Haid Group, based in Charleston,

is a consulting firm providing services in
management, environment and land use, public
policy analysis, and governmental relations in
West Virginia and the Mid-Atlantic region.
George was deputy director of the West
Virginia Division of Natural Resources (DNR)
from January 1989 to June 1990, when he was
appointed Energy Commissioner. Prior 1o join-
ing DNR he was in private practice law. He also
served as Majority Counsel of the West Virginia
Senate (1984-85 sessions) and Staff Counsel to
t.hc House of Delegates (1988 session).
George served as a member of the West
Virginia State Water Resources Board from

Found
After Spring Review, a forest green

rain parka. If you left one at Yokums, call
Cindy Rank, 304-924-5802.

1978-82. He was amember of the National Coal
Council 1985-88 and the Energy and Environ-
ment Council of the National Governor’s As-
sociation (1989-90). From 1983 10 1986 he was
president of the West Virginia Highlands Con-
servancy.

George holds a B.S. in Civil Engineering
(1979) from Virginia Polytechnic Institute &
State University, and a Doctor of Jurisprudence
(1982) from West Virginia University College
of Law. He is a native of Huntington,

Notes

requirements are not metL

* Membership secretary Pat Riffle an-
nounced that her husband has been notified of
a transfer out of state and they expect to move
in August. Cindy is looking for a new mem-
bership secretary.

* My thanks to Tom Michael, Perry Bryant,
all of the board (and, I suspect (o Cindy Rank
for suggesting it to Tom) for an increase in the
Voice editor stipend, since the present system
includes doing all the typesetting and printing
costs are down. .-

I recently splurged for a used computer so 1

from page five

| could domuch of the work at home, since even

on a day off, if 1 go the office I get sucked into
doing Record-Delta business. The increase
relieved some of my panic about how I was
going to pay for it. Thanks.

mp
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