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name, the Pocahontas mine. That mine was opened in the 1880s
and expanded very quickly when a seam of coal 13 feet thick was
discovered. For those who have some acquaintance with coal min-
ing, you will appreciate the fact that that was truly an extraor-
dinary discovery and created very quickly a coal boom in that par-
ticular region.

Since the mine was closed, it has assumed an educational pur-
pose as an exhibition mine and since that activity began in 1938,
more than 1 million people have gone through that mine and
gained a knowledge of coal mining as a result. Visitors take a guid-
ed tour that teaches them about the geological history of coal for-
mation and the history of coal mining and coke production at Poca-
hontas.

Exhibits explain the evolution of the coal extraction process and
of mining tools, from basic hand tools to powerful electric coal cut-
ting machines. Discussions cover all aspects of work in the mines
from safety and coal mine strategies to coal transportation.

As one of the National Park Service studies suggests, and this
is a quote, “By the time the tour ends, the visitors have acquired
a fairly comprehensive understanding of Pocahontas coal from its
formation to its mining and its importance in the industrial devel-
opment of this country.”

While the mine in Pocahontas serves as the area’s historical cen-
terpiece, it is by no means the Appalachian Coal Heritage Area’s
only historical asset. The twin company towns of Pocahontas and
Bramwell are separated only by a mile and by the State line be-
tween Virginia and West Virginia.

Pocahontas in Virginia was the first and largest mining town
built in the Pocahontas coal field. Many of Pocahontas’ residences
date from the 1880s and others were built during two further con-
struction periods in the 1900s and 1920s. The town still possesses
many of the original commercial establishments, including a num-
ber of saloons and I am told at one time there were more than 40
in this town, and an original opera house.

So the town had very much the ambiance of an old boom town,
which is precisely what it was. In fact, the town is so scenic and
replete with excellent examples of Victorian era architecture that
it is a favored location for movies and for television documentaries.

The town also has a unique cultural history. Dr. Harry
Butowsky, a National Park Service historian, has suggested that
the ethnic history of the coal mining fields of Virginia is, in fact,
a microcosm of the ethnic history of the United States. When coal
companies recruited labor, they brought in workers from three dif-
ferent populations: white Americans from other coal-producing re-
gions; African-Americans from the South; and immigrants from
southern and southeastern Europe.

The town’s religious structures reflect that diversity. It is still
possible to visit many of these buildings, including a synagogue
built in 1913 and a mural-covered Catholic church built by the
Hungarian population in 1896. Pocahontas’ architectural legacy
demonstrates how workers from diverse national, ethnic, and reli-
gious backgrounds came together in America’s early coal-producing
region. .
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lation—that is through staff—and have reflected in it some of the
basic tenets in the generic act that has been worked out to date.

So I think that is very helpful and your willingness and that of
Congressman Rahall to incorporate or to merge together the meas-
ures that affect Bramwell and the Coal Heritage Act that he has
introduced, as well as the bill that you have for your Coal Heritage
Act, is helpful, I mean, in terms of trying to recognize the area and
get it started.

All I was thinking—and this is really an observation about these
heritage areas—is that they offer really a unique way to quali-
tatively convey to the greater population the history and heritage
of our country that is really a continuum from coast to coast, North
to West and West to South and South to East. They give really an
opportunity to convey, really, a graphic picture of our history and
our culture in an educational setting.

So if we can put this together, I think it really provides some-
thing for lifelong learning in terms of our culture. People are really
interested in this. They want to do it, and I just hope that we can
encourage it through the Park Service.

There has to be a lot of local participation in these programs and
in achieving these goals. So I think there seems to be a lot of en-
thusiasm on their part.

Just the representation and the work that has been done in Po-
cahontas, I think is not unusual, but I am sure it has its own quali-
ties to be certain, but it is commonly what we are finding, like the
Steel Heritage Area that Congressman Coyne had introduced, and
the Hudson River proposal introduced by my colleague from New
York, Mr. Hinchey.

Thanks for stopping by this morning.

Mr. DUNCAN. I have a question, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. VENTO. Yes.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Boucher, I am just wondering how much is this
going to cost? Do we have any estimate of the amount of money we
are talking about or the amount of technical assistance that is
going to be needed?

Mr. BOUCHER. I do not have that figure, Mr. Duncan. My as-
sumption is that it will be quite minimal. We do not anticipate a
permanent presence of Federal personnel, for example.

The designation would simply serve to highlight these cultural
and historic assets and it would be a matter perhaps of providing
some technical assistance to the communities in terms of how bet-
ter to position themselves to take advantage of those assets, but
my assumption is that it would be quite minimal indeed.

Mr. DUNCAN. What is quite minimal to you?

Mr. BOUCHER. Well, Mr. Duncan, I don’t have a figure.

Mr. VENTO. If my colleague would yield to me?

Mr. DUNCAN. Yes.

Mr. VENTO. I think the outline of the bill that we have, H.R.
3707, would probably give you some sort of an idea of what may
be the upper limits of it, although I am certain that most commu-
nities would strive to achieve that type of expenditure, but what
itoprovic};es, if you would recall, is, first of all, by and large, a 50—
50 match.
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mission in every instance and that in fact setting up some kind of
local management entity, whether it be under a State or local au-
thorization, is, in a sense, a good-faith demonstration of the com-
mitment of State and local officials and others to care for the herit-
age area once the Federal presence is gone.

Mr. VENTO. Of course, this bill doesn’t see the sunset—it has a
sunset for the commission, but it doesn’t have a sunset necessarily
for the heritage areas, as I recall. I mean, that is another—that
probably is a major—once it is up and moving, and if you have a
park there they should have the full reassurance of continuity
through the Park Service and whatever technical assistance may
be sought, but once this is up and running, it is a project that can
be done, the heritage area, in a 10-year period.

Mr. GALVIN. Yes, I think so. With respect to the heritage area
portion of it, I think we need to separate the national—

Mr. VENTO. No, that is right. I am talking about the heritage
area.

Mr. GALVIN [continuing]. Historic park from the heritage area,
but I think we are satisfied that in dealing with the heritage area
it could be dealt perhaps with some exceptions under the cover of
H.R. 3707.

Mr. VENTO. Well, I think this is very encouraging in terms of
being able to anticipate and respond to the set of challenges that
we face such as exist, and they are very different from area to area.
So it is very encouraging to see that at least the legislative frame-
work that we have advanced, as far as we have advanced it, does
seem to lend itself to this in a satisfactory way and resolves this
question of commission versus noncommission, which is—strong ar-
guments both ways—I think this gets us down to do they receive
the type of governing structure that they want and leave it up for
the State and locals to do it with a little bit of help to get started.

And then they can after that, after the 10-year period, it should
be pretty standardized. They may need less of a—but I think if
they come together and have a compact and agree they are going
to take care of these areas with some Federal help, this is a greater
degree of assistance here because of the designation, but there is
no question about this fabric, as Senator Johnston, of course, sug-
gested that there are no similar type cotton processing, packing,
ginning facilities in the Park Service today. Is that correct?

Mr. GALVIN. That is correct, and I think what—you have me at
a disadvantage, I haven’t visited this area. I have read about it,
but from what my colleagues tell me, the context that is available
here is certainly unique, that is that so much of it is preserved, so
much of the cultural landscape, if you will, is intact over such a
long period of history making it suitable, if you will, for national
attention.

Mr. VENTO. Well, it may not get 2 million visitors a year, but I
think it is a question of does this fit within the basic thematic and
other plans of the Park Service in terms of inclusion and having
this represented in the park system.

Would that be accurate, Mr. Galvin?

Mr. GALVIN. That is absolutely accurate. You might remember,
Mr. Chairman, that my old boss, Bill Mott, got into a certain
amount of hot water by suggesting that there should be some place
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