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THERE ARE other ways besides polluting to destroy the natural

attractions and values of a river. That is one reason why Massachu­

setts pioneered w~th a broad wetlands Protection Act that requires

a permit for "l;'emoving,fill~ng, dredg~ng or aliiering any bank

bordering on any existing stream. II

That ~s also why the locally adm~n~ster~ng pittsfield Conserva­

t~on Comm~ss~on asked questiqns when the ~~verview West Apartments

sought a permtt tQ r~prap 1,800 feet of bank along the middle branch

of the Housatontc below the West Street br~dge. Why riprap an

almost....,st;ra,ightawa,ythat had not eroded ~n hundreds of years?

* * *

The Western Ma.ss~ Elect;r~c Co. had not found it necessary to

;ripJ;"apon the opposite side, where any beginner-geologist could see

that erosion was more l~kely because of th€ slight outside curve.

FurtheJ;"mo;re,recent flood studies by the AJ;"myEngineers showed that

there was no need for riprap in this stretch of river, and they

concluded that th€ landscaping of the bank by Western Mass. Electric

was "effective and decorative."

It then turned out that it was t.a,xpa,yers\dqllaJ;"sthat might

pave th~s bank of the Housatonic -- 25,000 of them. A blind condition

on the HUD purchase-and-developroent fuhding required the J;"iprap--

or should we say boondoggle.

Obviously some HUD regulation ca,lculated to safeguard all the

circumstances equated the middle branch of the Housatonic (spanned by
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