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Mr. Reuss. And does not a fill of 9 acres in an estuarine area inter-

fere with the preservation of estuarine areas? . L
- Mr. Harrzog. Well, sir— e
- Mr. REUSS.«Would Yyou just answer yesorno? ; L .

Mr. Harrzog. I cannot answer yes or no, and I beg your pardon
and T am sorry, because this is not in Iy area of competence and
not in my area of responsibility. T am not an authority on estuaries, and
- Turthermore, while the national park syste 1 has many splendid es-
tuarine areas, many years ago we made & cooperative agreement with
the Bureau of Sport Fisheries to advise us with respect to their man-
agement because we lack sufficient competence in this ares,.

I simply raised this as a factor I thought was in the frame of refer-
ence. That is all, T did not attempt to make any j udgment on it. That is

‘whyasalayman I may speculate with you as to what my own personal
judgment may be on 1t, but I am here to te]] you professionally what
know and I professionally know nothing about it, ' :

Mr. Reuss. Is it not a, fact that in your memorandum of April 4 you
set forth reference to the destructive nature of high-rise projects along
the Potomac? - . ' Z

- Mr. Harrzog. Yes, sir; I certainly did, and I subscribe to that
completely, g R A BRI
. REUSS.'LeaVing aside any memorands, you may have written?

Mr. Harrzog. Yes, sir. o RSN ,

Mr. Reuss. But Just looking at the situation of today, this 24th day
of June 1968, is it not, g, fact that the proposed Jones Point National

ark would be less desirable if its waterfront area on the Hunting
Creek estuary were confronted by this 9-acre fi]] and the erection of

high-rise apartments on it? : g L

M-r. Harrzoa. That is m judgment; yes, sir. . SR

- Mr. Reuss, Is it not urther your judgment that the dangers of
sedimentation within the area, enclosed by the thumb caused by the fill
would. be increased by the making of the fill, and that increase in
sedimentation might have an adverse effect on the recreational poten-
‘tial of the Jones Point Park? b o

~ Mr. Harrzoe. As we indicated earlier, I think this is g question that
is very difficult to answer precisely, but that would seem to be the pre-
sumption of the evidence; yes, sir,” - ‘

Mr. Reuss. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. MoCroskry. Mr. Chairman ?

Mr. Jongs. Yes, Mr. McCloskey. o , R :

Mr. McCroskry. Mr, Hartzog, you discussed Your memorandum of
April 4. On April 8, Dr. Cain sent g, directive 'to you stating that his

earlier decision in effect wag “based on political :c‘onsid'era:t‘ions”‘ and he
~ would be happy to reverse himself if the Bureau of Sport Fisheries

and Wildlife made a strong case “and if the N ational Park Service can
give me evidence of the Important values.” His memorandum is dated
April 8. o : - S
ﬁ’wo days later, Dr. Cain had apparently been convinced he should
reverse himself. Did you give him evidence of the Important values be-
tween the 8th and 10th of April? L o t
Mr. Harrzog. In cooperation with the Director of Sport Fisheries
and Wildlife, we helped prepare the memorandum of Xpril’ 9 to Dr.
‘Cain, and T assume that your file must have g copy of that memo-
randum. T call your attention to it ‘ o ' ‘




