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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PURPOSE

The Conservation Stewarals/flip %rkskop convened a group 0][ some 50
pro][essiona/s ][rom within and outside o][ the National Park Service in
November 1 Q03 to c[e][ine the broad outlines of the “story to be told” at the
new Marsh—Bi//ings National Historical Park. The purpose o][ the park is to

interpret the lzistory and evolution o][ conservation stewara’slzip in America
and to recognize the significant contributions o][ the individuals who have
sizapeci and occupieal the -property— George Perkins Marsh, Frederick
Bi//ings, and Laurance S. Rocke][e//er.

During the two-clay workslzop, participants engageal n a wiale-ranging

iscussion of topics related to conservation history an e specific
di ' topics related t tion history and the sp

contributions o][ Marsh, Bi//ings, and Rocke][e//er that reﬂect important

aspects o][ the evolution o][ the American conservation movement. Fartici-

pants also exp/oreal the national signi][icance o][ the park 's conservation man-

date and its implications for defining the potential audience for the park’s
P o P P

interpretive mission.

ONE




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

DEFINING THE INTERPRETIVE MANDATE

The woriesiiop aci'iieve(i i)roa(i agreement on the fun-
damental mandate for the pariz’s interpretive (ieveiop-
ment. Marsi‘i—BiHings National Historicai Park should:

o Reflect a complex past—tiie ciynamic, ci'ianging,
and vital iegacy of conservation stewardship 7

e Affect the i;uture—stirnuiating ; provoieing :
teaciiing, and inspiring: “we cannot rest on the
achievements of the pa.st” 5 and

e Ground itself in the speci{ic i(lentity of the
place—interpreting the historic and evoiving
relationship between the land and the Marsi’i,
BiHings , and Rockefeller generations, which have
silape(i and have been stewards of this ian(iscape
and its poweri-ui sense of piace.

TAKING AN EXPANSIVE VIEW

In their opening rernaries, both Laurance S.
Rockefeller and National Park Sexvice Director Roger
Kenneciy exhorted worizsiiop participants to “take an
expansive view” of conservation stewardship in approa.ci'i-
ing their assignment. The participants responcle(i with
recommendations that embrace the rich ciiversity of the
historic roots of conservation and seek a broad audi-
ence with the conservation message. The recommen-
dations also stress a pariz management pi’iiiosophy that
extends i)eyonc]. pariz boundaries in cieveioping an inter-
pretive program and seeks the creative involvement of

non-pro{'it organizations and state and local government.

o A(iopt a holistic approacii to the interpretation of
conservation stewar(isiiip, ceie]orating the broad
(iiversity of its historic roots—spirituai, aesthetic ,
and scientific.

e Empilasize conservation stewarclsi'iip as an evoiving
and ciynamic concept silape(i i)y human interaction

with the natural world.

e Establish an outreach program that will carry the
conservation message i:)eyonci the boundaries of
the pariz.

o Use the i'iis‘cory of the site and its protagonists
(Marsii, Biiiings, and Rocizeieiier) as a lens for
interpretation of the iiistory of conservation
stewardship in America.

e Demonstrate conservation stewar(isi'iip ti'irougil
pariz management.

e Work in partnersi'iip with the peopie of Woodstock

and the region in cieveioping interpretive programs.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The National Park Service thanks all of the indi-
vitiuais, agencies, and institutions who have generousiy
offered their insight and experience, reflected in so many
ways in this report. Their participation will silape the
fundamental framework not oniy for interpretation at
Marsi’i-Biiiings National Historical Park but also for

the parie7s role in promoting the conservation message

iyeyonci Woodstocie.

In parl:icuiar, the pianning team recognizes the im-
portant contributions of Henry Diamond and David
Donath. Diamond served as vice chair of the Worizsiiop
and was one of its chief architects. Donath provi(ie(i
expert assistance in all phases of the worizsiiop, includ-
ing preparation of the i)acizgroun(i materials for the par-
ticipants. His short essays on the National Historical
Parie, Site History, George Perkins Marsil, Frederick
Billings, and Laurance Spelman Rockefeller are included
in this report.

The pianning team also gratei'uiiy acienowieciges the
assistance of the American Memory project at the Li-
i)rary of Congress in researciiing themes related to the
iiistory of American conservation. A portion of this
excellent researcii, written i)y Jurretta Hecizsci'ier, fol-
lows the Worizsilop Fin(iings and Recommendations.




OPENING REMARKS

LAURANCE SPELMAN ROCKEFELLER

It is entirely ﬁtting that Marsh-BiHings National
Historical Parlz, where we lﬂope to interpret the history
of conservation stewardsl'nip in this country, is a part-
nership effort. Citizen participation and partnerslxip
have been central elements of the history of conserva-

tion in this country.

Marsh himself, althougl'z a congressman and am-
bassaclor, was not a federal official involved with conser-
vation. He wrote as a private citizen, and his impact
came not from his official duties, but from the cogency
of his thought as a citizen trying to influence the action

of his fellow citizens.

So it was with Bi.uings. While he held some part-
time state positions, he was a citizen practitioner put-
ting conservation into practice on the hills around

Woodstock and the farm he operated so success£tu.

In a similar manner, Audubon, Muir, and Mather,
at {:irst, all acted private]y, primarily as citizens. rI‘oclay,
that tradition of private concern is carried on I)y citi-
zens organizations, such as National Audubon, Sierra
Club, NPCA, and the World Wildlife Fund . . . in pax-
ticular, the seven hundred local land trusts, which have
grown up in the past few years to create greenways, open
space, and natural preserves, are dramatic further evi-

dence of the vigor of citizen conservation.

The theme which has been (leveloped for this work-

sllop is conservation stewardship: how private citizens
have acted to preserve and care for land and resources.
Let me suggest that you consider an expansive view of
stewardship or even go }Jeyoncl it. In the classic sense,
stewards}lip implies maintaining the status quo or main-

taining that which is given into one’s care.

The true importance of Marsh, Bil]ings, and those
who follow in their footsteps’, goes l)eyoncl simple stew-

ardship. Their worlz transcends maintenance.

Tt involves new thought and new action to enhance and
enrich and even repair errors of the past. This may be
the real importance of what we can be ’caught and learn
at Marsh-Biﬂings. We cannot rest on the achievements
of the past. Rather, each generation must not only be

stewards, but activists, innovators, and enrichers.

As this exciting new unit of the National Park Sys-
tem comes into being, we look forward to the day when
the message and vision of conservation stewardship and
its importance for the future will, once again, go out

across the nation from the hills of Vermont.

In closing, Mary ancl I once again express our deep
thanks to you all for giving so generously of your time

and talent in the tradition of conservation volunteerism.

MARY FRENCH ROCKEFELLER AND LAURANCE SPELMAN
ROCKEFELLER WITH SENATOR PATRICK LEAHY AND MARCELLE
LEAHY AT THE DEDICATION OF THE BILLINGS FARM & MUSEUM'S
RESTORED FARM HOUSE IN 1989.

THREE




OPENING REMARKS

ROGER KENNEDY

This is an astonishing place and a remarkable as-
semblage of people. In the spirits that throng in this
place, we have come together because, concurrently, we
have sets of JL‘eelings about this kind of place and about

what it means for other places.

Just Ly the assemblage of all of this concurrent en-
ergy moved in the same direction toward the same kinds
of consciousness about the world we inhal)it, it's en-
tirely possi])le that, as in the aéseml)lage of prayers of
intercession, we may attract some grace because we all

have in mind the same ]:)enign intentions.

So, | l’lope that here, as Laurance has already sug-
ges’ced, we do take an expansive view. Curators, archi-
vists, librarians, and parlz people are Jcoclaty moving from
a custodial toward a narrative view of their responsibili-
ties, moving from just stewardship toward ma.lzing ofall
of the t}lings that fall in their care an opportunity for

intergenerational and interpersonal storyteuing.

We talk about the things we care about in these spe-
cific places. They are not a pretext, but an occasion for
a narrative, and I want to suggest that today, because we
are all here for the same reasons and with the same
passionate caring, that we extend it yet one more re-

move, which is from the narrative to the evange]ical.

We go beyond then, [ hope, today and tomorrow,
from the mere creation of an appropriate program fora
place to the beginning of a concurrent set of ideas about
a larger place, Northern New England. We can let it
emerge or evolve. It doesn't need to become program-
matic, l)ut, surely, we are in a speci{:.ic place having spe-
cific characteristics, ancl, if we are fortunate, we may
find that today there emerges from us, because we are
not just anywhere, but in a kind of terrain, a set of ideas
about how we may all, in this generation, move toward

better care of this kind of landscape.

FOUR

ROGER KENNEDY




THE WORKSHOP

The Conservation Stewardship Worlesl'iop convened a group of some 50 scholars and practitioners from within

and outside of the National Park Service for two (iays to:

D outline the conservation stewarc].sliip theme as a general historical context for interpretation at Marsh-

Billings National Historical Parlz; and

D correlate the broad thematic aspects of conservation stewardship l'iistory with the site—speciiic histories of

Marsll, Billings, and Roclzeieller, and identiiy the points of intersection where site—speciiic liistory can

illuminate important aspects of the theme.

PARTICIPANTS

The Worlzsliop participants represented a broad range of l)aclzgrouncls and experience, inclu(iing American his-

tory, environmental liistory, Vermont iollzlife, geograpl'iy, l;orestry, historic preservation, conservation and land use,

parlz planning and management, and National Park Service policy. The group also included the foremost l)iogra-

pliers of George Perkins Marsh and Frederick Bi_llings.

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE TEAM

The team responsil)le for tieveloping the general management plan for Marsl’i-Billings National Historical Park
was established in March 1993, and is located in tl'ie Planning, Development and Engineering Office of the North

Atlantic Region in Boston, Massachusetts.

Sarah Peskin is the Regional Liaison between the
team and the current managers of the site. Peskin de-
velopecl and organizeci the Conservation Stewardship
Worlzsliop and will concentrate on sliaping the interpre-
tation elements of the plan. As Chief of the Planning

Division, she provi(ies overall gui(iance to the team.

Marjorie Smith is the Team Captain. A landscape
architect in the Park Planning Division, Smith has ex-
tensive experience in parlz planning with a special focus
on initiating new parlzs. She has the task of managing
the planning process and the lead role in cieveloping

management alternatives for the parlz.
Ellen Levin-Car/son is the team’s Cultural
Resources Lead. Levin-Carlson has an unciergracluate

degree in American studies and a gracluate (iegree in

planning and works asa community planner in the Park
Planning Division. She is coor(iinating the creation of
a cultural resources database and initial work on an en-

vironmental impact analysis for the site.

Charles Tt"acy ,a lan(iscape architect in the Conser-
vation Assistance Division, is the team’s Natural Re-
sources Lead. Tracy is primarily responsil;le for writing
and proclucing the project’s planning reports, inclu(iing
this Worlzsl’mp Report. He also is worlzing on forest

management and pul)lic access issues.

David Donath is the Site Liaison, representing
Laurance S. Rockefeller and the Woodstock Founda-

tion, Inc., on the planning team. Donath is the Direc-

tor of the Billings Farm & Museum.

FIVE




MAJOR FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATIONS

Aa’opt a holistic approack to the interpretation o][

conservation stewara’skip, ce/elwating the broad a’iversity

QJ[ its historic roots—spiritua/, aesthetic, and scienti][ic.

WE HAVE TO TAKE ON BOARD

THE EMOTIONAL FORCE OF THE

ENVIRONMENTAL DEBATE. IT’S

NOT ENOUGH JUST TO PRESENT

IDEAS ABOUT NATURE IN

RATIONAL TERMS. WE SHOULD

RECOGNIZE AND RESPOND TO THE

CONFLICTING FEELINGS THAT

SUFFUSE ISSUES OF SURVIVAL,

OF STEWARDSHIP OF THE

FUTURE, AS SOMETHING TO

LOOK AFTER.

SUCH AN APPROACH AT THIS

NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK

WILL ENCOURAGE VISITORS TO

FEEL THAT THEY OWN THEIR

OWN HERITAGE—THAT THEY

THEMSELVES ARE ITS PROPER

MANAGERS.

DAVID LOWENTHAL

Conservation iiistory in the United States is made up of a
remarkable compiex of i'iigiliy interconnected themes that can be
i)roa(iiy groupe(i into scientific and utilitarian concerns, phiio—
sophicai and spirituai values and beliefs, and aesthetic consider-
ations. One of the best ways to tell the story and communicate a
sense of the “organic compiexity" of conservation stewardship is
to capture it in action, in the way that it motivates individuals in
speciiic piaces to (ieveiop a sustaining relationship with the natu-

rai WOIl(l.

The interpretive program should take acivantage of the rich
fabric of natural and cultural resources of the pariz and the sur-
rounding region in conveying to visitors a holistic un(ierstan(iing
of the diverse roots of the conservation movement. In addition to
’ceaciiing about the scientific and utilitarian principies of land con-
servation, the program should strive to i]_iustrate, for exampie, the
personai values and beliefs that motivated a conservation ethic in
the lives of Marsil, Biiiings i and Rocieeieiier, ti'ierei)y encouraging
visitors to reflect more cieariy on their own motivation for caring

about the environment.




THE WORKSHOP

I WANT TO URGE US TO RESIST
THE TEMPTATION TO GIVE IN TO
THE CONVENIENCE OF BEING
EXCESSIVELY DOGMATIC ABOUT
DIVIDING UP THE DIFFERENT
THEMES THAT COME INTO THE
HISTORY OF CONSERVATION IN
THIS PLACE AND ELSEWHERE. |IT
IS CERTAINLY TRUE THAT IF YOU
LOOK AT MARSH OR IF YOU LOOK
AT BILLINGS, YOU’RE DEALING
WITH AN ISSUE OF SCIENTIFIC
AWARENESS AND UTILITARIAN
IMPLEMENTATICON; BUT IF WE
ALLOW THE PARTICULARITIES OF
THIS PLACE TO LEAD US, 1 THINK
THEY IN FACT LEAD US DIRECTLY

INTO THE ORGANIC COMPLEXITY

I THINK IF YOU TOOK WHAT
JURRETTA HECKSCHER SAID THIS
MORNING AND PUT IT AS THE
OPENING PARAGRAPH OF WHAT-
EVER INTERPRETIVE PROSPECTUS
WAS DEVELOPED FOR THIS, YOU'D
PROBABLY HAVE IT JUST ABOUT

PERFECT.

BoyYbp EVISON

OF CONSERVATION HISTORY.
THINK, FOR EXAMPLE, OF THOSE
WONDERFUL BIERSTADT AND
COLE PAINTINGS ON THE WALLS
OF THE MANSION. THESE
REFLECT AN AWARENESS OF THE
AESTHETIC DIMENSION OF THE
AMERICAN LANDSCAPE AND THE
AESTHETIC DIMENSION OF
CONSERVATION HISTORY, WHICH
WAS CENTRALLY IMPORTANT TO
THE STORY, AND, | WOULD
SUGGEST, IMPORTANT TO THE
STORY THAT NEEDS TO BE

TOLD HERE.

SIMILARLY, BILLINGS, ALTHOUGH
HE DID IT AS A BUSINESSMAN,

WAS THOROUGHLY AWARE OF THE

IMPORTANCE OF RECREATIONAL
TOURISM. THIS AGAIN REPRE-
SENTS THAT AESTHETIC DIMEN-
SION OF SCENERY AND THE NEED
PERHAPS TO BRING THE
RAILROAD TO YELLOWSTONE
BECAUSE PEOPLE WANTED TO GO
OUT AND SEE THOSE MOUNTAINS
AND SEE THOSE EXTRAORDINARY

ENVIRONMENTAL ATTRIBUTES IN

THE WEST.

THIRDLY, THERE IS THE DIMEN-
SION OF SPIRITUALITY. . . .

I THINK THAT TOO IS A CENTRAL
STRAND IN THE STORY OF CON-
SERVATION WHICH SHOULD NOT
BE DIVORCED TOO COMPLETELY

FROM THE UTILITARIAN ASPECT.

JURRETTA HECKSCHER

BoyDp EVISON

SEVEN




MAJOR FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATIONS

Empllasize conservation stewara’slfzip as an evo/ving and

a]ynamic concept s/fzapeal Zay human interaction with the

natum/ wor/a’.

ONE OF THE KEY ASPECTS OF
THIS STORY IS THE COMPLEXITY
OF HUMAN ATTITUDES TOWARD
NATURE: HOW THEY HAVE
CHANGED CONSIDERABLY OVER
TIME. | THINK THAT IS A VERY
IMPORTANT PART OF THIS STORY
IN TERMS OF TELLING THE TRUTH
ABOUT HOW THESE VARIOUS

ASPECTS FIT.

ED BRANNON

The dynamic interaction between humans and the environ-
ment at all levels—physical, intellectual, and spiri’cual—ensures
that our concept of conservation and a conservation ethic will
continue to evolve, and it suggests that the way the parle defines
conservation stewardship for its interpretive mission must also
continue to be rgdefined. The interpretive program can personal-
ize this &ynamism through the lives of Marsh, Billings, and
Roclzefeﬂer, showing how their ideas about conservation and stew-
ardship were sl'xaped })y their experiences and evolved as they grew
older. It can also chart the major developments in the history of
conservation and at the same time help visitors to reflect on the

evolution of their own concepts of conservation stewardship.

EIGHT




THE WORKSHOP

THE HISTORY OF CONSERVATION
IN THIS COUNTRY IS ONE OF
CONTINUING STRIFE. IT’S A
STRUGGLE THAT’S STILL GOING
ON. THE TALE TO BE TOLD HERE
IS DYNAMIC, FOR ENVIRONMENTAL

BELILEFS ALTER OMER TIME.

INDEED, PREVALENT VIEWS
CHANGE EVEN OVER THE COURSE
OF ONE LIFETIME. MARSH’S
ORIGINAL APPRAISAL OF HUMAN
IMPACTS ON NATURE WAS HIGHLY
OPTIMISTIC. HIS LATER PESSI-
MISM WAS PARTLY DUE TO AGING,
PARTLY TO SENSING THAT THE
LAND HE’D GROWN UP IN WAS
UTTERLY DIFFERENT FROM POST-
CiviL WAR AMERICA. AS MASSIVE
INDUSTRIAL ENTERPRISE FUELED
CORRUPTION AND CORPORATE
GREED, ENVIRONMENTAL REFORM

BECAME HARDER TO ENVISAGE,

OTHER PEOPLE IN THIS STORY
TOO HAVE CHANGED THEIR MINDS
AS THEY’VE GONE ON. FREDERICK
BILLINGS TURNED CONSERVA-
TIONIST AFTER HALF A LIFETIME
AS ENTREPRENEUR. MARY AND
LAURANCE ROCKEFELLER LIKE-
WIsSE SEE THINGS DIFFERENTLY
OVER TIME. THE WILDERNESS
IDEAL THAT ANIMATED THEIR
EARLIER PARK VENTURES—
WYOMING, THE VIRGIN ISLANDS—
ARE ENLARGED HERE IN
VERMONT BY RECKONING WITH
ENVIRONMENT AS A HUMAN AS

WELL AS A NATURAL CREATION,

SUCH CHANGES ARE CRUCIAL IN
THE CONSERVATION STORY. THEY
HELP US TO SEE PIONEER
REFORMERS LIKE MARSH AND
BILLINGS AND ROCKEFELLER AS
PART ©OF A HISTORY NOT ©F
STEADY PROGRESS AND TRIUMPH,
BUT OF PERPETUAL REVISION IN
RESPONSE TO CHANGING CIRCUM-
STANCES AND CHANGING

PERSPECTIVES:

DAvVID LOWENTHAL

HENRY DIAMOND

FINALLY, | THINK WE HEARD THAT
THE STORY OF CONSERVATION IS
A STORY OF CHANGE. IT's A
STORY OF REDEMPTION, TO
RETURN TO THE EVANGELICAL
MODE. | THINK WE NEED TO
RECOGNIZE THAT WHAT GOES ON
HERE IS NOT A STATIC THING.
WE WILL HAVE CHANGE. WE
WILL HAVE CONTROVERSY. WE
WIiLL HAVE REASONABLE ADVO-
CACY. | THINK THAT’S IN THE
SPIRIT OF MARSH AND BILLINGS
AND ROCKEFELLER. [ THINK IT IS
A VERY IMPORTANT ELEMENT OF

WHAT WILL GO ON HERE IN

THE FUTWRE:

HENRY DIAMOND

NINE




MAJOR FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATIONS

Fstablish an outreach program that will carry the

conservation message Zaeyonal the boundaries o][ the park.

WE HAVE TO GIVE ALL CITIZENS

AN APPRECIATION OF THE

IMPORTANCE OF CONSERVATION

AND INSFPIRE ALL CITIZENS TO

BE CONSERVATIONISTS. WHAT

WE DO HAS TO BE RELEVANT TO

THE AUDIENCE, AND TO THE

PRESENT AND FUTURE NEEDS

OF SOCIETY.

THE MESSAGE DEVELOPED HERE

MUST BE EXPORTED. IT'S NOT

ENOUGH TO GIVE THE MESSAGE

JUST TO THESE PEOPLE WHO

WILL VISIT HERE EACH YEAR.

WE HAVE TO DEVISE DIFFERENT

WAYS TO DO THAT. SOME WAYS

MIGHT BE TO HOLD CONFER-

ENCES AND PRODUCE PUBLICA-

TIONS OR SPONSOR FELLOW-

SHIPS AT UNIVERSITIES OR

WITH GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

FROM HERE.

JOHN BYRNE

The central role of communicating the conservation message
as part of the National Park Service’s overall mission, nationaﬂy
and even in’cernationally, was recognized by many worlzshop par-
ticipants as simply too important to be limited to the small num-
ber of expected visitors to the site. The participants recommended
that the parle’s interpretive program should include outreach, to
as broad an audience as possible. Two speciﬁc ideas for outreach
were supporting the clevelopment of a center for ongoing researeh,
conferences, and training in conservation stewardship, and using
new technologies to provide access to primary resources related to

the his’cory and evolution of conservation in America.

JOHN BYRNE, GREGORY SHARROW, MICHAEL DOWER




THE WORKSHOP

| THINK THERE IS AN OPPORTU-

NITY HERE FOR THE PARK

SERVICE TO REALLY BECOME A

STAKEHOLDER IN DEVELOPING

A NATIONAL AGENDA FOR LAND

USE AND FOR THE STEWARD-

SHIP OF OUR ENVIRONMENT,

AND | WOULD URGE THE PARK

SERVICE TO GRASP THAT OPPOR-

TUNITY, TO CREATE A CENTER

HERE, TO CREATE IDEAS, AND

TO DISSEMINATE THOSE IDEAS

THROUGHOUT THE NATION AND

THROUGHOUT THE WORLD.

HENRY JORDAN

BEN LEVY

A PARK NEEDS, FIRST OF ALL, TO
TELL ITS OWN STORY. THAT IS
NECESSARILY GOING TO BE A
LIMITED STORY. AT THE SAME
TIME, TO REACH WHAT | HOPE WE
WISH TO ACCOMPLISH—A PARK
THAT IS AN INSPIRATION TO
PEOPLE—REQUIRES MECHANI{SMS
OTHER THAN WHAT WE WOULD
CALL THE TRADITIONAL MEANS OF

INTERPRETATION. . . . THIS PARK

CAN BECOME MORE THAN A PARK

AND QUGHT TO BE MORE THAN A

PARK IN ORDER TO ACHIEVE ITS

MISSION. IT NEEDS TO BE A

CENTER FOR THE ACHIEVEMENT

OF ENDS THAT CAN COME ONLY

THROUGH NONTRADITIONAL PARK

PRACTICES.

BEN LEVY

ELEVEN



MAJOR FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATIONS

Use the l)istory o][ the site and its protagonists (Marsh,

Bi//ings, and RocLe][e//er) as a lens ][or interpretation 0][

the lzistory o][ conservation stewara’ship in America.

IF ONE CONTRASTS THE MARSHIAN
AND NEW ENGLAND IMAGE WITH
THE ROMANTIC VIEW OF WILDER-
NESS,; ONE IS TEMPTED TO SEE
MARSH AND GIFFORD PINCHOT
AND THEIR SUCCESSORS AS
UTILITARIANS ONLY, BUT THEY
WERE NOT. THEY SAW, CER-
TAINLY MARSH DID, THE IMPOR-
TANCE OF SEEING THINGS AND
NOT JUST TELLING STORIES
THROUGH WORDS. IN ONE OF HIS
ESSAYS ON NATURE, MARSH
POINTS OUT THAT “SIGHT IS A
FACULTY, SEEING IS AN ART.”
AND IT WAS AN ART IN WHICH

MARSH HAD SPECIALIZED.

DAVID LOWENTHAL

The historical signiiicance of three eras of ownersi'iip—Marsi'r,
Bi]_iings, and Rockefeller—should be recognize(i and included in
the pariz’s educational and interpretive program. For Frederick
Biiiings and Laurance S. Rockefeller, opportunities for interpret-
ing their signiiicant contributions to conservation stewardship are
imme(iiateiy present tiirougii the 1‘101,186, art Coiiection, and the
cultural ianclscapes of the forest and farm. Their stewar(isiiip of
this land ileipe(i to form the power[-ui sense of piace that pervacles
the parie and has had a visible impact on the Viiiage of Woodstock

as weii.

In contrast to the practicai conservation action of Biiiings and
Rocieeieiier, George Perkins Marsh’s contribution was almost ex-
ciusiveiy in the realm of ideas—his presence is iargeiy invisible on
the site. The compeiiing need to relate the story of Marsh’s con-
tributions to conservation i’ristory represents a major creative chal-
ienge to cieveioping a successful interpretive program. The strat-
egies that the Worizsiiop recommended for i:)ringing to life Marsh's
ideas about resource conservation and restoration concentrated
on mai:zing use of the compeiiing environmental and cultural char-

acter of the site and the surrounding countrysi(ie.

Just as Marsh’s eatly conservation ideas sprang from the ob-
servations of his ciiii(iilood, so his mature tilougiit informed and
motivated those whose self-conscious stewardship resiiape(i Marsh’s
childhood surrounciings. Marsh’s ideas became a foundation of
American conservationism, and tiiey found expression in the work
of Prederick Biiiings and Laurance S. Rocieefeiier, both in
Woodstock and on the state and national levels. The signiiicant
contributions of Marsii, Biiiings, and Rocizeieiier, and their im-
pact on the site, provi(ies a lens for interpretation of the iarger

tiieme oi conservation stewar(isiiip in America.

TWELVE




THE WORKSHOP

IF WE'RE GOING TO DRAW FROM
THE SPIRIT OF MARSH WHAT HE
WOULD WANT US TO DO ABOUT
THE THINGS THAT MATTER TO
HIM, WHICH | THINK IS PROBABLY
WHAT WE SHOULD TRY HARDEST
TO DO, WE’RE GOING TO HAVE TO

BE VERY RESOURCEFUL.

IT IS NOT A JOKE TO SPEAK OF
SIMULATED REALITY OR EVEN
ROBOTICS. | DON’T SUGGEST
THAT WE RECREATE DISNEY, BUT
| DO SUGGEST THAT BRINGING A
GHOST AND MAKING THAT GHOST
TANGIBLE, TAKING AN IDEA OR A
SET OF IDEAS AND RENDERING
THEM SUFFICIENTLY CLEAR AND
AT THE SAME TIME TANGIBLE,
REALLY TANGIBLE, IS THE

HARDEST WORK OF ALL.

ROGER KENNEDY

M

WHAT WILL GRAB PEOPLE’S
IMAGINATION, | THINK, IS
GEORGE PERKINS MARSH AND
HIS LEARNING EXPERIENCE
HERE. THAT HAS ENDURED
BEYOND ANYTHING ELSE THAT
HAS GONE ON AT THIS HOUSE.

IT SEEMS TO ME THAT THE ONLY
DIRECTION THAT CAN BE MEAN-
INGFUL HERE IS TO RESURRECT
GEORGE PERKINS MARSH OUT OF
THE SHADOWS AND TO HELP
PEOPLE GO THROUGH THAT
EDUCATIONAL EXPERIENCE OF
WHAT ALDO LEOPOLD CALLED
“THE LAND ORGANISM” THAT
SURROUNDED MARSH GROWING
UP HERE AS HE REACTED TO THE

PROCESS ®F FRONTIER

Ko

MARIE RuUST, DONALD WORSTER

THIRTEEN

EXPANSION AND SETTLEMENT AND

LOOKED AT WHAT WAS HAPPENING

TO THE LARGER ENVIRONMENT.

TAKE PEOPLE BACK THROUGH
THAT KIND OF LEARNING EXPERI-
ENCE AND SHOW THEM HOW IT
CAME TOGETHER IN MARSH’S
MIND, POWERFULLY INTO A SET OF
WAYS OF ANALYZING THE PAST AND
ITS RELEVANCE TO LAND USE
MANAGEMENT AND DECISIONS. . . .
YOU HAVE TO GET PEOPLE OUT OF
THE HOUSE AND OFF THAT HILL-
SIDE AND SAY: “HERE IS HOW
THIS PLACE WORKS TOGETHER.
WATER RUNS THROUGH IT.

IT COMES OFF MOUNTAINSIDES.
THERE 1S THE FOREST UP

THERE. FOREST AFFECTS THE

WATERSHED.”

DONALD WORSTER




MAJOR FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATIONS

Demonstrate conservation stewam]slzip t]fzrouglz

park managemént.

TAKE CARE OF THE HOUSE FIRST.
TAKE CARE OF THE WOODS
SECOND. TAKE CARE OF THE
VIEWSHED THIRD. THAT’S THE
FABRIC OF THE RESOURCE.

IF WE MAKE MISTAKES IN
EDUCATION, WE CAN IMPROVE
EDUCATIONAL TECHNIQUES; WE
CAN CHANGE OUR MESSAGE.
WITHOUT THE FABRIC, WE HAVE
NO PODIUM; WE HAVE NO

CLASSROOM.

WILLIAM PALECK

The most direct opportunity for demonstrating conservation
steWaniship is through preservation of the parle's historic struc-
tures and cultural landscapes. Aitiiough effective resource man-
agement is fundamental to the mission of all ngtionai pariz units,
it bears a speciai relationship to the primary purpose of Marsh-
Bi]iings N a’cione}i Historical Park because conservation steward-
S]flip is intrinsic to the pariz’s iegisiative mandate. The authentic-
ity and cre(iii)iiity of the pariz’s interpretive program ciepenci on

professional resource management of the iligilest caliber.

WILLIAM PALECK
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STEWARDSHIP HAS ALWAYS
MEANT EXTREME SENSITIVITY TO
SITE AND THE IMPACT OF ONE’S
OWN ACTIONS. AQUINAS IN-
TENDED THAT IT SHOULD. JAMES
STEPHEN, ONE OF THE EARLY
ENGLISH WRITERS ON STEWARD-
SHIP, INTENDED THAT IT MUST,
AND | THINK WE HERE HAVE TO
BE EXTREMELY SENSITIVE TO
SITE AND TO THE CONCERNS OF

THE COMMUNITY OF WOODSTOCK.

WE WOULD VIOLATE MARSH AND
BILLINGS’S CONCERNS AND
CERTAINLY THOSE OF MARY AND
LAURANCE ROCKEFELLER IF WE
DID NOT RECOGNIZE THAT THIS
UNIT OF THE NATIONAL PARK
SYSTEM SITS WITHIN A FRAGILE,
WORRIED, DISTINCT, INDEED
UNIQUE, COMMUNITY WHICH
REPRESENTS A PARTICULAR
ASPECT OF VERMONT, BUT BY
NO MEANS ALL ASPECTS OF

VERMONT.

RoBIN WINKS

ROBIN WINKS

DoUGLAS WHEELER, ERIC GILBERTSON
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MAJOR FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATIONS

Work in partnersltip with the peop/e o][ Woodstock and

the region in a’eve/oping interpretive programs.

The lives of Marsh, Billings, and Rockefeller all demonstrate

a concern for community and the broader landscape. The parla
should strive to continue this tradition by worleing in partnership
with the people of Woodstock and the region in &eveloping
interpretive programs and in a(ldressing land conservation affect-

ing the broadgr 1andscape of the Ottauquechee Valley and the

THE LINK BETWEEN PARK AND broader region.
PLACE SHOULD BE FOSTERED IN
THIS PARK’S PHILOSOPHY AND
PRACTICE. THE THREE MAIN
CONTRIBUTORS TO ITS SIGNIFI-
CANCE OWE MUCH OF THEIR

SENSE OF CONSERVATION AND

e

STEWARDSHIP TO LIVING HERE,
TO BEING PART OF THE
WOODSTOCK LOCALE. FEW
VISITORS CAN FAIL TO BE
PERSUADED BY THE POWER OF
THIS PLACE. THE OPPORTUNITY
FOR INTERPRETATION 1S UNIQUE
BECAUSE, AS MICHAEL DOWER
POINTS OUT, THIS NATIONAL
PARK IS UNIQUELY INTEGRAL TO

ITS LOCALE.

DAVID LOWENTHAL

DAVID LOWENTHAL
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MICHAEL DOWER

WHAT | WONDER |S WHETHER
YOU SHOULDN’T THINK OF THIS—
I PUT IT IN A PROVOCATIVE
LANGUAGE IN ORDER TO PRO-
VOKE—AS A UNIT WHICH IS NOT A
UNIT; THE FIRST NON-UNIT OF
THE NATIONAL PARK SERVICE.
THAT IS, IT IS DELIBERATELY NOT
SELF-CONTAINED. OF COURSE,
THE ACTUAL BOUNDARY EXISTS AS
A MANAGEMENT UNIT FOR
PURPOSES OF OWNERSHIP AND

THE REST.

IF SEEN AS A NON-UNIT, AS ONE
THAT 1S DELIBERATELY LINKED
WITH ITS SETTING, YOU COULD BE
NEARER THE REALITY OF WHAT
THIS KIND OF PARK IS . . . A
MANAGED LANDSCAPE THAT HAS
NOT BEEN ISOLATED IN ANY
WAY—SOCIALLY, ECONOMICALLY,
OR OTHERWISE—FROM ITS

SURROUNDING AREA.

MICHAEL DOWER

| HAVE ALWAYS ENVISIONED THE
TIME wOULD COME WHEN THERE
WOULD BE TRAILS THAT wWOULD
EXTEND BEYOND THIS SITE—THAT
WOULD HOOK UP IN MUCH MORE
ELABORATE WAYS WITH THE
APPALACHIAN TRAIL, WHICH
ITSELF wOULD HAVE MORE
THICKNESS, THICK INTERPRETA-
TION IN THE CLIFFORD GEERTZ"
SENSE OF THE WORD—ALONG
THESE STRETCHES, WHICH
WOULD MAKE IT POSSIBLE FOR
PEOPLE TO UNDERSTAND THIS
PLACE IN ITS VERMONT ENVIRON-
MENT, IN ITS NEW ENGLAND

ENVIRONMENT,

INDEED, THE ROAD, THE VERY

ROAD OVER WHICH THE BILLINGS

FAMILY DROVE THAT FAMOUS PIG
AND PASSED BY THIS FAMOUS
HOUSE, THAT FAMOUSLY OR
ALLEGEDLY LED BILLINGS TO
DECLARE ONE DAY HE WOULD OWN
THAT HOUSE, IS STILL UNPAVED, IS
I’'VE HIKED

A MAGNIFICENT DRIVE.

EVERY INCH OF IT.

IT COULD WELL BE GENTLY
PLAQUED AND COULD TELL
PEOPLE, WHO WOULD EITHER WALK
IT OR WHO WOULD CROSS-COUNTRY
SKI IT, SOMETHING ABOUT HOW
ONE COMES TO THIS PLACE.

WE’VE GOT TO KEEP IN MIND THAT
WE’RE TALKING ABOUT THIS PLACE,
IT SEEMS TO ME, AND THESE

PEOPLE, VERMONTERS.

ROBIN WINKS

LAURANCE SPELMAN ROCKEFELLER, GOVERNOR HOWARD DEAN

* CLIFFORD GEERTZ, “THICK DESCRIPTION: TOWARD AN INTERPRETIVE THEORY OF
CULTURE” IN THE INTERPRETATION OF CULTURES (NEW YORK: BASIC BOOKS, 1973).
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REVIEW OF THEMES & RESOURCES ON THE HISTORY OF AMERICAN CONSERVATION

ReEviEw oF THEMEs &
RESOURCES ON THE
HisToRY OF AMERICAN

CONSERVATION

JURRETTA J. HECKSCHER

Tl’lis document results from a preliminary round of -

wide-ra.nging reacling and reflection on the opportuni-
ties posed L)y the proposed clevelopment of an American
Memory collection related to conservation and also ljy
Marsh-Biﬂings National Historical Park's legislative
mandate “to interpret the history and evolution of con-

. . . ”
servation stewardslnp m Amenca.

THEMATIC DESIGN

From the vantage point of the late 20th century, it
is natural to regard the clevelopment of “conservation
stewardship" asa single discernible movement in Ameri-
can l‘listory, one which came of age in the era ¢.1850-
1920, t}lough it continued to expand and evolve in vi-
tal ways in the decades thereafter. To the cultural histo-
rian probing the components of this movement, how-
ever, its unity, and hence its inevitable coming of age in
the nation’s consciousness, are far less clear. On the
contrary, what is most strileing is the eclectic nature of
the historical trends and cultural attitudes which coa-
lesced in the development of conservation thougllt and
policy, and consequently the diversity of historical

materials and sources which are centrally relevant

to the stu(ly of the development of American

conservation.

I contend that this thematic eclecticism should be
regardecl as a strength rather than a weakness for the
design of research collections and interpretive program-
ming. Conservation history, it turns out, is a wonderful
way to engage and synthesize a multitude of vital pat-
terns in American life in the late 19th a.ncl early 201:1'1
centuries, and any project which authentically reflects
the roots of conservationism will inevita]aly offer a pro-
vocative cross-section of source materials in American
cultural history. The stucly of conservation’s evolution
in this light also intersects some of the most creative
interdisciplinary developments in recent American schol-
arsl’lip, inviting the participation of innovative thinkers

in a variety of academic fields.

It must be noted that the designation of 1920 as
the close of the first major pl’lase of conservation his-
tory is somewhat arl)itrary. Clearly, developments be-,
fore 1920 cannot be severed from those that followed.
Among the most important of these were the grow’ch of
private conservation organizations, the wide-ranging
creative involvement of federal agencies in conserva-
tion efforts in the New Deal era, the maturation of eco-
logical science in the '30s and 40s and Aldo Leopold’s
concomitant articulation of a “land etl'lic," the Echo
Park controversy of the 1950s and the landmark fed-
eral victory in that ﬁght, the continued expansion of
the National Park Service through the '60s, and the
birth and impact of the contemporary environmental
movement in the '60s and '70s. The year 1920 was not
the end; it was only the l)eginning, and the designers of
the projects in question may wish to reconsicler, or at
least consider elastically, the 1920 boundary. Never-
theless, within the complex of conservation history, 1920
may legitimately mark the close of a first coherent pl’xase,
and it is so regarded in the comments which follow. At
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the broadest level, tlien, clevelopments in at least three
distinct but interloclzing thematic imperatives guided

Americans’ reconception of their relation to their natu-

ral environment in the 1850-1920 era:

Scientific concerns, provolze(l by fundamental
transformations in technology and economic activity
(e.g., Marsh’s seminal recognition of the detrimental
effect of human activity on the natural world in Man

and Nature, 18645; and Gifford Pinchot’s commitment

to torestry as rational management of natural resources).

Philosophical, ethical, and spiritual values and
syn1l)olizations, ‘including those which linked Ameri-
can “nature” to the construction of American national
iclentity, and redefined the natural world as a spiritual
resource for post-in(lustrial urban man (e.g., the work
of JOllIl Muir and Frederick Law Olmsted, and what
historian Peter Schmitt calls “the Arcadian impulse in
urban America”).

Aesthetic considerations, including those which
celebrated the perception and enjoyment of “nétural
l)eaut-y" as a legitimate and necessary recreational re-
source in American life (tliis theme is closely related to
the preceding, but is often distinguislial)le from it in its
straigl'ittorwardly pragmatic cast: e.g., the development
of scenic parlz tourism, and of wildlife painting and plio—
tograpliy as middle-class liolal)ies).

These fundamental preoccupations intersected with
a cluster of cleep historical transformations—the tri-
umpli of large—scale industrialization, urbanization, full-
ﬂe&ged commercial agriculture and natural-resource ex-
traction—all of which amounted to a fourth formative

pattern in the culture of the agde:

A radical revision in the man-land and man-
nature relationships which had subsisted in
America since the European settlement. The de-

velopment of conservation tliougllt and policy may be

traced from these structural and ideological roots as tliey
ramified tlirougliout American life to manifest them-
selves in a host of related pl'ienornena, including the

tollowing :

Da perceived crisis in American national iclentity
and purpose, expresse(l in part in the popularity of
the “Turner tliesis," which located the source of
American iclentity in the pioneer encounter with
the wilderness trontier, and deemed that frontier

now “closed” H

] expressions of anti-urbanism and anti-modern-

ism among intellectuals and the elite;

D the use of pliotograpliy to fix the image of the
American landscape, especially in the “wilderness”

west, in the post—Civil War years;

D the practice of academic (l)ut l)roa(lly popular)
landscape painting in the second half of the
nineteenth century as a self-conscious instrument
marrying science, spirituality, and the celebration
of the American lanclscape as the source of
America’s moral iclentity;

D the transformation of the old American pastoral/
agrarian icleology into the new suburban ideal, with
its accoutrements of lan(lscape gardening , country
clul)s, summer camps, scouting, “nature study” in

scliools, etc,;

b the proliteration of nature essays and nature-
based fiction and poetry in popular perioclicals and
l)oolzs, including the perception of nature as a

locus of moral autliority;

D the sentimental celebration of nature as a theme

in popular music and amateur painting;

D the development of landscape architecture

asa protession;
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D the urhan parlzs and playgrounds movement;
D the “city beautiful” movement;

b the growtli of leisure time for the new urban
middle class, a function of the diminished
temporal demands of inclustrially related vs.

agricultural lalaor;

D the growth of hiking, mountaineering, angling,
and game-hunting as recreational activities, and

the proliferation of amateur clubs to sustain tl'xem;

D the growtli of “l)ir(i-watcl'iing” asa popular
l'mi)l)y, and the proliteration of amateur ornitho-
logical clubs and bird sanctuaries;

D the consequent origins of what historian Stephen .

R. Fox calls the “radical amateur” tradition which
led the development of American conservationism

into the 1960s 5

D the clevelopment of scenic tourism l)y railway and

(eventually) l)y automol)ile;

D the consequent establishment of national parlas

and (eventual_ly) the National Park Service;

D the development of principles of scientific
forestry, and their atioption as government
policy in accordance with the Progressive Era’s
characteristic preoccupation with rational pul)lic

management;

D Theodore Roosevelt’s identification of conserva-

tion as a legitimate ol)ject of Presidential policy;

D the controversy over the proposal to dam

Yosemite’s Hetch Hetchy Valley, ¢.1913, which
galvanize(i pul)lic consciousness of conservation
issues and crystallize(i the tension between advo-

cates of preservation and advocates of natural-

resource use Wl’liCl’l has defined the terms of

conservation debate into our own era; and

D the proliferation of a wide range of conservation

legislation, from the local to the national level.

POSSIBLE PROJECT MATERIALS

The plienomena noted above (ievelopeti atatimein
American l’iistory when the now-familiar boundaries
between amateur and proiessional science, between sci-
ence and religion, and between elite and popular cul-
ture were in many ways far less fixed than tlley have
since become. Lil)erally educated individuals—such as
Marsh himself—could still spealq with autliority on sci-
entific matters, scientific investigation could still be con-
strued as a complement to religious i:aitlri, and instru-
ments of cultural expression commonly crossed class
lines. These factors, too, make the historical ferment
complex and enrich the range of historical sources within

which American conservationism found its l)eginnings.'

Any or all of the categories of materials listed below
will provide valuable background for the (ievelopment
of interpretive programs at Marsh-Billings. Some, like
maps, pl'iotograplis, (irawings, and prints, with strong
grapl‘iic and communicative elements, will be especially
lielptul in the creation of, say, interpretive exhibitions
or audio-visual programs in a visitors’ center. Other
materials, when found in Lil)rary of Congress collec-
tions and when suitable for ciigital reprotiuction, should
be considered for inclusion in the American Memory

conservation collection.

D The relevant papers of individuals important in
the clevelopment of conservation-related tliouglit and
policy. These include letters, speeches, pul)lications, re-
ports, cliaries, memoirs, nature-stucly journals, ete. Such
individuals might include: George Perkins Marsh,
Gifford Pinchot, John Muir, Frederick Law Olmsted,
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Theodore Roosevelt, Carl Schurz, John Burroughs,
Ernest Tiiompson Seton, George Bird Grinneli,
William T. Hornaday, John Wesley Powell, Franklin
Lane, Stephen T. Mather, and Robert Underwood
]oi’inson. A later period migiit include individuals such
as Horace M, Aﬂ)right, Robert Marshall, Harold Tckes,
Harlean James, and Aldo Leopoid.

] Procee(i,ings of poiicy conferences and Congres-
sional tlearings, records of iegisiation, and government
agency reports documenting the (ieveioprnent and impie—
mentation of conservation poiicy (e-g., the proceedings
of the 1912 federal conference to determine the need
for a National Park Service; documents of the iegisla-
tive hearings and debates which led to the establish-
ment of the Park Service, 1912-1916; and the Annual
Reports of the Park Service’s Director thereafter).

] Popuiar periocticais of the time. Their role in iay-
ing the foundations for pui)lic awareness of conserva-
tion issues—tiirougti the pui)lication of nature essays,
nature-related literature, popuiariy accessible scientific
articles on the natural wori(i, and commentary and de-
bate on such matters as the need for wildlife protec-
tion—can scarceiy be overstated; remarieai)ly, the de-
bate on the fate of Hetch Hetciiy, for example, was
tougiit out in newspapers and general interest maga-
zines as much as it was in the halls of government.
Periodicals to be considered might include: Atlantic
Montlt/y, Forest and Stream, Garden and Forest, Cen-
tury magazine, Harper’s, National Geograplu'c, and Ameri-
can P/anning and Civic Comment; the eclecticism of their
contents reflects the eclectic roots of the conservation

movement.

d Other topicai literature related to conservation
issues, such as the pampi’liets proctuced for mass distri-

bution i)y partisans in the Hetch Hetcl'iy debate.

D Papers, proceedings, and put)iications of the sport-

ing, mountaineering, and ornithoiogical clubs whose

middle- and upper—ciass memt)erstiip constituted the
originai grass-roots of the conservation movement: for
exarnpie, those of the Boone and Crockett Ciu]:),
founded i:)y Roosevelt and Grinnell to link i’iunting and
wildlife preservation, which put)iisi'ieci a number of books
of essays i:yy its members on iiunting and conservation-

related issues.

D Other popuiar culture materials on nature-related
themes: e.g., books of serious but popuiar science in
the old and honorable (i)ut quiciziy Vanishing) tradi-
tion of the i)roac].iy educated “naturalist” as scientific
investigator (Rooseveit pui)iisiie(i severai); books of fic-
tion and poetry; sheet music ; handbooks for suburban
garcteners; “i)ircting” iiterature; manuals for nature

stucty; books on “woodcraft” and scouting, etc.

] Lamiscape paintings and their rnass—prociuce(i re-
procliictions in print, from the higii academic (e.g., the
work of Frederic Edwin Ci’iurcti, Thomas Moran, Albert
Bierstadt, William Bra(itord, Martin Joi’inson Heacle,
Fitz Hugh Lane, Jasper E. Cropsey, etc.) to the ama-
teur; the whole spectrum fostered an iconograpi]y of
meaning which fixed the importance of the American
natural ianclscape in the American mind. (A confer-
ence on the Park Service in 1917 included an installa-
tion of lan(iscape paintings i)y major American artists,
and participants heard a speech on “The Painter and
the National Parks” H this was pui)iisi’iecl i)y the Gov-
ernment Printing Office and has found its way to the

Lii)rary O£ Congress generai coiiection.)

b Landscape pilotograptly, such as that produceci
for the U.S.G.S. and railroad company surveys in the
West in the period toiiowing the Civil War, and in peri-
odicals and books with wide ciistrit)ution; such work
compiementeti and extended the older role of ian(iscape
painting in defining the importance of American na-
ture in the national consciousness. Major piiotogra—

ptiers whose work contributed to this effort in this era
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and afterward included: William H. Jacleson, T. H.
O’Sullivan, Alexander Hessler, William Bell, Jack
Hillers, Alex Gardner, ¢ B, Watlzins, Eadwaerd
Muyl)ricige, Jacle Haynes (at Yellowstone) , Emory Kolb
(at the Grand Canyon), and Ansel Adams.

D Amateur pllotograplly, like amateur painting, re-
veals how individual Americans wished to see nature,
and their families and pastimes in relation to nature.
{(Are there turn-oi—tl'ie—century fami.ly vacation pl'ioto-
grapll albums in the Lil)rary of Congress?)

D Political cartoons on conservation issues.

b Maps, which are of course cultural constructions
reﬂecting the human malzing of place and attitudes to-

ward the natural environment in everytlling from their

namings to their ciepictions of land boundaries to their

iconography: human l)eings map what tlley believe to
be important, and show wl'iy tliey think it is important
lJy how tl'ley map it. Local maps of this era miglit be
especially useful in reﬂecting cllanges in Americans’ per-
ceptions of their relationships to the land, its scenery,
and natural resources, while Park Service materials
might be more useful for the more recent decades of

conservation liistory.

D The literature of promotional campaigns to
encourage scenic tourism, such as the Bangor and
Aroostook Railroad Company’s annual pul)lication
In the Maine Woods or the American Civic Association’s
1916 itinerary pamphlet “National Parks Tour for
the Purpose of Disseminating Information and Promot-
ing Interest in our Great National Playgrounds."
Relevant archives for this material migllt also include
those for the Notjtllern Pacific, Santa Fe, Union
Pacific, Yellowstone Parlz, and Fred Harvey companies,

among others.

RELEVANT ACADEMIC DISCIPLINES

The selection and interpretation of these sorts of
materials invite the participation of scholars from a wide
range of academic disciplines, again reﬂec’cing the di-
verse roots of conservationism and its wi(ie-ranging im-
plications as a historical plrienomenon. Some of the
academic (lisciplines from which advice should be sought
include the JL‘ollowing:

D the so-called new environmental llistory, one of
the most creative developments in recent historical
SCl’lOlaI‘Sllip, which synthesizes natural and human
llistory on the premise that human llistory is
embedded in ecological liistory, and that nature lies
within rather than outside of the ambit of human

historical (ievelopment;

D other areas of cultural liistory, inclu(iing intellec-
tual liistory, the history of popular culture, and the
liistory of pul)lic policy;

D historical geograplly and the historical stucly of

lan(iscape 5

D folklife stu(iy, inasmuch as it concerns the study
of expressive culture as a product of regional and
environmental relationsllips; folklorists also give
voice to vernacular traditions of land stewanisl'iip

and environmental perception; and

D art and literary l-iistory as tliey merge into
cultural liistory.
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BACKGROUND

MARsH-BiILLINGS
NaTioNaAL HisToRrRICAL

PARK

DAVID A. DONATH

Marsii-BiHings National Historical Park was cre-
ated i)y an Act of Congress, and signe(i into law i)y Presi-
(ieni: George Busii on August 26, 1992.

Eariy in 1993 Mary and Laurance Rockefeller do-
nated title to the parie,s “historic zone” and easements
to the “scenic zone” to the United States, conveying
deeds to Secretary of the Interior Manuel J. Lujan on
January 11, 1993, Mary and Laurance Rockefeller re-
tain a life estate on the property, and the parie will not
open to the pui)iic while tiiey remain residents. The
Rockefellers have also piecigeci to establish an endow-
ment to support the ongoing preservation and conser-
vation of the property, and have donated a fund to the
Town and Viiiage of Woodstock to offset the impact of

removing the “historic zone” from the tax rolls.

Marsii-Biiiings National Historical Park comprises
the “historic” and “protection" zones. Qutside the pariz
i)oun(iary, two “scenic zones” protect important vistas.
(see map on page 25):

The “historic zone” is a 555-acre tract that includes
the Biiiings mansion and its dependencies and the
Mount Tom forest that was replanteci and (ieveiope(i
under Frederick Biliings’s direction in the late 19th

century. This property, with its contents, has been
donated to the United States for operation i)y the
National Park Service.

The “protection zone” includes the Biiiings Farm,
which was farmed by the Marsh family and developed
as a progressive model farm i)y Biiiings. The farmland
and i)uiiciings are in private ownership, and are oper-
ated i)y the Woodstock Founciation, Inc., as the
Biiiings Farm & Museum.

Two “scenic zones” protect vistas from the man-
sion and the farm. These zones are not contiguous
with the others. The properties are in private owner-
Si’lip, and scenic easements to them have been donated

to the United States.

The iegisiation for Marsi’i-Biiiings National
Historical Park speciiies the purposes of the pariz

as £0110WS i

D to interpret the i'iis’cory and evolution of

conservation stewar(isi'iip in America;

D to recognize and interpret the contributions
and i)irhhpiade of George Perkins Marsii, pioneer
environmentalist, author of Man and Nature,

statesman, iawyer, and iinguist;

P to recognize and interpret the contributions of
Frederick Biiiings, conservationist, pioneer in
reforestation and scientific farm management,
iawyer, piiiiantiiropist, and railroad i)uiicier, who

extended the principies of land management

introduced i)y Marsii;

D to preserve the Marsii—Biuings Mansion and its

surroun(iing lands ; and

D to recognize the significant contributions of
Julia Billings, Mary Billings French, Mary French
Rocizefeiier, and Laurance Speiman Rockefeller in
perpetuating the Marsh-Billings heritage.!
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The enabling legislation directs the National Park Ser-
vice to comple’ce a General Management Plan for de-
velopment and operation of the parle within three years

o£ enactment.

SiTeE HisToOoRY

The Marsh-Biﬂings-RockefeHer properties are na-
tionaﬂy significant for their historical association with
three individuals and their families f who were occupants,
clevelopers ? and stewards of this land for nearly two cen-
turies. George Perkins Marsl'l, who spent his formative
years on this property, published his seminal work Man
and Nature in 1864, a book which became the foun-
tainhead of American ecological though’c and the con-
servation movement. Frederick Biﬂings ; who purchase(l
the property from Marsh and his family, then clevelopecl
it as a progressive, model estate, reﬂecting Marsh’s prin-
ciples. Laurance S. Rockefeller, a leader and shaper of
the American conservation movement in the post—World
War 11 era, secured this property for the enjoyment and

education of future generations.

The sense of land stewarclship exhibited })y these

individuals, as well as I)y their families in intervening
generations, is revealed in the ways in which the prop-
erty has been shapecl and preserved. The Marsh-
Biuings—Rocke{eHer property is a living artifact of the
values of those who sl’laped and husbanded it—individu-
als and families active in the mainstream of American
conservation thought and in the practice of land stew-

ardship since the early 19th century.

The story of this property is one of interaction be-
tween the land and its succession of occupants. It is a
characteristicaﬂy Vermont story. The environmental
character and geographical history of Vermont are more
than just l)aclzground—they are essential to the plot.

Vermont’s climate is harsl‘x, and Vermonters have al-

ways known that to ignore nature is to put oneself in
peril. Tt is ﬁtting, and not at all coincidental, that the
American conservation movement should have been

born in Vermont.

Before settlement Vermont was mostly forest. The
land is mountainous; the soils are thin and lilaerally
pebl)led with glacial till. Native Americans—in histori-
cal times, the Abenakis—hunted and gathered and
plante& garclen plots in burned-off clearings. Although
the Abenakis were numerous, their presence hardly taxed
the land. A pattern of dispersed, mobile villages allowed
the land to recover soon after an Abenaki band moved
on to a new location. In the 17th and 18th centuries
the advance of Englisl'l settlement spreacl diseases that

| decimated the Abenakis. Altl‘loug}l the Indians remained

a presence on the ﬁinges of white settlements in Ver-
mont, the English settlers promoted the ideas that the

land had been abandoned, and that l)y settling and de-
veloping it; t}ley validated their rights of ow-nership.2

Early white settlement tl—xroughout Vermont ex-
tracted the forest resources that the land would yield,
pressing the land into agricultural use. Early forestry
practices were often both wasteful and environmentaﬂy
destructive. Likewise, early agricultural practices, such
as extensive grain culture, provecl to be geographicaﬂy
unsuitable. Uplancl grazing of sheep caused further dam-
age to the land. By the mid-19th century, growth and
development of rural Vermont stalled, the agricultural
economy was plagued by a recurrent depression, and

the rural population declined and stagnated.3

George Perkins Marsh and Frederick Billings grew
up in the midst of this. The growth, &e£ores’cation, and
degrada’cion of Vermont were apparent throughout their
lives, and helped to shape their attitudes and perspec-
tives. Marsh’s Man and Nature was, in 1arge measure, a
reaction to the environmental cl'langes he had witnessed

in Vermont, validated and ampliﬂecl I)y what he saw and
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experienced in his travels in the Mediterranean region

and elsewhere .

Biﬂings, in turn, reacted to the environmental cleg-
radation of his native state in the progressive spirit of
his age, taking inspiration from Marsh and using scien-
tific and industrial management approaches to repair

Vermont’s £orestry and agricultural economy.

At Marsh-Billings National Historical Park, Marsh’s
vision and Billings’s stewarclship resonate with the 20th-
century role of Laurance S. Rockefeller as a steward of
this land and as a s}laper of America's conservation
agenda since the 1950s. Like the work of the Outdoor
Recreational Resources Review Commission and its
outgrowths in the Kennecly, ]ol’mson, Nixon, and Ford

Aclministrations, as well as the creation of the Virgin

MARsH-BiILLINGsS NaATI

Islands National Park and many other conservation and
preservation accomplishments, the establishment of
Marsh-Billings National Historical Park illustrates
Laurance S. Rockefeller’s conservationism, as it builds

upon the stewardship of the Marsll and Biﬂings eras.

GEORGE PERKINS MARSH

History regards George Perkins Marsh’s book Man
and Nature as “the fountainhead” of the American con-
servation movement.* Marsh was remarkable for the
cliversity of his interests, the multiple facets of his ca-
reer, and his amazing energy and giﬂ for observation.
The brilliance of Marsh’s Man and Nature lies in its
perceptive synthesis of his wicle—ranging observations,

studies s and thinleing.
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Man and Nature was also striieing in its timeliness.
The book appeare(i at the time when the Union could
see a iigi'it at the end of the dark tunnel of civil war,
about the time that transcontinental railroads first gir(ie(i
the North American continent, when the Manifest Des-
tiny of the United States to civilize the continent and
to expioit its seemingiy inexhaustible resources appeare(i
self-evident. The cautionary perspectives of Marsh’s
arguments seem at once to cieny the sense of super-
abundance that drove the American empire and at the
same time to embrace the era’s progressive faith in man’s

ai)iiity to repair and improve on nature.

In a wry comment to the Secretary of the

Smithsonian Institution, Marsh characterized Man and

Nature as a little volume of iay science that would chal-

lenge the scientific view of man as a prociuct of nature.
“Whereas Ritter and Guyot think that the earth made
man,” he assertecl, “man in fact made the earth.” To
buttress his argument, Marsh related a Vermont hom-
iiy, pointing out what any gooci farmer knows: Farm-
ing changes the nature of the land. Wise imsi)an(iry
can enhance nature's productivity, and unwise use of
the land can diminish it. Left unci'iecizeci, devastation
can become cornpiete and irreversible. For good or iﬂ,

the iarrner reaps wilat i1e sows.’

In Man and Nature, Marsh warned Americans to
i)egin practicing responsii)le stewar(isiiip of their re-
sources, lest the basis for American prosperity be _was’ce(i
and lost. This was a timely cautionary, coming as it did
when some Americans had ]:)egun to worry whether the
resources of the continent, particuiariy the forests, were
truiy limitless. Within a decade of its pui)iication, the
book had become a wi(ieiy read and influential work. In
1873, it inspired a report that prompted Congress to
establish a national £orestry commission and govern-
ment forest reserves. The book’s pragmatic optimism

and belief in the egzicacy of reform was consistent with

the 19tii—century view of progress, but its revolutionary
expioration of the ecoiogicai relationships that governeci
nature would not be fully appreciated until the 20th

century.b

Man and Nature endures as a conservation classic
because of its far—reaci'iing ecologicai insigiits. By the
Dust Bowl era of the 1930s, Americans could see vivid
prooi that resources were finii:e, and that the land’s pro-
ductive capacity was not limitless. Environmental
disaster illuminated the essential dilemma in Marsh’s
insigilt{'ui argument—Marsi'i had regar(ie(i man as both
a part of, and a siiaper of, nature. Througii wise hus-
i)andry, man could repair or even improve upon nature—
that was the optimistic view. But if man treated nature
unwiseiy, the ciarnage could be irreparai)ie, and uitirnateiy,
a devastated nature would cease to sustain man. “The
earth is fast i)ecoming an unfit home for its noblest

inilai)itant, " Marsh wrote, “and another era of equal

. WOUICI re-

7

duce it to such a condition of impoverished productive-

human crime and human improvicience -

ness, of shattered sur{ace, of climatic excess, as to
threaten the ciepravai:ion, i)ar])arism, and peri’laps even

extinction of the Bpecies."7

In writing Man and Nature, George Perkins Marsh
connected the observations of his childhood and youth
in Woodstock, Vermont, with perspectives gaine(i
tilroughou’c his long and multifaceted career. As his
wide-ranging career carried him farther and farther from
Woodstock, new perspectives broadened and validated
his eariy observations. What he had seen and learned
about eariy Vermont resonated with what he would ob-
serve elsewi'lere, particuiariy in Mediterranean and Al-

pine lands.

The Woodstock of Marsh's i)oyiiooci and youtii had

a raw appearance. Neariy tiiirty years before Marsh’s
i)irtil, Vermont settlers had declared their independence
from the Crown. “We are in a state of na’cure," tiiey
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asserted in their 1777 declaration of Vermont Inde-
pendence ;. and they were already l)usy haclzing and hew-
ing natural Vermont for their own use. By the time
George Perkins Marsh was old enough to notice his sur-
roundings, the largely unbroken forest that had blan-
Leted northern New England was in retreat on all fronts.
Around Woodstock, the forest was pushed back earlier

than in most places.

George Perkins Marsh grew up on the property that
ultimately would become Marsl’l-BiHings National His-
torical Park. At the time of Marsh’s birth in 1801, it
was the estate of “Squire” Charles Marsh, who was the
leading 1awyer in the county seat, Woodstock, and was
also the son of one of the founders of the State (for—
merly the Republic) of Vermont. The Mazrsh estate was
the premier property in Woodstock, commancling the
head of Elm Street from a knoll on the shoulder of
Mount Tom. When George Perkins Marsh was born to
Susan and Charles Marsl'l, the estate was visually more
prominent than it is today because Mount Tom was tree-
less, ha.ving been transformed into an uplan(l pasture
capped })y a pair of rocley pealzs. In 1800 a wildfire
burned what few trees were le{'t, and the forest was not
replanted there until much later in the century. Like-
wise, the great farm meadow below the Marsh house
had been cleared for agriculture. Formerly a swampy
intervale woods containing a clearing that was periodi-
caﬂy used l)y bands of Abenakis, in the 1790s
the meadow was transformed into some of Woodstock’s

I)est cropland.

Marsh was born in a frame house that stood roughly
at the location of the current estate’s tennis courts. This
}louse, which was built in 1790, was later moved down
to the meaclow, and it prol)al)ly forms a part of what is
now the Hitchcock house, just outside of the bound-

aries of the parlz’s “protecticn zone.” When he was

four years old, his father hired Nathaniel Smith, prob-

ably the best of Woodstock’s builders, to construct a
new brick house. The construction of the ﬁve-l)ay
square, two-and-one-half story Federal-style residence
fascinated the young Cl’lild, and may have stimulated

his lifelong interest in tools and manual crafts.

Young Marsh was also fascinated l)y his father’s li-
})rary, spending countless hours engrossed in books like
Reese’s Encyc/opea]ia , which he could Larely heft. He
read volumes of the encyclopedia cover to cover, lying
on the floor in dim light‘ By the age of seven or eight,
his reading obsession severely strained his eyes, lea.ving
him temporarﬂy blinded and afflicted with terrible head-
aches. For the next four years he was unable to read.
Al’chough his vision recovered and he was able to re-
sume his voracious reading , he suffered periodic relapses

of eyestrain throughout the rest of his life.

Banished from his father’s hl)rary, young Marsh took
to the meadows and hillsides of the estate. Nature
became his encyclopedia, and, deprived of reading, he
cultivated his remarkable powers of ol)servation, pursu-
ing nature with characteristic voracity. Not content
sirnply to observe, he sought to understand the science
of nature and its connections to human activity.
Already, he was gathering the tools he would need to
write Man and Nature.

On his own Mount Tom, Marsh observed the ef-
fects of deforestation. Uncontrolled runo{{, increased
erosion, and the steady loss of topsoil were all conse-
quences of the loss of forest cover. Downstream conse-
quences were violent freshets and increased siltation.
Millsites alternatively silted up or were washed away in
floods . fields lost their £ertility, fish habitats were lost—
cither obstructed by dams or choked l)y changes in the
stream character. Throug}lout his life, Marsh would

continue to observe and draw conclusions.
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In 1847, in an address delivered before the Agricul-
tural Society of Rutland County, he spotze about the
agricultural impact of the loss of forests. In 1857, as
Vermont Fish Commissioner, he reportecl on the im-
pact on fisheries brought by ctranges in the environ-
ment.® Exptoring the Mediterranean as U.S. Minister
to Turkey during the early 1850s, Marsh would see how
human occupance had devastated the Near East ever
since Greek and Roman antiquity. Man and Nature

would be the proctuct of these observations and more.

George Perkins Marsh’s education in Woodstock was
sporadic, but in the late 1810s, he attended Dartmouth
College, graduating in 1820. Soon after, he took a job
teaching Greek and Latin at Norwich Academy, then

tocated across ttle Connecticut River from Dartmouttr.

He was bored t>y teactling , and 1ong hours of rea&ing at )

the neartay coﬂege titJrary soon t)rougtlt on a retapse of
eyestrain. He returned to Woodstock, and when he re-
coverecl, he read the law. In 1825 he was admitted to
the bar and moved to Burlington, where he went into
practice with Benjamin F. Bailey. In 1828 he married
Harriet Buetl, the (laugtrter ofa prominent Burlington
tamily. The couple moved into a frame house on the
southeast corner of Church and Pearl Streets, which

Woutd be Marsh’s tlome until he movecl, permanentty,
to Burope in 1861.°

Althougtr Marsh never again lived in Woodstock,
he maintained family ties there. In 1833, when his
wife and their first son, Ctrarles, ctied, a devastated Marsh
]Jrougtrt their infant second son to be raised t)y the child’s
grandparents. Marsh returned to a sad, sotitary exist-
ence in Burlington, where he immersed himself in his
studies and a number of unsuccessful business ventures.
In 1839 he emerged from his solitude, marrying
Caroline Crane, and two years later he made a success-
ful run for the U.S. House of Representatives. While
in Wastrington, he ptayed an important role in the es-
tablishment of the Smithsonian Institution.

In 1849 Marsh began his diplomatic career as
Minister to the Court at Constantinopte. He served
four years, and during that time traveled extensively in
the Middle East. After returning to the United States
in 1863, he published a book advocating the introduc-
tion of camels for use in the American West.l® The
tollowing year he was appointed Minister to the King-
dom of Italy and he left for the Mediterranean, never
again to reside in Vermont. In 1857 Marsh made a
tengttly visit to Woodstock. That summer he and his
brother Charles spent a number of days climtﬁng the
hills surrounding the viltage and measuring their eleva-
tion above the Town Halt, using a new barometric
method. Marsh prot:at)ly visited Woodstock for the last
time in 1861, shortly before leaving for Burope. He
never returned to the United States.

Marsh t)egan worlzing on Man and Nature in 1860.
He put')tistre(t the book in 1864, and revised it in 1874,
about the time that he wrote a paper on irrigation for
the U.S. Commissioner of Agricutture.11 At the time
of his death in Valtomt)rosa, Italy, in 1882, he was in
his 22nd year as Minister—he also was still expanding
and revising Man and Nature, of which the third edi-
tion appeared in 1885,

George Perkins Marsh’s father had died in 1849
and his mother in 1853; his younger brother Charles
occupiect the Woodstock estate and farm. In 1855
Charles Marsh sold the northern part of the farm
meadow for a fairgrounds for the Windsor County Fair.
Around 1866, Marsh sold two more lots on the south-
ern side of the mea(tow, adjacent to the Ottauquechee
River. These lots now comprise the south side of Moore
Place, and are outside of the park’s “protection zone.”
In 1869 Marsh sold the remainder of his father’s farm
and estate to Frederick Biltings.

Later that year, while Billings was busy with the first

of his remodelings of the Marsh mansion, Caroline
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Marsh returned from Itaiy for a visit to Vermont and
visited Frederick and Julia Billings. In 1883, after the
death of George Perkins Marsii, Frederick Biiiings pux-
chased Marsh's personai iii)rary fora generous sum, both
to secure the significant collection for the University of
Vermont and to provicie financial assistance to Marsh’s
Wi(iow. Caroline Marsh returned to the United States
and lived in Scarsdale, New York. She correspomieci
with the Billingses, saw them socially in New York, and,
at Frederick’s request, presenteci them with a silver-
headed cane as a memento of her late husband. The

cane remains in the mansion collection.

FREDERICK BIiILLINGS

Prederick Biilings was a practitioner and a steward.
He was a moral and religious man who believed in vir-
tue, responsii)ility, and piiiianti—iropy, values he shared
with his wife, ]uiia, and which tiley transmitted to their
children and gran(iciiii(iren. He was a successful ia,‘wyer
and a man of business—a founder of the Staie of
California and a builder of the Northern Pacific
Railroad. In the spirit of his age, he was an optimist
who believed in progress. He believed in using his
taients, his means, and the best ienowie(ige available to
make tiiings i—iappen 2 and he believed that anyti'ii.ng worth
doing was worth (ioing well.

Biiiings was a conservationist at a time when
conservationism was only i)eginning to have meaning
in America. His conservationism grew first from a sense
of awe at the striieing natural i)eauty of the Far West. It
later matured into an impuise for stewar(isiiip of pre-
cious natural resources and a drive to repair and periect
the ia,nc].scape of his home and farm. Biiiings embraced
the lessons of George Perkins Marsh’s Man and
Nature, using Marsh’s principies to gui(ie the
restoration of his Mount Tom forest. He brougii’c them

to bear on the State of Vermont in i'ieiping to frame the
state’s first forestry policy. Prederick Billings's regard
for Marsh's work uitimateiy led him to secure Marsh's
library for the University of Vermont and to build the

university a monumental i)uiitiing in which to house it.

Frederick Bi.iiings was a practitioner, not a siiaper,
of American conservationist tiiougiit. By influence and
exampie, he demonstrated—in Woodstock and else-
where—how iancis_ could be protecte(i, use(i, and en-
hanced tin‘ougii informed i'iusi)anciry and stewarcisiiip.
Even a century after Frederick Biiiings's death, the
mansion, the estate, and the farm that he created re-

flect his Pl’lilOSOPi’ly, values, and personaiity.

Aiti'iougii he was born in Royaiton, Vermont,
Prederick Biiiings grew up in Woo&stocie, and Woodstock
remained his home until the end of his life. In 1835,
after an unfavorable jucigment in a civil matter, his fa-
tiler, Qel Biiiings, was require(i to move the iamiiy over
the hill to Woodstock—in order to live in iegai proxim-
ity to the Windsor Counly Sheriff. Famiiy tradition
has it that young Freciericiz, who was in ciiarge of driv-
ing the fa.miiy pig aiong “Squire" Maxsh’s turnpi_ize,
paused as he passed the Marsh mansion. Never again,
he resoiveci, would he be poor. Someciay, he wanted to
own that piace.

Whether or not the iegemi is true, it is without doubt
that young Frederick knew the Marsh property weii, and
regardeti it as the most prominent real estate in
Woodstock. If results can be relied on as evidence of
intentions, it appears that Frederick Biiiings resoiveci,
eariy on, to make a success of himself. As he grew up in
Wootistociz, he was driven to excel at his studies. When
his iearning outstrippeci local educational opportunities,
he determinedly pursued his education first at Kimball
Union Acaciemy in Meriden, New Hampsiiire, and later
at the University of Vermont. There he was expose(i to

some of the most progressive educational i(ieas of the
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‘time—notions that would ultimately be associated with
American Transcendentalism. His mentors and pro-
fessors included James Marsh (a cousin of George Perkins
Marsh), Ferrand Benedict, ]oseph Torrey, as well as
Vermont’s early natural historian Zadock Thompson.
He applie& himself to his studies and emerge& with a
solid, liberal education and a Whiggish orientation.
Then he read law.

In 1849 Frederick and his sister and brother-in-
law, Laura and Bezer Simmons, sailed for California,
via the Isthmus crossing. As soon as Frederick arrived
in San Prancisco, he unpaclzed his already—painted
Shingle and went to work as the first lawyer in the gold-
rush town. Tragicaﬂy, Laura died several days later, the
victim of a fever contracted in the Panamanian junglc,
but Frederick stayed on. He did well—much better tha'n
most who spent their time digging gold. Prederick’s
specialty became the resolution of land claims descend-
ing from Spanish ownersllip. For many, his legal ser-
vices prove(l inclispensable. His law practice—soon a
prominent partnership with Henry W. Halleck and
Axchibald C. Peacl’ly—couplecl with a number of astute
real estate investments—ensured Prederick’s financial
success, and he quiclzly became one of the wealthiest

men in California.

In California Frederick Biﬂings cleveloped his aware-
ness of place. He took great pleasure in getting away
from the raucous congestion of San Prancisco to ex-
plore. Within a year of his arrival he was commenting
on the need to preserve California’s natural wonders.
In 1851 the Yosemite Vauey was first viewed l)y white
explorers, and Biﬂings went there in March of the next
year. He would return many times cluring and after his
California sojourn. By 1860 a naturalist “grand tour”
of Yosemite, the Lig trees, Lake Tal'xoe, Placerville, and
the Napa VaHey had become so popular that leey sites

along the way were visil)ly S}]OW‘il’lg signs of overcrowd-

ing. Frederick Biﬂings and his friends saw the clegracla—

tion and Legan aclvocating preservation. Their conser-
vation impulse was largely emotional and romantic,
rooted in patriotism and religious sense of cluty, as well
as delight in the unknown and the picturesque. They
also were aware of the commercial potential of these

natural wonders as destinations for tourists.

Billings’s support for the conservation of California’s
natural wonders was both a source and an outgrowth of
his networlzing in a growing circle of friends and associ-
ates. Among these were Horace Bushnell, Frederick
Law Olms’cecl, ]ohn and ]essie Fremont, Thomas Starr
King, Louis Agassiz, and Carleton E. Watkins. His
law firm had ernployed the pl'lotographer Carleton E.
Watkins to record Las Mariposas and the New Almaden
Mine. In 1863 Watkins made an album of Yosemite.
Biﬂings acquited a set and sent it to the naturalist Louis
Agassiz, who was an enthusiastic supporter of the pres-
ervation of the vaHey as a Pederal reserve. The next
year photograpl'xs from the Watkins album appeareda on
the desks of lzey congressmen who assured the passage
of the bill [to preserve Yosemite as a state parlz]. Per-
sonal associations and networlzing would remain a leey

to Billings’s success througllout his career.

Biﬂings’s sense of conservation grew as an emotional
response to awesome natural wonders like Half Dome,
El Capitan, and the Calaveras grove of Sequoias. His
response to the grand and the picturesque would also
stimulate his interest in the romantic landscape art of
the mid- to late-19th century, especially the luminous
scenes of the Hudson River School and the expansive
paintings of Albert Bierstadt. Bﬂlings’s art collection,
which is preserved as part of the mansion collection,

reflects these interests.

In 1862 Frederick Biﬂings married Julia Pannly of
New Yorle, and late in the £ollow1'ng year, the couple
moved back Hast. In 1864 they returned to Woodstock
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and resided at The Maples, a large brick house on Bond
Street that Belonged to Frederick’s sister. That year
Frederick read Man and Nature by George Perkins
Marsh. He was deeply impressed by this geographical
treatise l)y his former neigh}aor. Tlle book proved a cata-
lyst that helpetl Frederick Billings's concept of conser-
vation to mature. Places of strilzing natural ]oeauty and
wonder, like Yosemite, were self-eviden’cly important;
t].'ley were easy to iclentify, and people migl—lt rally to
their preservation. But the general lan&scape—manys
more ordinary home—needed protection and lrmsbanclry
to ensure its al;ility to sustain humankind. Billings
marked the passages in Marsh’s book that illuminated

this concept.'?

Loolzing around Woodstock after so many years away
and having witnessed how quiclelir California had
changed, Frederick Biﬂings could see the damage that
development had wrought in Vermont. By the 1860s,
at least 75 percent of Vermont’s forest cover had been
cleared. Most of the hills between Woodstock 'a.ncl
Royalton were bare and in many areas overgraze;l Ly
Merino sheep. Erosion scarred the hills and choked the
streams. The wild game and fish that Biﬂings remem-
bered were gone. Marsh’s book was a persuasive syn-
thesis, and the Vermont lanclscape gave ample evidence

that Marsh was rig}xt.

In 1869 Frederick and Julia Billings bought the
Marsh estate and farm. Cl'xarles, the younger brother
of George Perkins Marsh, was the last of the £amily to
live there, and he was ready to sell. Frederick Biﬂings
was probalyly the wealthiest inhabitant of Woodstock Ly
{:.ar, and it seemed suitable that he should acquire the
town’s most prominent piece of real estate. However,
in 1869 the Marsh estate gave only a glimmer of its
po’centia.l. Frederick Billings immediately set about a
tl'lorough campaign of remodeling, landscaping, and

construction. By the time that Caroline Marsh visited

late in the year, renovation of the house was well

under way.

Beginning in 1869 and continuing well into the
1880s, Billings also developed his farm and his Mount
Tom forest parla. Aske planned the network of carriage
roads that would wind through the mountain forest,
connecting vistas and tree plantations and circulating
the Pogue, Bi]lings predicte(l that it was “to be my monu-
ment!”?  Similarly, in 1871 Billings established the
foundation of his clairy herd of purebred Jersey cows
which would l)ring the farm national renown at the

Chicago world’s fair three years after Biﬂings’s death.

At the same time that he was cleveloping his
Woodstock estate, Frederick Biﬂings became involved
in tlle N orthern Pacific Rai]_road. In 18()9 he purchasecl
his first shares of stoclz, and in 1870 he was elected to
the Board of Directors. Following the Panic of 1873,
Biuings orchestrated the reorganization of the railroad,
positioning it for its successful completion of the line
to the West Coast. Among Biﬂings's achievements was
the successful development of the Bonanza Farms in
the Dakotas which demonstrated the agricu.ltural vial)ility
of the dry plains asa grain-producing area, encouraging
settlement and the purcl'lase of railroad land holdings
along the route. The Bonanza Farms were progressive
in their application of technology, science, and indus-
trial organization to agriculture. However, the exten-
sive wheat culture that tl'ley encouraged contributed to

the environmental disaster of the Dust Bowl.

In 1879 Billings was elected president of the rail-
roa&—Biﬂings , Montana, was later named in his honor.
He was not, however, to preside over the line’s comple-
tion. In 1881, in a famous corporate maneuver using
the so-called Blind Pool, Henry Villard wrested control
of the railroad from Frederick Billings. When the line
was completed in 1883, Billings was there, but not in

command—he was respected and was proud of the ac-
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complishment. He and Julia rode the line west repeat-
edly in subsequent years, viewing the grandeur of the
Rockies and the Cascades from their private Pullman
car, Glacier. In so doing, they reflected another of
Frederick’s visions—that of the railroad’s role in open-

ing up the new national parles of the West to tourists.

When Villard ousted Billings from the Northern
Pacific presi&ency, Frederick was freed to devote more
time and energy to his Woodstock estate. In the 1880s ;
the last decade of Biuings’s life, he redoubled his efforts
to perfect his mansion 5 farm, and forest parle. In these
activities he put into practice his concepts of steward-

ship, progress, and conservation, embracing the ideas

OE Marsh.

Frederick Billings’s conservation activities were most
visible in Woodstoclz, but he made an impact on the
State of Vermont as well. In 1883 FPrederick was
appointecl to Vermont's new Forestry Commission and
he took a special interest in the commission’s work,
ultimately writing most of its report and {-unding its
second printing. The report found that as much as 90
percent of Vermont's forests had been cleared. In many
places, asaresult, the water supply was clamage& or fail-
ing. The State lacked any systematic J[‘orestry culture.
The report’s recommendations echoed both Marsh’s
ideas and Billings's experience and business sense:
timber was a commercial crop to be cultivated; wetlands
must not be drained needlessly; trees should be Plantecl
in pul)lic places, and Arbor Day should be celebrated;
forest arson should be prevented, in part t}n‘ough severe
penalties; migratory sawmills, lumber, and timber
“cutting should be taxed; timber faxms should receive
relief for fencing; forestry should be studied scientifi-

cally, at a variety of levels.1#

Billings applied the principles at home. By 1882,
he had expandecl his land holdings from the original
250 acres to 600 acres, largely with the addition of ad-

jacent forest lands (by 1900 the estate would include
2,000 acres). He pursued an ambitious , systematic pro-
gram of planting stands of Austrian larch and Norwe-
gian spruce, in addition to native species. In 1893, ata
Northeastern States foresters’ meeting, Frederick
Biﬂings and his farm manager, George Aitleen, would
be credited with “the progress of the forest movement
in Vermont.” The Vermont state forester commented
that Billings's Mount Tom tree farm represented “the

most interesting example of forestry in the state.”15

The 1880s were also years of philanthropy for
Frederick and Julia Billings. In 1883, following the
death of George Perkins Marsh, Frederick Biﬂings pur-
chased Marsh’s lil)rary for the University of Vermont.

The purc}lase was meant both to secure the signiﬁcant

collection and to provicle Marsh's widow with income.
To provide a suitable repository for the couection,
Biﬂings also gave a new 1i1)rary l)nilding to his alma
mater. Characteristically, Billings selected the brilliant,
sometimes difficult Henry Hobson Richardson for the'
project. Toclay known as Bi]lings Center, the library
building remains the most significant piece of architec-

ture on the University of Vermont campus.

Billings also exercised his philanthropy in
Woodstock. He built a memorial chapel at the old white
Congregational Church, and later, he provide(l funds
for the remodeling of the church. Henry Hudson Holly
was the architect for both of these projects. After
Frederick’s death in 1890, ]ulia Biﬂings continued his
philanthropy, malzing gifts to a number of mutual in-
terests, including the Pacific School of Religion in
Berlzeley, California.

With help from Samuel Kilner and George Aitken,
Julia Billings carried on Frederick’s work for many years
after his death. After her death in 1914, the children
of Frederick and ]ulia Billings, most notaljly Mary
Montagu Billings French and Elizabeth Billings, main-
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tainecl the estate in the tradition of stewardsluip that
they had inherited from their parents.

LAURANCE SPELMAN

ROCKEFELLER

On September 27, 1991, in a ceremony in the
Roosevelt Room of the White House, President George
Bush presented the Congressional Gold Medal to
Laurance S. Rockefeller “in recognition of his leader-
ship on behalf of natural resource conservation and his-
toric preservation.” In his remarks, the President said,
“We honor a quiet, gentle man whose life and work sum

up a half century of American civic virtue.”

In accepting the medal, Laurance S. Rockefeller said,
“This is the first Congressional Gold Medal to be
awarded to a conservationist. Conservation has increas-
ingly become a part of the nation’s agenda over the past
half century. . . . Now we know that concern for the
environment and access to parlzs is not frivolous or pe-
ripheral,' rather it is central to the welfare of people—

Lody, mind, and spirit.”10

The Congressional Gold Medal is the nation's high-
est civilian awarcl, and Laurance S. Rockefeller was the
97th person to be so honored. The bill that authorized

the award listed his achievements as follows:

D enhancement of the National Park System,
including a donation of 5,000 acres on the Island
of St. John for the Virgin Islands National Park;

D service as chairman of the Outdoor Recreation
Resources Review Commission (1958 and after),
leading to the establishment of the Bureau of
Outdoor Recreation, the Land and Water Conser-
vation Fund, the Wilderness Act, the National
System of Wild and Scenic Rivers, and other

landmark conservation programs;

D service as chairman of the White House
Conference on Natural Beauty (1965), which
})rought the concept of natural Leauty to urban
areas, increased state and local awareness of
environmental issues, and led to the Highway

Beautification Act :

D collaboration with Lady Bird Johnson in her
efforts to Leautify the United States and its capital

and assistance in creating the Lyndon Baines

]ohnson Memorial Grove in Washington, D.C,;

D service to Presidents Nixon and Ford as chairman
of presiclential advisory committees on environmen-
tal quality and service on other federal advisory
groups inoluding the Public Land Law Review

Commission and the National Park Found,ation;

D 30 years of service as member and chairman of
the New York State Council of Parks in expansion
and modernization of the state parle system through
an innovative bond program that was replica’cecl

across the nation ;

D service as principal advisor on environmental
matters to New York Governor Nelson A.
Rockefeller, including assistance in developing the
Adirondack Park Agency, the Hudson River Valley
Commission, the first state water pouution bond
issue, and the first comprehensive state environ-

menta) and conservation agency;

D 40 years of service as member and presiclent of
the Palisades Interstate Park Commission, including

major donations to expand the parlz system;

D contributions to the environmental quality of

New York City througll efforts on behalf of the
New York Zoological Society and the Bronx Zoo,
the New York Aquarium, Central Park, and other
patlzs in the city;
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D contributions to the environmental aesthetics

of Woodstocie, Vermont, ti'irougi'i promotion of
the piacement of power lines underground, the
initiation of watershed pianning, and the preserva-
tion and interpretation of historic properties

and o])j ects;

] iong-time service in three signiiicant private
conservation organizations: Jacieson Hole Preserve,

Inc., the American Conservation Association, and

Historic Hudson Vaiiey, Ing;

b 1eac1ersilip of other private conservation organiza-
tions, inciu(iing Resources for the Future, the
National Parks and Recreation Association, and

the Conservation Founciation; and

D over 40 years of humanitarian work and benefac-
tions to the Memorial Sioan—Kettering Cancer

Center in the iigi'it against cancer.!”

If the Congressionai Gold Medal were i)eing awarded
to Laurance S. Rockefeller totiay, the list would also
include donation of 555 acres of ianci, i)uiiciings, his-
toric {'urnisilings, and a preservation endowment for

creation of Marsi’i-Biiiings National Historical Park.

Laurance S. Rockefeller has successfu]iy a(iaptecl and
used the intellectual traditions of the late-19th- and
eariy-ZO’cii-century American conservation movements
to provi(ie iea(iersilip in American conservation ’ci'irougi'i-
out his iong career. Worizing with Repui)iican and Demo-
cratic administrations aliiee, he framed a new vision of
conservation stewar(isiiip and of the relationships of citi-
zens, business, and government in aci’iieving its goais.
He personaiiy took the lead both in articulating a vision
and in impiementing it—pui)iiciy, poii’ticaiiy, and

in practice.

In 1958 President Eisenhower appointeci Laurance

S. Rockefeller chairman of a new Qutdoor Recreation

Resources Review Commission. Nonpartisan in char-
acter, the commission had a broad ciiarge to propose a
national agen(ia for outdoor recreation and conserva-
tion. The commission delivered its fin(iings to the
Kennecly Administration in eariy 1962. It propose(i a
new national recreational poiicy and made 50 specific
proposals which earned witiespreaci acclaim and i)iparti-
san poiiticai support. It led to the creation of the
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, the Land and Water
Conservation Funci, the National Wilderness Preserva-
tion System, and the National System of Wild and
Scenic Rivers. In sui)sequen’c years, Laurance S.
Rockefeller continued the work he had i)egun: as a vig-
orous chairman of the White House Conference on
Natural Beauty, the Citizens’ Aclvisory Committee
on Recreation and Natural Beauty under the

Joiinson Administration, and the Citizens’ Ac].visory

Committee on Bnvironmental Quaiity under Presi-

dents Nixon and Ford.

2

During these years, conservationism ma’cured, gain-
ing national stature and priority. The ianguage reflected
tiiis, as the expressions “natural i)eauty" and “outdoor
recreation” gave way to broader concepts of “environ-
mental quaii’cy." Laurance S. Rockefeller piayecl a
iea(iersiiip role in the national movement, i'ieiping
to steer and press iorwarti, and proviciing a broad
perspective reaciling back into his iamiiy's roots in

conservation stewar(isiiip.

Recen’ciy, Laurance S. Rockefeller commented ti'iat,
for iiim, the impuise for conservation was rooted in a
humanistic desire to heip fellow humans find and do
those things that would enhance their iieaitily relation-
Si’lip with their environment. This concept, he i)eiieves,
differs somewhat from the view of his iati'ier, Joi’in D.
Rocizeieiier, Jr who ’ciiougilt that humans had a moral
or reiigious oi)iigation to conserve and protect nature—

stewarcisilip impiieti personai (iuty. For Laurance S.
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Rockefeller, conservation should l)ring humans and na-
ture together harmoniously. His concept o£ “conserva-
tion for people" offers ways both of preserving precious
natural resources and of using them as retreats for re-

newal of the human spirit.18

Today, Laurance S. Rockefeller looks back over a
career that includes—in addition to conservation work—
numerous successful venture capital investments in high-
tech innovation, humanitarian efforts in support of the
leacling edge of cancer treatment and research, and the
development of environmentally sensitive resorts in
places of exquisite natural I)eauty. At the intersection
of these activities is a perspective that humans, pos-
sessed with insight and seljr-lznowledge and armed with
technology, can shape and direct their lives, cultures,
and surroundings in ways that will enhance both their
own personal health and well-l)eing, and the weﬂ-l)eing
of their environment. In this sense, conservation is an
interaction between humans and their resources that
must be fostered in healthy relationships. Lileewyise,
support of conservation should occur at a range of lev-
els—personal, local, business, and governmental—re-
ﬂecting that conservation is both the right thing ancl,
in the long run, the rewar(ling thing to do.

In 1934 , Mary Frencll, a granddaughter 0£ Fre&ericle
Billings, and Laurance S. Rockefeller were married in
the old white Congregational Church in Woodstock.
Mary had grown up spending summers in Wooclstoclz,
living in the mansion, and roaming the Mount Tom
forest on her pony. With his marriage to Mary, Laurance
adopted Woodstock as his summer home, and as the
years passed his affection for the Vermont town grew.
Woodstock became one of his important conservation
interests. In many respects, Laurance S. Rockefeller’s
activities in Woodstock are a microcosm of his conser-

vation career.

After Mary French Rockefeller’s mother, Mary
Montagu Biﬂings French, died in 1951 , Mary Rockefeller
came to own the mansion and its surrounding acreage.
Beginning in 19565 and continuing for ten years, Mary
and Laurance Rockefeller remodeled the mansion, mak-
ing a wide variety of improvements to the house, its
grounds, and its outbuildings. Theodore Muller was ar-
chitect for the project, and Zenon Schreiber was land-
scape architect. Although the remodeling was thorough,
it was sensitive to the historic character of the property.
The overriding retention of Victorian detail and furnish-
ings is remarlzal)le, consic].ering that the Victorian style
was regarc].ed as unfashionable during the 1950s. The
sensitivity of the remodeling is visual testimony to Mary
and Laurance Rockefeller’s awareness of the signiﬁcant
history of the house. Their sense of the house’s heritage
was affirmed in June of 1967, when Lady Bird Iohnson
visited Woodstock to dedicate the mansion as a National
Historic Landmark.

In 1954 the Biﬂings Farm was incorpora’ced as an
active commercial (lairy operation. The farm held title to
both the farmland in the Ottanquechee intervale and
much of the Mount Tom forest. The farm prospered and
expande(l under farm manager Harold Corkum, who in-
stalled a modern laottling works and organized a small
fleet of c].elivery trucks to serve the community. Later, in
1960, the farm joined with Starlake Dairy in the con—
struction of a new processing plant in Wilcler,
Vermont, and products under the name “Billings Dairy”
appeare& throughout the region. In 1974 Laurance S.
Rockefeller purchasecl the Biﬂings Farm, w}lich, when
viewed in combination with Mary F Rockefeller’s owner-
ship of the mansion, reassembled the core of Frederick
Biﬂingss estate.!?

Laurance S. Rockefeller has always said that his in-
terest in Woodstock flowed simply from the fact that it
was Mary’s home. His active participation in the shap—
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ing of Woodstock's future grewasa natural consequence
of their shared interests and their love of the outdoors.
He saw the clangers that unwise cleveloprnent could pose
for Woodstock : and drawing upon his experience in con-
servation and preservation elsewhere, he worked to guide
the town in environmenta]ly sound directions. He fn—mly
believed that 1anclsca.p_e and townscape must be consid-
ered together—that one could not be preservecl without
the other.

With this philosophy in min(l, he purchasecl and
replaced the aging Woodstock Inn, greatly improving
the country club and ski areas as well. As a unit, the
Woodstock Resort Corporation has become a mainstay
of the economic health of the community, while help-
ing to preserve the ambience of the small New Englancl
town. In one of Laurance'’s greatest gi{'ts to the com-
munity, he funded the underground routing of electri-
cal and telepl'lone wires througllout the vinage, greatly
enhancing Woodstock’s historical and aesthetic appear-
ance. He also protected the viﬂage by acquiring many

acres of open space to ensure their preservation.?

Laurance S. Rockefeller’s activities in Woodstock
combined and put into practice the conservation agenda
that he had helpe(l the nation embrace and his personal
affection for the community, its history, and the heri-
tage of Mary's farnily. The conservation phi]osophy
and principles that underlay the work of the Outdoor
Recreation Resources Review Commission and the
Citizens Advisory Committees that he chaired are re-
flected in the projects that he undertook in Woodstock.
In 1968 Mary and Laurance Rockefeller created the
Woodstock Founcla.tion, Inc.,asa philanthropie vehicle
for the betterment of Woodstock. Laurance later

described the foundation’s _ol)jectives as follows:

“Through the Woodstock F‘ounclation, it is my hope,
in the broadest sense, to help preserve the environment

and historical integrity of Woodstoclz, and more specifi-

caHy the Biuings Family heritage that has been so im-
portant to the community for more than 100 years.

“My Iong-range goal is to eventually include the
Mansion, the Farm and related facilities, and the for-
ests as an integrated unit to the approximate scope and
extent that existed during the time of Frederick
Biﬂings. Other properties that T have Lough’c will supple—
ment the Family properties, and help to protect the larger
Woodstock area from deterioration through unwise

development. N

The foundation’s activities were intended to “add to
the balance of Woodstock and have a beneficial effect
on the long—term economic vi‘ca,lity and s’cal)ility of the

community.” Primary objectives would include the pres-

. ervation of open space, the preservation of the histori-

cal values of rural Vermont, the expansion of the out-
door recreational opportunities that are inherent in the
natural Leauty of the Woodstock area, the encourage-
ment of the best practices of forest management, and
the creation of broad educational values of henefit to

Vermonters and visitors to the area.?!

In 1973 the Woodstock Foundation established the
Vermont Folklife Project. The mission of this research
and coHecting project was to study and preserve the rap-
idly vanishing remnants of traditional farm life in the
region of East Central Vermont. This vision resonated
with Laurance S. Rockefeller’s perception of the spe-
cial human values of traditional Vermont culture—val-
ues that included a self-reliant work etl'lic, a close hu-
man relationship with the land, and a farm-{amily-})ased
sense of husbandry. Through the 1970s the folklife
project assembled arti£acts, oral histories, and photo-
graphs, generating a significant collection. The folklife
project also led to the concept for a new farm museum

that would interpret rural Vermont {arm culture arouncl

1890 as weH as tl'le Billings Farm itsel{.
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In June 1983, Mary and Laurance Rockefeller for-
mally opened the Billings Farm & Museum. Today,
after a decade of operation and more than 430,000
visitors, the museum is recognized as l)eing among the
nation’s premier farm museums. Situated at the Bill-
ings Farm, the museum has a dual mission of educa-
tion and preservation. As an educational museum it
collects, cares for, and interprets the heritage and values
of the Billings Farm and of the surrounding region of
rural Vermont, and it also preserves the Biuings Farm

as a significant lanclscape and a historic place.

The creation of the museum gave an educational
purpose to the Biﬂings Farm. As the museum evolved,
the farm increasingly came to be thought of as a his-
toric site. In the late 1980s the museum restored the
farm’s 1890 Farm House, a pivotal part of Frederick
Biﬂings's progressive farm. As the concept for Marsh-
Billings National Historical Park emerged, the histori-
cal relations}lip of the farm to the rest of the estate
became increasingly apparent. With the creation o£__,the
parlz in 1992, the land and l)uilclings occupiecl by the
Biﬂings Farm & Museum—which remain in Laurance
S. Rockefeller’s ownership—were designatecl the “pro-
tection zone” of the parlz. The Bﬂlings Farm &
Museum remains an independent project of the
Woodstock F‘oun(la‘cion; its role will continue to evolve

as an operating partner of the national historical parle.

Late in the summer of 1991, Mary and Laurance
Rockefeller and Park Service Director James Ridenour—
joined by Senator James Jeffords and representatives of
the other members of Vermont's congressional delega-
tion—presen’ced the concept for a national historical
parlz to the Woodstock community in a pu})lic forum.
Mary F. Rockefeller opened the meeting, and explainecl
that she and Laurance had “thoughtfully and
prayerfuuy considered what is the best long-term future

of our home l'lere, which is so dear to both of us.”

Laurance S. Rockefeller expresse(l his vision of a parlz
that would operate so as to enhance Woodstock’s re-
sources.”? The 1egislation for the creation of the parlz
rapicuy worked its v;/ay through both houses of the Con-
gress, and was signed into law ]oy President Bush on
August 26, 1992, On the last day of 1992, Mary and
Laurance Rockefeller deeded the property to the United
States, and on January 11, 1993, they handed over the
deeds to Secretary of the Interior Manuel J. Lujan in a

ceremony in his Washington office.

The creation of Marsh-Biﬂings National Historical
Park fulfills an essential part of Laurance S. Rockefeller’s
vision for Woodstock. The park, in combination with
his other Woodstock interests, will enhance and help to
ensure Woodstock’s integrity for decades to come,
reﬂecting Laurance S. Rockefeller’s ideals for the role

of conservation in American society.
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PrRINCIPAL SPEAKER EssAys

THE AMERICAN
CONSERVATION MOVEMENT

AND THE WoobsTOoCcK SITE

DAVID LOWENTHAL

The ilistory of conservation in America is insepa-
rable from the history of resource use and misuse. But
for the degradation that became evident to late-18th
and early-19th-century observers, no reform efforts
would have been launched; there would be no conserva-

tion story.

Both stories, destruction and restoration, need to
be told togetiler at this parle for at least three reasons.
First, it is ilar(iiy possiioie to appreciate Why conserva-
tion reforms took the form and gainecl the support they
did witi'lout an historical and ecological grasp of the risks
perceive(l and the evils combatted. Seconci, it is essen-
tial that visitors realize that the story is by no means
over—conservation is a continuing struggie against in-
cessant erosive and other forces in nature and in hu-
man nature. Third, the story of American conservation
becomes much more dramatic and effective seen as a
complex and continuing conflict of values than as a
simpie tale of triumpil. Tt is a tale that needs to include

villains as well as heroes.

To tell such a story demands innovative and inter-
active interpretation, with site demonstrations, models,

and panoramic displays illustrating manifold aspects of

resource loss and recovery. [t will be vital to demon-
strate on the grounci and with virtuai-reaiity techniques
the specific human impacts noted by Marsh and other
eariy observers, notai)iy deforestation, erosive runoff,
torrential destruction, and siiting, togeti‘ier with modes

of countering and correcting these.

To explain why such changes have taken piace, the
pariz should suppiement terrain-focused ciispiays with
pictorial narratives of the stories of environmental ideas
generate(i and inspirecl at this site. Certain themes stand
out for Marsh’s part of the story.

Overcoming ignorance: How did 19th-century
observers collect and collate data to show that environ-
mental impacts were wi(iespreati and mounting? How
did tiiey persuacie otiiers, less scilooied, less traveie(i,
less able to draw comparisons or contemplate iong—range
{'utures, to a(iopt their conserving views? Marsh had
small faith in the untutored peasantries or in(iigenous

peopies often seen today as fonts of ecoiogicai wisdom.

Overcoming g’ree(l: How were issues of private
ownership of land and resources addressed? Marsh saw
aggran(iizement that harmed the earth as a moral mat-
ter to be rectified i)y exampie and education. He also
recognized, as some tociay are prone to forget, that en-
vironmental (iegradation is rooted in unintended, as well

as in deiii)erate, alterations of the environment.

Mounting concerted action: Why did early re-
formers feel government lea(iersilip and control essen-
tial to restrain entrepreneurs and landowners? How far
migi'it their views be valid totiay? What is the state’s
appropriate role? Isita gooci tiling, for exampie, that
this Park will be under national stewarcisiiip rather than

privately owned?

Environmental pllilosoplly: What attitudes to-
ward nature and culture fueled environmental reform?
Was the technoiogicai optimism of Marsh’s time a
useful spur? Can it and ougilt it be recovered toclay?
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Park interpretation should cieariy distinguish Marsh'’s
view that nature must be mastered and improveti, which
became Gifford Pinchot’s pragmatic pi’iiiosopi’iy, from
Thoreauvian adulation of wild nature, which under-

pinnecl ]oiin Muir's Western preservation efforts.

Material heritage as collective memory: Marsh
was a keen advocate of just the kind of venture that
engages us here. One of his eariy lectures (1847) urges
the collection and (iispiay of agricuiturai and household
impiements, so that future generations would be able to
realize what their forebears and precursors had to cope
with and how ti'iey did it. The annals of common every-
clay endeavor were for him more consequentiai than any
iiis’cmy of great deeds and great men. This parie can
suitai:)iy honor Marsh as a pioneer of folklife museums

as weii as O]‘Z‘ conservation.

Marsh’s own role in the si’ce-specific stories to be
told is compiicated i)y his eariy departure from and sub-
sequent distaste for the Woodstock milieu. He left the
management of the iamiiy property to his brother
Ciiaries, seldom revisited, and came to feel that life in
Vermont, Woodstock even more than Buriington, was
uni)eara]aiy isolated and irigi(i; in(iee(i, winter in
Woodstock was one reason wiiy he never returned home
ciuring his twenty-one years in Itaiy. Marsh had little to

do with the speciiic improvements subsequentiy made

i)y Biiiings.

Noneti'ieiess, Marsh’s Woodstock i)acieground is
iligiliy consequentiai for Marsi‘i-Biiiings National His-

torical Park in at least three ways:

D his childhood upi)ringing and i;arnily concerns;

b his site-speciiic and regionai observations on

environmental (iegradation, and the elaboration of
his ecoiogicai insigiits from New World to Old
World iocaies; and

b his continuing interest in the artifacts and

architecture of rural life everywiiere, vivified ]:)y

Vermont comparisons.

All three tiiernes can be grapi'iicaiiy and eiiectiveiy
illustrated in this parie.

FREDERICK BILLINGS

ROBIN W, WINKS

Frederick Biliings is the lincilpin between George
Perkins Marsh and Laurance S. Rockefeller. But for
him there would be no Marsh-Billings mansion today,
no Farm Museum, no National Historical Park. One
could not have done without the other: Marsh, the fa-
ther of ecoiogy, the author of Man and Nature;
Biiiings, the practicai man of business who honored
Marsh, studied his worie, and purcilase(i and protecte(i
his home while i;urtiiering a shared interest in scientific
agricuiture ; Rocieeieiier, himself a steward of the nation’s
natural iieritage, the person with the insigint and imagi-
nation to see the speciai role Vermont generaiiy, and
Woodstock speciiicaiiy, had piayeci in that American
heritage, and who made pOSSii)ie this new unit of the
National Park System. Biiiings was the i)ri(ige.

Born in neari)y Royaiton, Vermont, in 1823,
Prederick Biiiings grew to maturity in Woodstock, to
which he and his J[’amiiy moved in 1835. At sciqooi,
young Frederick and Charles Marsh were iriencls, and it
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would be through Charles that Billings would purchase
the home and land on which the mansion now stancis,
34 years and a continent of adventures later. Frederick
Billings would die in the home, in the upstairs bed-
room, in 1890, at age 67.

In 1864, when George Perkins Marsh published
Man and Nature, with its cogent sub-title Physical
Geography as Moali].[ieal By Human Action, Prederick
Billings was in Woodstock, awaiting his second child, a
claugliter, Laura. He read Marsh’s work and remarked
upon it. Marsh would observe that it was “desirable
that some large and easily accessible region of
American soil should remain as far as possil)le in its
primitive condition, one of the earliest suggestions that
there should be a system. of national reserves , or parlzs,
to be at once a museum for the instruction of stuclents,
a garden for the recreation of the lovers of nature, and
an asylum where indigenous trees . .. [and] beasts may
dwell and perpetuate their kind.” Billings had l)een,
especially (luring his years of residence in California, an

early conservationist, at a time when neither he nor

anyone else l’laCl expresse(l a clear PllllOSOplly or metlri-_

oclology for conservation. A reacling of Marsh, and five
years later residence in Charles Marsh’s former home,
gave coherence to his already strongly held view that
stewardsliip—one form of pliilantl'iropy—was a neces-
sary duty for those who loved their land and who had
the means to express that love tln-ougli maintaining a
sense of continuity with the past. Billings’s copy of
George Perkins Marsh’s book remains today in his
lil)rary.

Early in 1849 Frederick Billings had left Vermont
for California, accompanying his sister Laura (after
whom he named his second daughter, and whose name
Laurance S. Rockefeller carries) and his brother-in-law
on the second vessel to reach San Prancisco harbor at

the onset of the gol(i rush. Laura died within the month;
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Fredericle—joinecl by a brother for a time—remained
for a decade, during which he became one of the shapers

of the nation's most westerly state.

Frederick Billings made his first fortune in
California, not from gol(l but from the law, which he
had studied in Vermont, in Burlington, Montpelier, and
Woodstock. It was he who drew together the legal firm
of Halleck, Peachy, and Billings, or HPB as it was
known. HPB in time became one of the two or three
most successful law firms in the state, specializing in
land litigation; it owned the largest and best-built office
l)uiltling west of St. Louis, the great Montgomery Block
that would survive even the San Francisco eartllqualze;
and the partners in the firm, Billings foremost among
them, would tlirougli their research lielp to establish
much of California’s early land law. The senior partner,
Henry Wager Halleclz, had been secretary of state and
was an autllori’cy on Spanisll land records; the other
partner, Axchibald Cary Peacliy, had been appointecl a
prol:essor of law at William and Mary College in
Virginia—tllougli he had never taken up the post—antl
would seek a political career in California. It was
Bi.llings who minded the store 7 who carried out the most
assiduous legal research undertaken up until that time
in American legal liistory, and it was Bi_llings who real-
ized the larger fortune.

This fortune provicle(l the l)riclge for Frederick
Billings's entry into railroads. After leaving California
permanently in 1865, following his marriage to Julia
Parmly of New York City, he invested in several railway
enterprises. Then, in the same year that he purcllasecl
the Charles Marsh home togetl'xer with its 270 acres,
he also l)ouglit his first share in the Northern Pacific
Railroad. Ten years later he was its president.

Frederick Bi_llings no doubt is best known for his
work with the Northern Pacific. For years he was chair-
man of the railroad’s Land Department, lielping to
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further the strategy by which the company, brought to
the verge of loanleruptcy by overexpansion, poor man-
agement, and the depression of 1873, was revitalized.
It was he wl’lo, in the face of banleruptcy proceedings,
worked out a plan for the reorganization of the com-
pany so that it would be restored to solvency. It was
under his presidency that the railroad laegan its west-
ward march once again, across Dakota and Montana
(helping create a city in his name along the Yellowstone
River), eventually to the western sea. To be sure, in
1881, he would lose the railroad to Henry Viﬂar(l, cre-
ator of the famous “blind pooI," in what was per}xaps
the first hostile takeover in American business history.
But he had been the Lridge between the overexpanded
Jay Cooke and the ambitious Villard, who soon would
loring the line once again toward banlzruptcy; and as the
Lridge who laept the railroad aﬂoat, the line being })uilt,
and public confidence high, it was Binings who
warranted much of the credit when the last spﬂze was

ceremonially driven in 1883.

During all this time Frederick Binings had given
thoug}lt to Vermont and its future. He once ran, un-
successruﬂy, for dovernor. He was a member of
Vermont's first Forestry Commission ancl, in 1884,
wrote most of its report, recommending a range of steps
to rec’ciry the desperate condition of Vermont forest
cover, drawing heavily on the observations made l)y
George Perkins Marsh in Man and Nature: improvecl
education, scientific agriculture, and reforestation
among the steps. He set out to make his farm along
the Ottauquechee into a model, parl:icularly in clairy-
ing. He acted as a constant benefactor to Woodstock,
restoring and expantling churches, provicling l)ridges,
scholarsl’lips, libraries. Concerned that George Perkins
Marsh’s collection of books would be broken up and
lost, he purchasecl the entire lil)rary and presente(l it to
his alma mater, the University of Vermont, together

with a handsome new Richardson Romanesque
building to hold it. All his life Billings effectively tithed
himself, beginning in his teens, with substantial dona-
tions to a variety of needs in California, New York,

and Vermont.

Througl—l this time Bil]ings showed a clearly ex-
pressecl interest in what today we caH conservation,
thougl'x the term was scarcely used cluring his lifetime.
He urged on the Mayor of San Francisco the creation
of what became the Golden Gate Park. He was one of
the earliest advocates of preservation of the Yosemite
Valley, and when President Lincoln signed the hill cre-
ating Yosemite National Park in 1864, he hoped to be
appointed to the parle’s commission, a hope forestalled
l)y his marriage and decision to return to the Hast Coast.
He spoke of the need to preserve the natural scenery of
the Marin peninsula, of the Calaveras Big Grove—
which would become California’s first state parlz—ancl
of the Puget Sound region, especially Mt. Tahoma, as
Mt. Rainier was then called. He was among those who
advocated the creation of Yellowstone National Park
and early saw the value of that vast land in {-ulfiﬂing
Marsh’s thought about protecting areas in their primi-

tive conditions so far as possible.

Frederick Billings’s story is a Vermont story. Marsh-
Billings National Historical Park must tell the story of
Vermont, as it will tell the story of the three stewards
who have made the parlz possible. Vermonters have
always thought of themselves as distinct from all other
New Englanders, and they are surely right. Site-
specific geography shapes character. Billings believed
’chat he represented the values of Vermont: hard worlz,
thrif‘t, family, preparing {or the future, &uty, steward-
ship. He always referred to himself, even during the
years he was winning his fortune in California, as
Frederick Billings of Woodstock. However long he was
away, he felt Vermont was deeply part of himself, and
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when he returned he often remarked that no one, in
business or in politics, should do any’ching to (iisgrace
the gooci name of the state.

The signiiicance of this site, with its rich particu-
iarity, is that it attests to the continuity of values. Marsi'i,
Biliings, and Rockefeller form a continuum: in phiian-
tilropy, in concern for the environment, in readiness to
take action to achieve ends that ileip create and siiape
an environmental ethic. Marsh anticipateci the national
pariz i(iea; Biﬂings advocated specii'ic reserves: Yosemite,
Yeﬂowstone, and otilers; the Rockefellers have created a
number of the nation’s great national parizs , from Acadia
to Grand Teton to the Virgin Islands. The sense of con-
tinuity, forward and backward in time, that Frederick
Biﬂings's life provi(ies is central to the story that should
be told here. It was in his lifetime that most of what we
see within the pariz was shapeci.

Stewardship has aiways meant sensitivity to site
and attention to the impact of one's own actions.
St. Thomas Aquinas, who first saw stewards as beth
inheritors and givers to others, made this clear. So too
did the eariy Englisil writers on stewarcisi'iip, inciuciing
those like James Stepiien who were among the first to
use the term as we use it today. There must be extreme
sensitivity to the site, to the concerns of the commu-
nity of Woodstock. Stewardship wiH, in all future plan-
ning, require great attention to the appropriate sensi-

tivities that Biilings would have wished to observe.
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LAURANCE SPELMAN

ROCKEFELLER

RUSSELL E. TRAIN

It is a priviiege to join with you in expioring the
ilistory and evolution of conservation stewardship in
America as illustrated i)y the lives of George Perkins
Marsi’l, Frederick Biﬂings, and Laurance S. Rocizeieiier,
and particuiariy as these are manifested here tilrougil
Marsil—Biiiings National Historical Park.

Raipii Waldo Emerson once wrote: “There is prop-
eriy no ilistory; oniy i)iograpily. ” That may be too broad
a generalization, but I can say with absolute certainty
that no single person’s life has more }iroiounciiy influ-
enced the course of conservation in America—both in
terms of positive action and in terms of the conceptuai
basis for that action—than that of Laurance S.
Rockefeller. His is truiy an extraorciinary conservation

recorci—an(i one that continues to i)e written.

That the lives of Marsi’i, Biﬂings, and Rockefeller
and their common concern for conservation should have
come togetiler here at Woodstock—all linked i)y
Biiiings's granciclaugiiter, Mary French Rockefeller—
isan extraor(iinary circumstance, in fact a circumstance
50 extraor(iinary that one is temp’celi to conclude that
something more than mere happenstance has been

at work!
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Laurance’s conservation achievements are part ofa
Rockefellex JEamily commitment which spans four gen-
erations, starting with ]ol’ln D. Roclee£eller, Sr., and con-
tinuing strongly today with Laurance’s son, Larry. It is
a family commitment which has found expression in
the protection of unique portions of America’s natural
heritage, in the Luil&ing of citizen conservation organi-
zations, in the developrnent of ideas and the l)uilding of
a conservation ethic, in environmentaﬂy sensitive in-
vestment, in dedicated pul)lic service, in the promotion
of conservation action I)y government at all levels, and
in private phﬂanthropy, which I firnlly believe is with-
out paraﬂel in history.

Nor has the family commitment been expressecl })y
only one member of each generation. Laurance’s
brother Nelson was strongly committed to environmen-
tal protection and was in a special position to further
that goal—ancl did—as Governor of New York an(l, of
course, as Vice President of the United States, which I
knew from firsthand experience. And among Larry’s
generation, many of the younger members of the fam-

ily are &eeply concerned environmentalists.

Laurance’s £at}1er, ]ohn D. Roclzefeuer, was prob-
al)ly the single greatest benefactor in the history of our
national par]gs. He gave the nation such treasures as
Grand Teton, Great Smoley Mountains, and Acadia
National Parks. He also was instrumental in the ef-
forts to save the redwoods in California and the last
cypress stands in Florida. His restorations in
Wiﬂiamsburg and along the Hudson are milestones of

conservation history.

Laurance’s grandfather, John D., Sr., played a cen-
tral role in establishing the Palisades Interstate Park.
His father continued to help enlarge the parlz not only
along the Hudson opposite New York City but also into
the Hudson Higlﬂands. Laurance himself served as a
member and President of the Palisades Interstate Park

Commission for 40 years and continued his £amily’s

support for acquisition and enlargement of the parle.

Laurance learned much of his love of the outdoors
during trips out West with his father. Tt was na‘cural,
therefore, that following service in World War II he
llelpecl comple’ce his father’s vision for the Grand Teton
National Park and has remained a principal force for
conservation in the Jackson Hole area of Wyoming ever
since. F‘ouowing in that same great tradition, Laurance’s
land acquisitions and gifts on the island of St. John
made possible the Virgin Islands National Park.

Laurance S. Rockefeller's record of pul)lic service
in the cause of conservation has Leen, until recently,
matched only l)y the lack of pul)lic recognition of that
service. Fortunately, in 1990, Congress redressed that
situation—at least in some measure—})y awarding him
a special gold medal in recognition of his leadership on
behalf of natural resource conservation and historic pres-
ervation. The medal was presentecl by President Bush
at a White House ceremony. Such an award l)y Con-

gress is rare indeed.

Laurance S. Rockefeller’s contributions to conser-
vation go far l)eyoncl gi{'ts of land. He has been a major
influence in builcling upon the conservation tradition
of the past to £0rge the environmental progress of the
present. Above all, he has injected the concept of use
and consideration of humani’cy into the environmental
equation. The environmental movement had been largely
concerned with preservation and wilderness concepts.
Another, separate strain of social action was concerned
with outdoor recreation, health, and pl’lysical fitness.
Througli his work in the New York State Park System
and the Outdoor Recreation Resources Review Com-
mission, of which he was appointed Chairman l)y Presi-
dent Bisenhower, Laurance urgecl balance between use
and preservation. Later as Chairman of the 1965 White
House Conference on Natural Beauty, appointe& by
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President Jotinson , heled an important transitional event
which t)rougtit conservationists to consider urban
issues, iandscape and countrysicle, and siting of power
lines and i'iigtiways. In January 1969, President Jotinson
awarded him the nation’s tiigiiest civilian honor,
the Presidential Medal of Freeciom, in recognition of
this work.

Tiirqugti his resort (ieveiopment activities, Laurance
was instrumental in i)ringing conservation principles and
environmental pianning to real estate development. This
was a reiativeiy new concept in ttie 19505 anci 19605
when he appiie(‘l it to developments in the Virgin
Isiands, Puerto Rico, and Hawaii.

Continuing and t)uii(iing upon his central concern
for stewarcisiiip of the ian(i, Laurance established and
chaired the Task Force on Land Use and Urban Growth
which published in 1973 its highly influential report
entitled The Use of Land: A Citizen's Po/icy Guide to
Urban Growth.

Laurance tieipe(i, Fairfield Osborn found The
Conservation Foundation in 1946 and was Vice
Chairman of its board when I became the foundation’s
presicient in 1965. I know that Fair was an inspiration
to Laurance as he was to me, provi(iing one of our most
valued associations. The Conservation Foun(iation, now
merged with the World Wildlife Fund, had long been in
the forefront of ecoiogicai tiiinieing. It was no mere co-
incidence, therefore, that in 1965, following closely on
the work of Laurance’s Outdoor Recreation Resources
Review Commission and the White House Conference
on Natural Beauty which he chaired, The Conserva-
tion Foundation made its central foous the i)ringing of
ecoiogicai principles and environmental values into
cieveiopment ciecision-maizing. This work in turn be-
came cioseiy involved with the Congressionai (ieveiop-
ment of the National Environmental Policy Act and its

revolutionary requirement for environmental impact

statements with respect to all major Federal actions af-

tecting the environment.

Thus , Laurance’s conviction that conservation must
consider human use and benefit has become central to
our environmental tiiinieing toclay. Intiee(i, the new gio—
bal environmental imperative of “sustainable (ieveiop-
ment” is reaiiy little more than a iogicai extension of

this concept.

F‘inaiiy, if 1 may be perrnitteci one further ti'iougiit,
Laurance S. Rockefeller has been friend and advisor to
Presi(ients, going back to Eiseniiower, irrespective of
party. He has aiways worked on a i)ipartisan basis. That
exarnpie, carried out in one of the most important and
sometimes contentious areas of pui)iic poiicy, is one that

this nation needs to look to and to learn from.

The contributions of Laurance S. Rockefeller to
conservation—both here and abroad—have been truiy
extraordinary and enormousiy influential. 1 added
“abroad” because while most of our focus here has been
on the evolution of conservation in the United States,
Laurance eariy understood the giot)ai nature of the con-
servation ctiaiienge. Ttiirty years ago he was iieiping build
resource management training institutions in Africa.
His contributions have been made quietiy, with mod-
esty, with a wonderful sense of humor—often self-
deprecating—witii great generosity, with cieterrnination,
and with a clear and compeiiing vision. If we are indeed
in a time of spirituai tragiiity, as Roger Kennetiy sug-
gests, that vision can tieip provicle a strengtiieneci sense

of values and direction for our society.
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APPENDIX

CHANGING ATTITUDES

TowARD CONSERVATION

DAVID LOWENTHAL

Conservationists veer from cornucopian optimism
to cataciysmic pessimism. The former stress human
efforts stiaping a fruitful eartti, the latter the evils of
intertering with nature. I show elsewhere* how extrem-
ist views dominate environmental discourse today. To
understand ttiis, Marsh’s Man and Nature poses insights
that should be tiigiltigtite(i in Marsti-BiHings National
Historical Park.

HUMAN IMPACT TRADITIONALLY VIEWED
AS BENEFICIAL

Most environmental observers of the 17th and 18th
centuries were entrepreneuriai optimists, cteveiopers and
technicians who dammed rivers ] drained swamps, cleared
torests, (iug iiari)ors, domesticated and transplanted
piants and animais, and compiiect dossiers on their ter-
restrial effects. Global expioration promptect compari-
sons of lands iong cultivated with new worlds recentiy
or iigtitiy settled. New instruments quantitiect tech-

noiogy’s accelerated impacts.

These impacts were overwileimingiy counted as im-
provements that promote(i generai welfare and civil or-
der. The more protoun(iiy nature was rnanipuiatect, the
more fertile and productive it became. Cieariy, God
had left nature raw and incomplete for mankind to per-
fect. Sut)ctuing and transtorrning nature became a hall-

mark of civilizing progress.

The classic statement was the Comte de Buffon’s
“The entire face of the earth toctay bears the stamp of
the power of man,” rnaizing the rude environment he
had inherited “pertect and rnagniticen‘c." Land won from
mMoors, tens, and torests, reclaimed from marshes and

seas, embellished and cared tor, demonstrated both man’s
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unique place in nature and his at)iiity to improve it.
“Wild nature is hideous and ciying ,” wrote Buffon typi-
JL‘ying 18tti-century improvers; men alone made it “agree-

able and iiving. :

American pioneers were quintessentiai enactors of
Buffon’s scenario. To ttiern, untouched nature was re-
pugnant, the forests “tiowiing" and “ctismai," the prai-
rie a “trackless waste” to be “transformed into fruitful
farms and tiouristiing cities,” to cite blutbs of the time.
Trees must become iumt)er, prairies must become farms.
The pioneers’ mission was “to cause the wilderness to
bloom and i:ructity 7 ttiey invoked Genesis 1:28 to “sub-
jugate” the “enemy"—ttie wilderness. Pioneers “broke
the iong chain of savage life” and replace(i “primitive
barbarism” with “civilization, iit)erty and law” to ensure
a giorious American (iestiny. A selt—imposect tiuty to
subdue the land made the settler prouct to say “I van-
quistiecl this wilderness and made the chaos pregnant
with order and civilization.” Even admirers of nature’s
spiendor lauded the civiiizing impact; Whitman’s “Song
of the Redwood Tree” bade farewell to the arboreal giant
who “must abdicate his izingstiip so that man can build
a grancter future.”

No pioneer was more confident than Ira Aiien,
a rambunctious Green Mountain Boy from the
Champiain side who stood for all that Marsh’s genteel
grandtattier ]osepii opposect. Anyone clearing Vermont
1an(t, boasted Aﬂen, could “see the effect of his own
powers. . . . Emi)eliisii[ing] the most rude spot, the
stagnant air vanishes with the woods, the raw vegeta-
tion feels the puritying influence of the sun; he drains
the swamp, putri(i exhalations flit off on iazy wing, and

tevers ancl agues accompany ttiern."

David Lowentiiai, “Anxiety and Acrirnony in
Environmental Det)ate," National Geogmplu'c Research
(%’Exp/oration 7 (1991), 266-75.
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Adverse side effects such as erosion and ﬂoocting
were tiiougilt easiiy put rigiit; such ciegra(iation seemed
limited and reparai)ie even in Europe. When foresters
and engineers inveigi'leci against the ignorance of Swiss
herders or the gree(i, of French peasants, ttiey expecteci
eniigtitenect regimes to enforce reforms. In America,
similar manageriai optimism persiste(i among most con-

servationists well into the 1950s.

Yet in the New World the effects of expioitation most
seriously clashed with pioneer optimism. Land once
tiiougi'it inexhaustible suffered terrible (iamage injusta
few decades. The engrossment of soils cultivated oniy
iightiy if ever i)efore; wholesale deforestation for fuel
and timber, tencing, and pasturage; wild fauna sup-
pianteti i)y intensiveiy grazing iivestociz; the spreact of
Old World crops without the saving grace of reguiar ma-
nuring—a]l this patentiy ciepiete(i native flora and fauna,
induced extremes of ﬂootiing and compaction, erocting
and exhausting lands less fertile anyway than tiiey ini-
tiaiiy seemed. Pienty had bred waste; apparent abun-
dance led to prodigal overuse. Men like Benjamin
Franklin, William Bartram, and Benjamin Rush saw
America’s iegacy diminished i)y their forebears’ protii—
gate hust;anciry.

MIXED LESSONS OF MAN AND NATURE

By the 1840s in Vermont, Marsh saw “signs of ar-
tificial improvement” everywhere cornmingiing with “to-
kens of improviclent waste.” A singie generation had
ravageci green New Engian(i: the conversion of “smil-
ing meadows into broad wastes of silingie and gravei
and pei)i)ies, deserts in summer, and seas in autumn
and spring |was] too striizing to have escape(i the atten-
tion of any oi)serving person." Like Marsi'i, “every
mi(i.(iie-age(i man who revisits his i)irtiipiace after a few

years O{ a])sence, 100125 upon anotiier ianciscape."

These observations led to Marsh’s classic warnings.
Eyewitness accounts of deforestation and grazing
impacts on river regimes buttressed his own Vermont
experience. Ancient denudation in Mediterranean land-
scapes that Marsh traversed in the 18505 offered omi-
nous anaiogues. His rnagisteriai Man and Nature drew
on observations from both iiemispiieres aiong with his-
torical sources and correspondence with French iiy(iroio-

gists, Swiss toresters, and Italian engineers.

Man and Nature revolutionized environmental
ti'iougtit. It had been conventional wisdom that the
earth made man; Marsh showed that man made the
earth. Coni‘uting the cornucopian mystique, he showed
that iargeiy unintended human impacts were often harm-
ful e.n(i sometimes irreversible. Man and Nature be-
carrie wicieiy influential. Vivified i)y local examples, it
adduced the causes from universal principles of defores-
tation, river regime ciianges, avaianciies, desertiﬁcation,
and wildlife extirpation from universal principies. It
expiaine(i ian(iscape cilange ti'irougil social and techno-
iogicai forces familiar to every reader. And its reformist
perspective lent iiope: Neither innate prectisposition nor
divine e(iict, in Marsh’s view, compeiie(i men to iay the
earth waste; tiiey did so oniy out of corrigit)ie gree(i or
ignorance. Those who saw the causal connections
migiit mend their ways to restore the balance
between forest and arai)ie, nature and cuiture, mankind

and other species.

Marsh stressed that tirneiy uncierstanciing could
reverse the ill effects of impact. But acceierating (iegra-
dation made reform needs imminent. Return a quarter
of the land to forest cover, curtail the siaugiiter of wild-
iite, incuicate environmental awareness, monitor future

ciiange, and most migi'it yet be well.

Such exhortations seemed both cornpe]iing and prac-
ticable. Marsh saw men not as sui)ject to nature but as

self-chosen agents in resiiaping the gioi)e. Oniy
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taming and improving the earth made savagery yieicl to
civilization, siavery to {'reedom, endless toil to leisured
reason. But progress was neither ordained nor certain;

it require(i ceaseless stewardsiiip.

Marsh was an Eniightenmen’c activist. Men must
not passiveiy submit to nature but continuaﬂy contend
with it. “The first command addressed to man i)y his
Creator . . . not oniy charged him to subdue the earl:ii,
but... pre(iictecl and prescrii)e(i the sui)jugation of the
entire organic and inorganic world to human control
and human use,” i)egins Marsh’s book on The Camel
(1860). But the power to transform embodied both a

promise of weli—i)eing and a threat of (iisaster.

A fruiti:ui and i)alanced gioi:)e had Waiteci for man

“to enter into possession.” But men might either im-
mea,surai)iy improve or irreparai)iy clamage that iegacy.
Left to itseif, the natural fabric usuaﬂy regaine(i equi-
iibrium; but “man is everywiiere a ciisturi)ing agent.
Wherever he piants his ioot, the harmonies of nature
.. The face of the earth is

either laid bare or covered with a new and reluctant

are turned to discords. .

grow’cil." As nature was “wiioiiy impotent" to resist
man’s impact, deliberate alterations could have devas-

tating side effects.

But the risk of damage did not mean that men
should halt environmental tampering. On the contrary,
ti'iey must continue to deiy natural forces. Science had
“aiready virtuaHy doubled the span of human life i)y mul-
tipiying our powers and ai)ridging" the time needed to
gain a livelihood. Man must continue to sui)jugate na-
ture, for “wherever he fails to make himself her master,
he can but be her slave.” In the last days of his iiie,
Marsh commended the forests of Vallombrosa as an ar-

tificial assemi)iage far superior to natural growti'i.

Marsh felt a deep aﬁini’cy with wild iandscapes. But

like many of his time, he admired nature’s harmonies

while depioring its amoraiity. “Nature is all plasticity

and indifference,” William James later put it, “To such
a harlot we owe no aiiegiance; with her . . . we can
establish no moral communion.” ]oi’m Stuart Mill
argued that “coniormity to nature has no connection
whatever with what is rigiit and w-rong" ; others thought
nature more wrong than rigiﬂ:. TH. Huxiey and Herbert
Spencer repreiiencieci nature as ruthless, cruel, savage,

wastei‘ui, seiﬁsii; men must subdue it not oniy to im-

prove their iot i)ut i)ecaus_e wilderness was evii ancl vile.

Social Darwinism reinforced the view that nature
was morauy reprehensibie. Men must not follow na-
ture but overcome “natural” instinets, avoid i)eiiaving
like beasts ; “man is the animal for whom it is natural to
be artificial.” Nature was red in tooth and ciaw, human

artifice benign and harmonious.

WHAT MADE MARSH’S VIEWS ACCEPTABLE

Conservation debate today ciispiays a rancor absent
in Marsh’s time. Marsh castigated earth’s (iespoilers
for heedless gree(i as rouncuy as Rachel Carson did a
century later. But unlike in Carson’s Silent Spring, in
Man and Nature, he unleashed no bitter diatribes. No
entrepreneur or inciustriaiist, no planter or hunter dis-
pute(i Marsii’_s accusations, defended the gutting of for-
ests or the siaugiiter of wiiciiiie as economic, or termed
his ecéiogicai fears iiystericai.

Wiiy were there no rebuttals? First, Marsh’s warn-
ings were couched in a climate of environmental im-
provement and economic progress; he (i,isputeti not the
ciesirai)iiity of conquering nature but the i)ungiing way
it was done. Secon(i, no one took personai offense:
despite attacks on “soulless joint-stociz companies,”
Marsh inveigiiecl against man in generai rather than
speciiic individuals. Third, his corrective measures—
reforestation, pianting cover on sand ciunes, monitor-
ing environmenta) impacts—seemed to entail no eco-

nomic sacrifices and require no draconian remedies.
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CHANGING ATTITUDES TOWARD CONSERVATION

Self-interest underwrote Marsh’s prescriptions. Fourtii,
no media broadcast his warnings to a fearful pui)iic or
sougiit reactions from iiieely malefactors. Fi&il, most
in Marsh’s tiay accepted his call for stewarcisiiip ; tiiougi'i
few used resources in that spirit. His ecoiogicai admo-
nitions were revolutionary; yet their umieriying pi'iiioso—

Pily inspirecl i)roaci agreement.

CONSERVATION AS RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

Marsh had emphasizeci that victory over nature re-
quired vigilant care for the gioi)ai fabric. But few ad-
mirers of Man and Nature heeded its cautionary pre-
cepts. Conservation concerns now divided into mutu-
aliy exclusive inspirational and economic components.
The minority concerned with aesthetic quaiity focused
like John Muir on preserving wilderness areas that im-
pe(ie(i few resource cieman(is—tiiougil when tiiey did
clasi'i, as at Hetch Hetci'iy, antagonists did not spare

their vitriol.

The majority, eager to maximize resources, op’ced
like Pinchot for pui)iic management. Stressing pro-
ductivity, these conservationists ignore(i unforeseen side
effects. Tiiey continued to see environmental impact
as mainiy Lenign; centralized control should suffice to
constrain selfish or foolish entrepreneurs. But tiiey
shared these entrepreneurs’ technocratic optimism.
Tilougi'l the environment was ever more aitereci, most
ci'ianges still seemed improvements, and few doubted

that technoiogy would soon rec’ciiy any (iamage.

Noting America’s rapi(iiy (iisappearing wootiiands,
the American Nurseryman’s Association in 1877 en-
listed Marsh's aid in stuciying European iorestry sys-
tems to loi)by for government aici; with such heip, t}iey
migiit even “ci’lange the great American Desert into a
land of trees and water courses, thus provi(i,ing for its
occupation l)y a teeming popuiation." Marsh rejected

this as foliy.

Also unlike Marsii, earth scientists from Charles
Lyeu on preaci'ie(i that nature’s forces vastiy exceeded
man’s, that men could not seriousiy harm nature. No
matter what his maci’iines, man would remain a minor
geoiogicai £orce; the worst human misiiaps meant oniy
small and temporary setbacks in progressive mastery of

a cornucopian earth.

Myria(i observations detailed mounting (iamage. But
these untoward e{'fects, seldom Wi(ieiy pubiicize&, were
ignoreci i)y poiicy makers. Evidence of impact went
unremarked because its scattered and abstruse sources
were accessible oniy to speciaiists. Meanwhile progres-
sivist thinkers went on i)elieving that science could saieiy
eniarge its power over nature, while environmental
(ieteiminists left ultimate power saieiy sheltered in

nature’s migilt.

How iar we iiave come from sucii confi(ience can ]:)e
gaugeci {'rorn Sigmun(i Freucl's 1929 accoiacie to tl'ie

conquest O£ nature:

“We recognize that a country has attained a iiigii
state of civilization when we find . . . everyti'iing in it
that can be i'ieip{'ui in expioiting the earth for man’s

benefit. and in protecting him against nature. . . . In
such a country the course of rivers is reguiate(i. ... The
soil is inciustriousiy cultivated . . . the mineral wealth is

. wild and

2 ¥k

i)rougilt up assiciuousiy from the deptiis - E

(iangerous animals have been exterminated.

Many still share Freud’s faith in a i)enign technol-
ogy. But such blithe neglect of its negative impacts is

inconceivable totiay.

- Sigmunci F‘reucl, Civilization and Its Discontents
(1929), 3rd ed. (London, 1946), 53-54.
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DUST BOWL DOUBTS AND ECOLOGICAL
DIALECTICS

Even Dust Bowl calamities left resource managers
little perturl)ecl loy entrepreneurial error. The past was
blamed for today's disasters ; Americans held fast to the
Frontiersman’s faith that resources, however maltreated,
would recover. Producers and conservers alike assumed
heedless and wasteful habits were over and done with.
Corrective action—the soil conservation reforms and
shelter belts of the 1930s and 1940s—seemed to jus-
ti£y them. Global reformers like Fairfield Oshorn and
William Vogt were termed heretical for their “lamen-
table lack of faith in man’s al)ility to control his future
with new tecllnology." Marsh’s warnings were thouglﬂ:
to apply only to past impacts.

Yet gloomier perspectives did gain ground in the
1930s. To pessimists, Frederic Clements’ equilil)rium
model of ecology explainecl a series of environmental
disasters. It taugllt that nature was most fruitful
where it was altered least. Flora and fauna undisturbed
gradually pealzecl in (liversity and stal)ility. But massive
monoculture and extractive uses thwarted or alyriclged
this beneficent climax. Technology and popula’cion
growtll did not improve nature but destroyed it,
exllausting nonrenewable resources, endangering

renewal)le ones.

But these evils emanated only from so-called
advanced cultures. Exernpt from blame were hunters
and gatllerers and early £armers, respecters of nature’s
balance. Their environmental wisdom migllt l1elp
moderns to restore “natural” milieus fit to live in and

hand down. Ecologica,l instincts ennobled the savage.

By the 1950s this ecological mystique became a
conservation precept, almost a religious tenet. Aldo

Leopolcl’s “Land Bthic"— “A tlling is rigllt when it tends
to preserve the integrity, stal)ility, and l)eauty of the
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biotic community. [t is wrong when it tends other-

wise."—l)ade fair to l)ecome gospel.

The virtues of stal)ility and passive noninterference
mirrored reformers’ views about human nature, too.
Tlley invested nature with traits tlley felt should gov-
ern mankind: Lalance, integrity, harmony, stasis, di-
versity. The ecological utopia became a moral order,
l)enign, caring, holistic. To “replace the chaos of a
world torn l)y human greed and voraciousness with a
well-ordered moral universe,” we were a(ljured to limit

population, technology, and consumption.

Ecology itself had l)y then disowned much of the

Clementian paracligrn. It was nonecologists who now
extolled equi_lil)rium states, maximum diversi‘cy, stabil-
ity and noninterference. Yet these concepts contin-
ued to dominate l)iology textl)ooles; even ‘coclay’s envi-
ronmental-impact literature cleploys outdated succes-
sion-to-climax images. Nature is the normative goocl,
’cecl'lnology the evil destroyer. This turns on its head
Marsh’s ecological perspective, viewing the conquest

of nature as dangerous but essential.

In sum, the concept of nature as a fabric to be
perfec’cecl l)y human ingenuity gave way to the view
that technology debased nature and curtailed its
benefits. Environmental interference was anathema-
tize&, wilderness revered. In the state of nature envi-
sioned l)y Marsh and his technocratic successors, ra-
tional managers would cultivate an ever more artificial
environment. In the state of nature sougllt l)y later
reforrners, human impact should dwindle to regain
environmental stal)ility. By the end of the Second
World War, “ecology" was a token of riglﬂ: tllinlzing
even in official environmental agencies, including the

National Park Service.
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ROBERT BARBEE

REGIONAL DIRECTOR, ALASKA REGION

Prior to his appointment as regionai director in
1994, Barbee was the superintendent at Yellowstone
National Park. He joined the Park Service as a sea-
sonal ranger in 1962 at Rocky Mountain National Park.
He has since held superinten(iencies at Redwood Na-
tional Park, Hawaii Volcanoes National Park, and Cape
Hatteras National Seashore. He received an under-
gra(iuate ciegree in wildlife management from Colorado
State University.

EDGAR B. BRANNON

DIRECTOR, PINCHOT INSTITUTE
FOR CONSERVATION, GREY TOWERS
NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK,
NATIONAL FOREST SERVICE

Director of the Pinchot Institute since 1989,
Brannon works with universities, Forestry Service per-
sonnei, and others in the stu(iy of major torestry issues
atfecting the United States. He received an un(iergraciu-
ate ciegree in ian(i,scape architecture and a gra(iuate de-
gree in geograpiiy from Rutgers University, and is a can-
didate for a doctorate in torestry, Yale University. He
was tormeriy forest supervisor of the 2.5-million acre

Flathead National Forest in Montana.

JOHN BYRNE

PARK MANAGEMENT CONSULTANT

Prior to i)ecoming a pariz management consultant,
Byrne was the federal manager of the Appaiaciiian
National Scenic Traii, where he directed protection of
the Trail corridor. Previously, he was superintendent of
George Wasiiington Memorial ParizWay and assistant su-
perinten(ient of Yosemite National Park. Byrne has an

undergraduate (iegree in civil engineering and a
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master’s (iegree in environmental engineering from
Drexel University and a law ciegree from American

University.

DAVID A. DONATH

DIRECTOR, BILLINGS FARM & MUSEUM,
WOODSTOCK, VERMONT

Donath has been director of the Biiiings Farm &
Museum since 1985, Prior to coming to Wootistociz,
he directed the Strawi)ery Banke Museum in Ports-
moutii, New Harnpsi'iire. He is involved in several his-
torical organizations, inciuding the American Associa-
tion for State and Local History, the Vermont Histori-
cal Society, the Forest History Society, and the
Woodstock Foundation. He is also active in the Asso-
ciation for Living Historical Farms and Agricuiturai
Museums and the Woodstock Historical Society.
Donath has an umiergra(iuate (iegree in eciucation, and
a master’s (iegree in i'iistory from the University of Ver-
mont, and has cornpiete(i, coursework toward a doctor-

ate in American history at the University of Wisconsin.

MICHAEL DOWER

DIRECTOR GENERAL,

COUNTRYSIDE COMMISSION, ENGLAND

Dower directs the Countrysicie Commission in its
mission to protect and enhance the natural i)eauty of
the Engiisii Countrysicie and promote pui)iic enjoyment
of it. Trained as a town pianner, he was iormeriy direc-
tor of the Peak National Pariz, Engian&, and the
Dartington Institute in Devon, Engian(i. He is cur-
rentiy vice presi(ient for the European Council for the
Viiiage and Small Town (ECOVAST) and was
instrumental in the deveiopment of the US/UK
Countrysi(ie Stewarcisiiip Exciiange.
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THOMAS DUNLAP
PROFESSOR OF HISTORY,
TEXAS A & M UNIVERSITY
Duniap received a doctorate in i'iistory from the
University of Wisconsin and has been on the tacuity of
Texas A & M University since 1991. Author of Saving
America’s VVi/a’/rfe ) he is currentiy woriaing on a com-

parative iiistory of attitudes toward nature in Australia,

Cana(ia, New Zeaianci, and the United States.

JAMES J. ESPY, JR.

PRESIDENT, MAINE COAST
HERITAGE TRUST

Espy has served as executive director of the Maine
Coast Heritage Trust since 1988. The trust has con-
served over 53,000 acres of ecologically and culturally
signiticant iandscapes throughout the State of Maine.
He holds master’s (iegrees in environmental studies and
put)iic and private management from Yale University

and an undergraduate (iegree in economics from

Bowdoin College.

BOYD EVISON

DEPUTY REGIONAL DIRECTOR,
ROCKY MOUNTAIN REGION

Recentiy retired, Bvison has served in a wide range
of ieaderstiip positions ciuring his 42-year career with
the National Park Service, inciu(i,ing regionai director
of Alasiza, assistant director of operations in the Wash-
ington ottice, superintendent of Great Smoizy Moun-
tains National Pariz, and director of the Ait)rigtlt Train-
ing Center. He received an umiergraciuate degree in
wildlife management from Colorado State University
and a gra(iuate ctegree in environmental communica-

tion from the University of Wisconsin.

ERIC GILBERTSON

DIRECTOR, VERMONT DIVISION FOR
HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Gilbertson has been with the Division for Historic
Preservation in Vermont since 1976 and director of the
Division since 1983. He is responsil)ie for overseeing
the management of the state's 22 historic sites. He
received a master’s ciegree in tiistory from Indiana Uni-
versity and an un(iergraciuate ciegree in tiist_ory from the

University of Wisconsin.

JURRETTA J. HECKSCHER

RESEARCH COORDINATOR,
AMERICAN MEMORY PROJECT,
THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS

Heckscher is a doctoral candidate in American civi-
lization at George Wastiington University, speciaiizing
in the tlistory of the American conservation movement
and American attitudes toward nature. In addition to
proviciing consultation to the National Park Service on
Marstl-Biiiings National Historical Pariz, she is resporn-
sible for research and (ieveioprnent of the American
Memory Conservation Collection, reviewing all mate-
rials in the Lit)rary of Congress relevant to the evolu-
tion of the eariy conservation movement. She received
a bachelor’s ciegree in Engiisti and comparative litera-
ture from Harvard University and a graduate
tiegree in literature as a U.S. Marshall Scholar at
Oxford University.

HENRY A. JORDAN, M.D.

CLANEIL ENTERPRISES, INC.

]ort‘lan is currentiy the chairman of the National
Trust for Historic Preservation, Chairman of the Coun-
tryside Institute, and serves on the board of advisors for

the School of Natural Resources at the University of
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Vermont. He has also been activeiy involved in both
historic preservation and conservation in Pennsylvania.
He received an undergracluate ciegree in psyciioiogy from
Harvard University and a medical degree from the Uni-

versity of Pennsylvania.

BENJAMIN LEVY

SENIOR HISTORIAN, MANAGER OF THE
NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK
SURVEY, HISTORY DIVISION,
WASHINGTON OFFICE

Levy has manage(i the National Historic Landmark
Survey since 1981. He has also served as a research
historian in the History Division of the National Park
Service Wasi’iington office and as a pari:z historian at
Edison National Historic Site and Fort Davis National
Historic Site. Levy has an undergraduate ciegree in
iiistory and piiiiosopiiy from the University of Scranton
and a master’s clegree in iiistory (specializing in Ameri-

can intellectual ilistory) from Fordham University.

DAVID LOWENTHAL

PROFESSOR EMERITUS OF GEOGRAPHY,
UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF LONDON

Lowenthal is wi(ieiy recognizeci as the i)iograpiier of

George Perkins Marsh and editor of Marsh’s Man and
Nature. He is the author of The Past is a Foreign Coun-
try and other works on cultural and natural iieritage.
He holds a doctorate in i'iistory from the University of
Wisconsin, a master’s‘degree in geograpiiy from the
University of California, Berizeiey, and an un(iergra(iu-
ate degree in history from Harvard University.
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NANCY MULLER

DIRECTOR, NEwW HAMPSHIRE DIVISION
OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES,
NEw HAMPSHIRE STATE HISTORIC
PRESERVATION OFFICER

Formeriy the New Harnpsiiire State Curator, Muller
has written and lectured extensiveiy on folk art, New
Engiand painters, and New Hampsiiire history. She
received an unclergraduate (iegree in art i'iistory from
the University of Vermont and graduate training in art
iiistory at the University of Vermont and the Univer-
sity of Minnesota.

EDWARD M. NORTON, JR.

COUNSEL, GRAND CANYON TRUST

Norton is counsel and iounciing president of the
Grand Canyon Trust, a regionai environmental organi-
zation for the Colorado Plateau. He was the iouncling
chairman of the Rails to Trails Conservancy, a former
vice presi(ient of the Wilderness Society, and assistant
U.S. attorney for the State of Maryian(i.

WILLIAM F. PALECK

SUPERINTENDENT, NORTH CASCADES
NATIONAL PARK COMPLEX

Paleck is superintencient of North Cascades National
Park compiex, which includes Ross Lake and Lake
Chelan National Recreation Areas. He has also served
as superintendent of Saguaro National Monument. He
received an undergraduate degree in 18tii-century lit-

erature and international relations from the University

of Arizona.
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GREGORY SHARROW

DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION,
VERMONT FOLKLIFE CENTER,
MIDDLEBURY, VERMONT

Sharrow is a specialist in the stu(iy of tarming cul-
ture and technology, land iiust)an(iry in agricuiturai com-
munities, and attitudes toward land use. He is experi-
enced in the development of interpretive programs in a
variety of rneciia, inciuciing school curricula; author of
Many Cu/tures, One Peop/e; A Multicultural Handbook
About Vermont for Toachers. His radio series about Ver-
mont farm life won a Gold Award from the Corpora-
tion for Public Broadcasting. He holds a master’s de-
gree in teacher education from the University of Ver-
mont and a doctorate in folklore and folklife from the

University of Pennsyivania.

HAROLD K. STEEN

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR,
FOREST HISTORY SOCIETY

Steen has been associated with the Forest History
Society since 1969, serving as its executive director since
1978. He is the author of several major put)iications
on forest tiistory, inciuciingA Hfstory ofSustained Yield
Forestry; The U.S. Forest Service: A History; Changing
Y}opica/ Forests; Origins of the National Forests. Heis a
consuiting editor for ti'ie]ouma/ o][Environmenta/ Edu-
cation, a(ijunct protessor of Forestry at Duke Univer-
sity and acijunct protessor of History, N orth Carolina
State University. Steen received his un(iergra(iuate,
graciuate, and doctoral (iegrees in torestry from the Uni-
versity of Wastiington.

RUSSELL E. TRAIN

CHAIRMAN, WORLD WILDLIFE FUND

A long-time national leader in the field of conser-
vation, Train has been chairman of the World Wildlife
Fund since 19885, and has also served as the
organization’s president (1978-1985) and founding
trustee (1961). President of the Conservation Foun-
dation (1965-1969), he was then appointe(i under sec-
retary for the Department of the Interior (1969-1970) i
chairman of the Council on Environmental Quaiity
(1970-1973), and administrator for the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency (1973-1977). Train is the re-
cipient of numerous awards for his pui)lic service in con-
servation, inciutiing the Presidential Medal of Free(i,om;
the Albert Schweitzer Medal of the Animal Welfare In-
stitute; Aldo Leopoici Medal of the Wildlife Society;
and Conservationist of the Year Award of the National
Wildlife Federation (1974 and 1988).

DOUGLAS P. WHEELER

SECRETARY FOR RESOURCES,
THE RESOURCES AGENCY,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Prior to his appointment to the post of Secretary
for Resources i)y Governor Pete Wilson in 1990 , Wheeler
served in several iea(iersiiip roles within the field of con-
servation, inciu(iing vice presi(ient, World Wildlife Fund
and Conservation Founclation; executive (iirector, Si-
erra Club ; founder and presi(ient, American Farmland
Trust; executive vice presi(ient, National Trust for His-
toric Preservation; cieputy assistant, Secretary of the
Interior; iegisiative counsel and iegisiative attorney for
the Department of the Interior. He received his under-
gra(iuate (iegree from Hamilton Coiiege, and juris doc-
tor from Duke University School of Law.
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ROBIN WINKS

PROFESSOR OF HISTORY,
YALE UNIVERSITY

Author of numerous ]:)oolzs, inclucling Frederick
Bi”ings: A ere, Winks holds an un&ergradua’ce (legree
and a master’s degree in history from the University of
Coloraclo, a master’s in anthropology from the Univer-
sity of New Zealand, and a doctorate in history from
Johns Hoplzins University. His specialties include com-
parative British and American history and conserva-
tion history. He holds the Townsend Chair in the De-
partment of History at Yale University. He received the
Department of the Interior Conservationist of the Year
Award in 1988. He has been a regular advisor to the
National Park Service and chairman of the Secretary
of the Interior’s National Park Service Aclvisory Board.

DONALD WORSTER

PROFESSOR OF AMERICAN HISTORY,
UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS

A preeminent theorist and practitioner of environ-
mental history, Worster is the author of several books in
American and environmental history, including The
Wealth of Nature, Under Western Skies, Rivers 0][ Em-
pire, and Dust Bowl. He is also general editor of Studies
in Environment and History, a Cam]ariclge University
monograph series. Worster occupies the Hall Chair in
American History at the University of Kansas. He re-
ceived undergracluate and graduate clegrees in history
from the University of Kansas and a doctorate in Ameri-
can History and Literature from Yale University.
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