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D.C. park honors Edward R. Murrow 

Mrs. Edward R. Murrow unveils the plaque at the dedication ceremonies of the Edward R. Murrow Park, Washington, D.C. 

By Priscilla R. Baker 

"Normal ly , the most successful journalist 
wi l l not occupy the place in history fi l led by 
the most successful pol i t ical, mil i tary, or 
industrial leaders, because the responsibilities 
are of a different order and the actions of 
public leadership can far more easily be 
measured than the inf luence of those who 
write and speak about public actions. History 
has exempted Edward Mur row f rom its rule, in 
the rarest of gestures toward the calling 
known as journal ism. This journalist directly 
affected the past, and the present knows i t . " 

So said retired CBS commentator Eric 
Severeid on Apr i l 25th when he, Secretary of 

Secretary Andrus with Eric Severeid. 

the Interior Andrus, Mrs. Edward R. Mur row 
and other notables gathered in what once was 
known as Reservation #31 at 18th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue in Washington, D .C, 
and dedicated that park to the late journalist 
Edward R. Mur row. 

It was the anniversary of the late Mr . 
Murrow's b i r th, 71 years before. The sun 
shone despite guarantees f rom the forecasters 
that it wou ld pour. 

In his remarks at the dedication Secretary 
Andrus said that " M r . Mur row was exactly the 
right man at the right t ime. As the war clouds 
rol led in over Europe, he showed how on- the-
scene coverage could be accomplished with 
radio, and then, years later, w i th television . . . 
He brought the outside wor ld closer to a 
whole generation of Americans, tel l ing us 
what it was like in London dur ing the years of 
cruel pounding f rom the air, and later how it 
was in post-war Europe and America . . . He 
had tr ied for a year or two to be an executive 
in charge of news, education and discussion 
programs, but he gave it up, saying ' I 'm not 
the executive type. Budgets throw me for a 
loop, and I can't get myself to fire anybody.' 
Despite these claims, however, Mr . Mur row 
gave up his career as a journalist to serve as 
Directot of the United States Information 
Agency, now known as International 
Communicat ions Agency." 

Mr . Severeid commented that praise 
embarrassed Edward Mur row. "He wou ld 
not have imagined for a moment that one day 
the mightiest government on earth wou ld 

engrave his name and memory here, in the 
heart of the capital c i ty." 

Before she unveiled the marker that had 
been placed at the northeast corner of the 
park, Mrs. Mur row, widow of the late 
journalist, said that she was proud to have 
shared the exciting life of the great man who 
had been honored by so many. 

The inscription on the marker reads as 
fol lows: "This park is dedicated Apri l 25,1979, 
to Edward R. Mur row, 1908-1965, reporter and 
broadcaster, director, USIA 1961-1963, who 
gave his profession a standard of excellence 
and whose clarity, humanity and courage 
helped his country and the wor ld to know 
what America at its honest best could be . " 

Edward R. Murrow (1908-1965). 



Dr. Sudia on science 
in the Park System 

Ted Sudia. 

(Editor's Note: Dr. Theodore W. Sudia was 
named Acting Associate Director for Science 
and Technology in 1978. He has served as chief 
scientist of the Park Service since 1974. In the 
following interview with Ronnie Spiewak, staff 
writer for the National Park COURIER, Dr. 
Sudia shares his views on the meaning and 
importance of a strong Science and 
Technology program.) 

COURIER: How wou ld you describe the 
mission of the Science and Technology 
program? 

Sudia: The management direct ive— 
everything we do—relates to action plans 
for the parks. Our role is decision assistance. 
We provide information to assist the managers 
in making decisions that wi l l hold up in the 
face of all the increasing pressures on parks 
these days. 

Finally, we are involved in technology 
transfer, running the ful l range f rom basic 
research to applied technology. We don't care 
where the information we need comes f rom. 
It can be a book or just in somebody's head. It 
might be a published paper out of the library 
or an unpubl ished manuscript f rom a f i l ing 
cabinet. Wherever the informat ion is, that's 
where we go, to br ing that informat ion into 
the planning por t ion of the management and 
operations process. 

Only if the information is unavailable do we 
have to do research. The way we see our task, 
research emerges as a k ind of last resort. 

COURIER: Why is documented data so 
important? 

Sudia: In most park management, decisions 
are subject to challenges in courts of law. The 
Director says he is going to do X, Y, Z. 
Somebody says " N o you're n o t ! " and adds 
that " I f you do , I'll sue y o u . " The informat ion 
we make available to managers has to stand up 
to that test. It has to stand up in a court of law. 
In other words, it can't just be somebody's 
op in ion. We have to have data. We have to 
have facts. We have to get them in a 
prescribed, scientific manner, subject to 
scrutiny in a "peer rev iew" by science as a 

body. The information must also be "good 
and t imely" and of such a calibre that if 
someone decides to take us to court , we have 
the evidence to make a strong case. 

The Park Service paid something like 
$800,000 for the informat ion necessary to put 
the case together on Redwood. Had we not 
done that, it wou ld have been unlikely that we 
could have convinced Congress of our case 
for Redwood. 

It took several hundred thousands dollars in 
research and scientific effort to make the case 
for Indiana Dunes. We assembled hard facts 
and good data. We got the power company to 
sign a voluntary agreement that it wou ld stop 
f looding Indiana Dunes and start behaving 
like a good neighbor. Data was our clout, 
tyithout data, we are just somebody else 

I talking. 

COURIER: In terms of preservation, how 
does the Park Service Science Program 
respond to legislation? 

Sudia: We are specifically t ied to enabling 
legislation in our statement for management 
and resources management plans. In this 
program, scientists are not free to study 
flowers and birds and generally " d o their 
th ing . " The science projects we do are the 
ones that are necessary to manage the park. 
And they have to be ident i f ied in an action 
plan, such as a resource management plan. 

So we start out wi th the fact that parks are 
set aside because they are outstanding places 
that represent the best of our historical, 
cultural and natural heritage. The laws state 
we are supposed to maintain them in their 
natural condi t ion . . . preserve their natural 
features. We have to get a resources 
management plan—a statement that says 
exactly how we are going to maintain an area 
in its natural condi t ion. We have to provide an 
inventory of what's there, what's happening to 
it, what is the normal course of events? Should 
we mitigate the impairments caused by 
humans? We have to get the data necessary to 
assemble answers to such questions. That's the 
whole job. 

COURIER: How do you decide priorit ies for 
research? 

Sudia: Some parks just naturally attract 
national attention—Everglades, Indiana 
Dunes, Redwood. These are the jobs that in a 
sense you can't escape. They set their own 
priorit ies because of their high prof i le. 

But there is a normal course of events that 
operates in other instances—regional 
directors work wi th regional chief scientists 
and regional resource managers as their 
advisors to establish priorit ies. 

We establish policy thrust in the 
Washington Off ice. Two examples of this: 
Congress has passed a Clean Air Act and the 
President has an initiative on Federal Water 
Rights. Our highest priori ty in FY 79 is 
compliance wi th the Clean Air Act and the 
President's Executive Order on water. The 
spending and the staffing for most of the work 
required by these programs is going to take 
place in the regions, particularly in the parks. 

COURIER: The Park Service has a mandate 
to preserve urban as well as rural areas of the 
System. Would you say that resource 
management differs in dif ferent kinds of 
areas? 

Sudia: Management of areas that are part of 
urban ecosystems require adherence to the 
same principles and practices that apply to 

managing rural ecosystems. An ecosystem is 
an ecosystem and general principles apply. It 
happens that good ecosystem management is 
of enormous benefit to urban areas, if for no 
other reason than just because that's where 
most people are. 

Ask yourself a direct question: "Why isn't 
my neighborhood a park? Why shouldn't the 
place where I live have all the amenities I look 
for in a park?" When you extend the 
ecosystem concept to where you live, you 
can't help wonder ing why you can't live in a 
wel l - run ecosystem. 

The role of the National Park Service in 
urban areas is not to run neighborhoods. But it 
is to run the great urban parks like Gateway 
and Golden Gate, uti l izing the same standard 
of environmental excellence, awareness and 
sensititity that is applied at Yellowstone. 

Indiana Dunes is an urban park. It has 20 
percent of the steel capacity of the U.S. wi th in 
3 miles of it. It's got large power plants, 
industrial shipping, all kinds of things—as 
neighbors. The questions you have to ask 
yourself are: "Why not have a national park in 
such a city? If a national park can't survive in 
such a city, what about the people who live 
there? Maybe NPS is some kind of a litmus 
paper test for environmental quality that says 
if you can have a national park near Gary, 
Indiana, or Chicago, Ill inois, then our 
humanbui l t wor ld may not be all that bad. If 
we can get the air polluters to abide by the 
pol lut ion control laws that apply to the steel 
industry—if we can get reasonable water 
standards and other commitments that wi l l 
protect the park, then the people have 
benefited too. It can't miss. What a plus for 
parks in the public m ind ! 

The question of placement of parks like 
Cuyahoga (in Ohio) in heavily urban, intensely 
industrialized areas really addresses itself to 
the fundamental concept of urban 
ecosystems. What are they and how do they 
operate? 

We've come to the tentative conclusion that 
they are much like any other ecosystem— 
when you come to manage them, the 
principles are amazingly similar. You've got 
diversity and stability. You've got successional 
tendencies and you have the question of 
preserving genetic resources. All these things 
are the same. 

Rural and urban areas each organize and 
use energies in the same highly systemized 
way and energy follows the same 
thermodynamic laws in cities as it does in 
deserts and mountains and canyons and caves. 
Energy is still the control l ing factor in the way 
processes work. 

COURIER: How can the Park Service 
effectively deal w i th urban systems? 

Sudia: It's a matter of recognizing 
similarities among the processes. The systems 
are subject to the same analysis and to 
approximately the same kind of management. 
The manager of Cuyahoga or Gateway should 
look at his park in much the same way as if he 
were managing Yosemite. At Yosemite you 
have gorgeous natural scenery, overloads of 
people, automobi le and waste problems. At 
Gateway you have Floyd Bennett f ield wi th its 
acres of concrete, Sandy Hook wi th its military 
structures, pol luted water and garbage, and 
Jamaica Bay Wildl i fe Refuge—so close to 
Manhattan Island. At both places we're 
converging toward the same place. We want a 
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