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The Director’s
Report

By William Penn Mott, Jr.

Boundaries, Not
Barriers!

Park areas have sometimes been likened
to little fiefdoms protected by well-
defined and enforced perimeters, with im-
perious superintendents, who engage in
aggressive tactics that promote the goals
of the Service at the expense of others,
and who continuously battle with those
outside park areas. Is this an unfair
representation of park areas? Sure it is.
Have I overstated the animosity felt
toward us? I hope so, but I'm making a
point. There are certainly a lot of folks
who see us in a completely adversarial
role, and who, unfortunately, would
describe us even more negatively than I
just have. Negative attitudes in some sur-
rounding communities have existed for,
and developed over, a long time. Their
persistence must mean that we still need
to work hard to try to change those
perceptions and attitudes toward us.
Because we continue to learn and grow, I
am confident that we can overcome these
negative sentiments.

In the early days, interaction between
park areas and local communities was
minimal. One of the more obvious
reasons for this was that there were no
local communities near some of the older
park areas. It hardly made sense to place
a great deal of importance on par-
ticipating with surrounding communities,
which, if they existed at all, were few and
far between. Today, however, as the
population of the United States has con-
tinued to grow, we are finding more and
more communities adjacent to park areas
that once were the most isolated ones.
Not all of these growing communities are
a direct result of America’s increasing
population; some are being created and
expanded to provide services to park
visitors. Further, in recent years, Con-
gress has established more parks in and
near already populated areas. Why they
are there is not as important as how we
intend to acknowledge and interact with
them.

National Park Service areas are, in a
sense, intended to be enclaves, which
create some major and unavoidable prob-
lems. Although designed as enclaves,
park areas are neither independent nor
self-sustaining. They interact in many
ways with their surrounding areas—the
larger ecosystem, the historic area, or the
urban environment. Since we are just
part of a larger picture, a change in our
own approaches and attitudes is
necessary. To maintain the integrity of
the parks, we need to be aware of those
forces, both political and economic, out-
side our boundaries that may affect our
mission. Today, much that is going on
outside our boundaries has impact on
what takes place inside our boundaries.
Consider the impairment that zoning and
economic decisions by local communities
can have simply because we have not
communicated our concerns to the local
authorities. There are obvious detrimental
effects of pollution-causing activities.
More subtle impacts can be caused by the
“accepted” uses of pesticides and
chemicals in surrounding areas.

The potential for major impacts on
park areas from those outside park boun-
daries are equally apparent to others.
Members of Congress have entertained
the notion of legislatively creating buffer
zones. | don't support the concept, but
proponents are pushing the idea in order
to solve real problems. I agree we have a
problem, but I don't think the answer
will be found in the creation of buffer
zones; as we gain more knowledge, it
becomes clear that the boundaries of the
buffer zones will be too small to satisfy
the needs of the ecosystem. Therefore, I
firmly believe the answer is in our getting
involved!

A Dale Carnegie truism comes to
mind, “You can make more friends in
two weeks by getting interested in them
then you can in two years of trying to
get them interested in you.” We need to
be aware of local interests and be active
players in the surrounding community.

We are a part of the larger community,
and as such, we have a fundamental
responsibility to be involved. Community
involvement is also essential if we are to
accomplish our mission effectively. As a
participant, we can ensure our side of an
issue is voiced, and we can learn
firsthand what community concerns are.
At every opportunity, we need to be
prepared to work with neighboring com-
munities to deal with problems upfront
and early on. Problems still may be un-
solved, but at least the attempt will have
been made. By referring to the surround-
ing community, I also mean to include
state and federal agencies and others
whose decisions will impact our resources
and visitors.

By being a part of the community, I
mean being a participant in that com-
munity, not just coming forward when
there are problems to be addressed. To
be constructive and credible in times of
controversy, it is important to have
developed relationships beforehand.
There are plenty of ways to be active and
have a positive role in your community —
becoming members of organizations, such
as the Jaycees, Kiwanis, or Rotary Club;
being involved in garden clubs, the PTA,
or local chapters of the Boy Scouts or
Girl Scouts; and taking part in communi-
ty projects as well as getting acquainted
with the media and government officials
at the county, state, and federal levels.

We also have opportunities to invite
neighbors into parks for activities that en-
courage positive interaction between park
staff and local residents. One such oppor-
tunity is the Take Pride in America Pro-
gram. This program not only promotes
positive interaction between local citizens
and employees, but also creates a new
awareness of system areas and can help
form the basis for a concerned and sup-
portive alliance between the Service and
surrounding areas.

By encouraging your active involve-
ment in community affairs, I am not sug-
gesting you have free rein—there are im-
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portant parameters that you must keep in
mind! You have to know what to say,
how to say it, and when to say it. To
avoid making inappropriate statements,
assume you are “on the record” when
speaking for the Service. You just never
know when you might read what you've
said in the newspaper.

Your statements should reflect
at all times the Service's position and
Departmental policy and regulations. If
there is any doubt about policy or regula-
tions, you better get the necessary infor-
mation before speaking out.

Park boundaries identify our “sep-
arateness” from surrounding com-
munities. They must remain intact. Do
not allow boundaries to be barriers to
communication and cooperation. Good
park managers realize their responsi-
bilities do not always stop at park bor-
ders—sometimes we have to become
involved with what's going on outside.
If you haven't yet become involved,
now's the time!

At some point, park managers will en-
counter controversy. There are career
risks in becoming involved in community
issues, especially when taking controver-
sial positions—I don't deny that. But we
must all do what we can to improve
park-community understanding or we are
not doing our best for the system.
Sometimes the risks to the parks are just
too high for us to sit back and be silent.
Take a stand, and if you've done the
proper homework, [ guarantee you'll be
backed! I know talk’s cheap and this will
probably have to be proven a few times
before you'll believe it, but I will do
whatever it takes to make sure you
understand that this is important to me!
Local involvement can improve our rela-
tionship with neighboring areas and can
play a key role in the future of the na-
tional park system. We all need to do
what we can to assure that park boun-
daries are not barriers to our involvement
in local affairs and to ensure that we are
sensitive to local concerns!
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The September issue of the Courier
carried a letter to the editor from John
Sutton, Chief Ranger at Fort Davis NHS.
The views he expressed encouraged a
remarkable exchange of opinions,
remarkable, as oné reader observed,
because everyone was “so exposed.” Cor-
respondents had the courage of their con-
victions and stood behind them in print.

As an editor, | owe a debt of gratitude
to Mr. Sutton. He challenged readers to
evaluate their points of view and deter-
mine how strongly they felt—whether,
indeed, they felt strongly enough to write
about what they believed. Such is the
way we learn, and such is one of the
goals I have for this publication—to pre-
sent information that can be evaluated in
the light of the reader’s own knowledge,
then used either to clarify thoughts or to
build new bridges of understanding. One
way to accomplish this, of course, is
through kind of thought-provoking ar-
ticles I want to publish. Another is
through letters that comment on these ar-
ticles—letters that permit an exchange of
ideas beneficial both to reader and editor.

A lively letters-to-the-editor depart-
ment is the pulse of a publication. It
keeps the editor informed of what people
are thinking and of how well the publica-
tion is doing its job; it provides a forum
for ideas, which is the stuff of learning
and a standard against which to test the
most cherished of beliefs. So I appreciate
such letters; I encourage them; and I will
continue to print them, as long as they
are neither inordinately abusive nor pur-
posely antagonistic.

There is another very powerful func-
tion of the letters department, and, by
extension, of the Courier. As current and

retired employees share their views on the
organization, they link the present with
the past; they allow the newsletter the
privilege of solemnizing the rites of
passage that bind us all. Recent
losses—Horace Allright, Tom Lucke, Jim
Murfin, among them—have triggered let-
ters and other expressions of grief sent to
this office. The writers weren't sure “if
this is the kind of thing the Courier
publishes,” but they sent their tributes
anyway—because public recognition of
the passing of a colleague is important, is
critically important. It lets us say that
such a passing has not gone unmarked,
that the individual mattered, that he or
she touched us in quiet, in selfless, in
unalterable ways; it helps us deal with
our loss, and, ideally, draws us closer to
one another.

So, indeed, this is but another form of
openly sharing, not of ideas so much this
time as of the qualities that make us
human, that tie us inexorably to the past
that we know through those that have
gone before and to the future that we are
shaping for those who will come after.
This sharing of ideas and of our mutual
history is, in a sense, our gift to one
another. It is the thing that can help us
grow. Therefore, to those who have done
this already through the letters they have
mailed to my attention, let me say that I
am grateful and let me ask that they keep
up such contributions . . . And to those
who will be sharing in the months ahead,
who will be helping to make the newslet-
ter a lively, dynamic tool for improved
communications, let me say that because
of such contributions I am excited and
optimistic about the future.

On the cover: one of Steamtown’s collection of steam locomotives, a former Canadian
locomotive that pulled long freight trains across the plains, hauls the Steamtown
excursion train through a tunnel. Train memorabilia courtesy of Herb Kistler and Bob Bitzer.
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The Wilderness Society: dedicated to the wise

management of all the public lands

Bennett Beach
The Wilderness Society

In 1934 none of the nation’s conserva-
tion groups was paying much attention to
wilderness preservation. Eight determined
men decided that there should be such a
group, and in January 1935, after meet-
ings near Knoxville and in Washington,
D.C., The Wilderness Society was born.

Among the eight were giants like
Robert Marshall; Aldo Leopold, author
of A Sand County Almanac; Robert
Sterling Yard, and Benton MacKaye, who
first proposed the Appalachian Trial.

Their purpose was spelled out by Yard
in the first issue of the Society's
magazine: “The Wilderness Society is
born of an emergency in conservation
which admits of no delay. The craze is to
build all the highways possible every-
where while billions may yet be bor-
rowed from the unlucky future. The
fashion is to barber and manicure wild
America as smartly as the modern girl.
Our duty is clear.”

In the early days, TWS was militant
and exclusive. MacKaye said, “We want
those who already think as we do; not
those who have to be shown.” Funding
was as meager as membership; after five
years the budget was less than $4,000,
most of it out of Marshall's pocket.

Marshall’s sudden death in 1939, when
he was just 38, robbed The Society of its
spiritual leader. The saving grace was the
trust fund that Marshall's estate estab-
lished for wilderness preservation. TWS
was able to do more, and membership in-
evitably grew, but as late as 1952, after
17 years, there were still just 5,000
members.

Though small, The Society was con-
sidered one of the major groups because
of the talent it was able to attract.
Heading its second generation of leaders
were Olaus Murie, famous for his wildlife
field surveys, and Howard Zahniser, a
prime mover in passage of the Wilderness
Act. “There is no good reason why our
influence should not be out of all propor-
tion to our numbers,” said Harold Ander-
son, one of the founders.

In 1947, the Governing Council of
TWS officially decided that the group
should strive for wilderness legislation.
Zahniser dedicated the rest of his life to
the task, and the result was the Wilder-
ness Act of 1964, signed four months
after his death.

Sigurd Olson (1) with Harvey Broome
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Despite the time and emotional energy
demanded by the wilderness crusade,
TWS managed to play a part in
numerous public lands fights, usually
working with its close ally, the Sierra
Club. Throughout the 1930s and into the
1940s, The Society fought battle after
battle over the preservation of what
ultimately became Olympic National
Park and helped defeat local stockmen
and politicians who opposed adding
Jackson Hole to Grand Teton National
Park.

When the first nationwide conserva-
tion coalition was born in 1951 to stop
the damming of the Green River in
Dinosaur National Monument’s Echo
Park, TWS took an active role. In the
mid-1960s, The Society successfully
fought an NPS plan to lay a blacktop
highway across the southern half of Great
Smoky Mountains National Park. One of
the organization’s new leaders was Sig
Olson, a well known writer on wilderness
and consultant to Interior Secretary
Stewart Udall and NPS Director Conrad
Wirth.

The nation’s great leap of environ-
mental awareness in the 1960s swelled the
membership and budgets of all the impor-
tant groups, including TWS. But beneath
the surface prosperity, problems were
brewing. There was deep disagreement
about the organization’s priorities and
disaffection with management. During the
1970s the difficulties grew more serious.
The annual deficit eventually reached
$185,000, and membership plummeted 50
percent to just 39,000.

“It was clear that something major had
to be done,” recalled Ted Swem, assistant
director of NPS from 1964 to 1972 and
the council member heading the search
for a new executive director. “We knew
we needed an uncommonly strong leader,
a good administrator who could also get
out and raise money.”

The choice was Bill Turnage, 38, the
business manager for Ansel Adams. He
arrived in November 1978, three weeks
after the last dollars in the Robert Mar-
shall Wilderness Fund had been used to
meet the payroll.

The turnover, voluntary and other-
wise, was so complete that after two
years, only one staff member remained
from the pre-Turnage era. “Profes-
sionalism” was Turnage’s oft-stated goal
as he rebuilt the staff. In 1980 he per-
suaded U.S. Senator Gaylord Nelson, just
upset in his re-election bid, to join TWS
as a full-time advisor. Nelson was the
founder of Earth Day and a leader of the
environmental revolution in Congress.

Among the others Turnage sought—
and hired—were the Sierra Club’s Chuck
Clusen, chairman of the Alaska Coali-
tion; Peter Coppelman, an acclaimed
public lands litigator for the Justice
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Department, and Terry Sopher, director
of BLM's wilderness program. The
governing council grew with the addition
of distinguished persons from a variety of
fields.

In rebuilding the staff, Turnage gave it
two new dimensions. He believed that the
environmental movement needed to make
more of an economic case, so he created
a department to do economic analysis on
public lands issues. It was headed by Dr.
Joseph L. Fisher, former president of
Resources for the Future and congressman
from Virginia. “Second, he made press
relations a major priority,” recalls Ron
Tipton, one of Turnage's first hires and
now Southeast Regional Director.

During the Turnage years, the re-
juvenated Society enjoyed a surge in
membership and played an important role
in passage of the Alaska Lands Act of
1980 and the 1984 enactment of
wilderness bills preserving 8.6 million
acres in 20 states.

When he took the job, Turnage said
that he should stay only six years or so.
In December 1985, he left. He was suc-
ceeded by George T. Frampton, Jr., 41,
best known as one of the Watergate pros-
ecutors. Chosen in large part because of
his leadership and advocacy skills,
Frampton said, when selected, “Among
the conservation organizations, the Socie-
ty has been in the forefront on many ma-
jor issues—tougher and less compromis-

ing than some of the other groups. That's
exactly where I want to keep it.”

Forest planning remains a major
priority at TWS, as it has been since
December 1984. A growing team of
foresters, economists, attorneys, and
ecologists, directed by Dr. Peter M.
Emerson, is critically analyzing and
presenting an alternative to the long-
range management plans being issued for
each of the national forests. Last year
The Society completed a two-year study
of the Tongass National Forest in Alaska,
the system'’s largest. The Society is now
leading a major campaign to limit the
timber progam in that rain forest, which
loses 99 cents on each tax dollar spent,
according to TWS estimates.

To ensure that the TWS investment in
forest planning pays the highest dividends
possible, Frampton has created a National
Forest Action Center. It serves as a clear-
inghouse for activists across the country,
facilitating the sharing of research and
analysis.

An outgrowth of the forest work is a
campaign to curb the Forest Service's
timber-road building program. TWS
judges that roads are perhaps the most
expensive and environmentally damaging
aspect of timbering. TWS leads a coali-
tion of conservationists and others deter-
mined to cut the roads budget this year.

The Society also has been in the
forefront on BLM issues and expects to

-

Gaylord Nelson, Counselor
George T. Frampton, Jr., President
Peter Coppelman, Vice President
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devote more and more resources as the
wilderness study process intensifies. Many
of these lands adjoin national parks, and
their wise management should help pro-
tect the parks from external threats. Dur-
ing the 100th Congress, TWS will be
working hard to help pass legislation pro-
tecting the California Desert and
wildlands in New Mexico and Arizona.

The TWS parks program has several
goals. One is the mitigation of park
threats, including overflights at Grand
Canyon and elsewhere. “Of course, we
will never stop these threats unless NPS's
people in the field receive the funds they
need to do research and to monitor the
problems,” says Steve Whitney, who
recently moved from NPCA to direct The

Society’s parks program. “We think the
Administration’s budget proposal short-
changes them.

“We also want to see new areas and
boundary expansions,” says Whitney. He
noted that the California Desert bill
would expand and redesignate as parks
both Death Valley and Joshua Tree Na-
tional Monuments and establish a Mojave

Wilderness Society in Alaska

The Great Land has always had a
special pull on The Wilderness Socie-
ty. That is natural enough; Alaska is
the wildest place in this nation.

It was a big blank on the map
north of the Arctic Circle that im-
pelled Robert Marshall to explore the
Brooks Range in 1929. Gates of the
Arctic National Park got its name
from Marshall, who pinned that
moniker on two mountains he saw
as he climbed a ridge and gazed out,
for the first time, at the Brooks
Range. His book, Arctic Village,
became a best-seller in 1933.

Olaus Murie, who was director of
TWS and later president for 17
years, was sent to Alaska by the
U.S. Biological Survey in 1920. He
met his wife, Mardy, the first
woman to graduate from the Univer-
sity of Alaska, and they honey-
mooned by studying caribou in the
Brooks Range. Their work helped
| lay the foundation for establishment
of the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge. Mardy, still a member of the
Governing Council, has written three
books on Alaska and was one of

The Society’s most effective ad-
vocates in the consuming effort to
pass the Alaska Lands Act.

One critical event was the Gov-
erning Council’s annual meeting in
1963, held in Denali National Park.
“We made a commitment to push
hard on Alaska issues,” recalls Ted
Swem. “That really motivated us.”
Swem went on to chair the Interior
Department’s Alaska Planning Group
from 1973 to 1976.

The group’s interest in Alaska re-
mains strong. Randall Snodgrass, the
only holdover from the pre-Turnage
era, devotes all his time to Alaska
issues. Susan Alexander is the high-
profile regional director, based in
Anchorage. Alaska’s many refuges
are watched intently by Bill Reffalt,
who played a major part during the
1970s in drafting the Interior Depart-
ment's ANILCA proposal. TWS is
the lead group on two controversial
Alaska issues: timbering in the
Tongass and the fight over the
coastal plain of the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge.

Left, Bill Reffalt, Director of The Society's
Wildlife Refuge Program; right, former
Senator Gaylord Nelson, The Society's
Counselor

Standing, Susan Alexander, The Society's Regional Director for Alaska;
Seated, Steve Whitney, Director of The Society's National Parks Pro-
gram

Randall Snodgrass, Director of The Society's Alaska Program.
Photos courtesy of Gail Backman Love
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National Park. “The national park really
is ‘the best idea America ever had,” and
we should be on the lookout for oppor-
tunities to expand the system. I reject the
notion that the park system is almost
complete.”

Simultaneously, TWS will continue to
urge Congress to designate wilderness in
Great Smoky Mountains and other parks
and to add to the Wild and Scenic River
System. At the top of the list this Con-
gress are three California rivers: the Kern,
Kings, and Merced.

The threats and conflicts confronting
the wildlife refuge system, including toxic
contaminants, have been a focus of the
TWS refuges program. One of the pur-
poses is to dramatize the need for an
organic act for the refuge system, which
The Society has been advocating for
years. Soon TWS plans to mount a major
campaign to pass such legislation.

Alaska lands, because of the large
acreage involved and The Society’s long
and intimate connection with Alaska [see
sidebar], are treated almost as a fifth
public lands system. TWS is in the
vanguard trying to win wilderness
designation for the coastal plain of the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. The In-
terior Department has recommended that
Congress open the plain to oil drilling.

Cutting across these various programs
is the annual campaign for adequate ap-
propriations from the Land and Water
Conservation Fund. TWS heads a coali-
tion of 12 groups that each February
issues a report identifying projects that
deserve funding during the next fiscal
year. The Society, with Rindy O'Brien in
the lead, then plays a major role in
lobbying for approval of the recommen-
dations. With the fund about to expire,
TWS will be urging reauthorization.

In all of its public lands work, TWS is
increasingly focusing on whole eco-
systems. Over the past two years The
Society has issued reports on Greater
Yellowstone, the Southern Appalachian
Highlands, and the North Woods. The
Yellowstone report pointed out the threat
posed to wildlife by habitat fragmenta-
tion and proposed creation of a
macroreserve through the protection of
connected lands. “Unless there is strong,
coordinated action taken—and taken
soon—this country will have fumbled
away a large part of the gift that is
Yellowstone,” says Frampton. The
Society considers the Yellowstone cam-
paign particularly important and recently
set up an office in Bozeman, MT, to fur-
ther its work.

Another ecosystem receiving more and
more attention from TWS is the
Everglades. Jim Webb, former deputy
assistant secretary for Fish and Wildlife
and Parks, has opened a TWS office in
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Miami and is concentrating on that
ecosystem.

The Wilderness Society has been head-
quartered in Washington since its found-
ing. It has 80 employees in the UPI
Building at 14th and Eye Streets, where
TWS has put on permanent public
display a 75-print collection of Ansel
Adams photographs, a gift from Adams.

Besides Bozeman and Miami, nine
cities have TWS field offices: Anchorage,
Seattle, San Francisco, Phoenix, Boise,
Salt Lake City, Denver, Atlanta, and
Boston. Half of these offices did not exist
three years ago, and continued expansion
is one of The Society’s goals.

Each year TWS runs up a bigger
printing bill because of the reports and
brochures it issues. Its primary publica-
tion is the organization’s quarterly
magazine, Wilderness, edited by T. H.
(Tom) Watkins. Recently The Society co-
authored, with Dyan Zaslowsky, These
American Lands, a major history and a
unit-by-unit study of the present condi-
tion and possible future of all the public

lands, published by Henry Holt and
Company.

The funding for the publications and
the rest of The Society’s operations comes
from its 160,000 members, bequests, and
a growing roll of foundations, which are
expected to account for about a quarter
of this year’s $8 million budget.

Looking ahead, as leaders of TWS are
prone to do, 'Frampton sees more em-
phasis on wildlife and on ecosystem
analysis. “But more important than which
issues we choose to focus on'is the fun-
damental duty to reach out to the many
segments of the population that have not
been part of our movement. “Our goal,”
says Frampton, “should be to make every
single American an environmentalist.”

This is the third article in a continuing series
on the groups that help the parks. The first ap-
peared in August (National Parks and Conser-
vation Asssociation: Watchdog for the Na-
tional Parks), the second in September
(Cooperating Associations in the mid-80s: a
turning point).

NPS steams into the age of railroads

Arthur Miller
MARO Public Affairs

The National Park Service found itself
in the railroad business when Congress
authorized a railroad yard in Scranton,
Pennsylvania, along with a collection of
old locomotives and railroad cars, to
become the newest unit of the national
park system.

The new area—to be called Steam-
town National Historic Site—consists of

the 40-acre freight yard of the former
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western
Railroad, a roundhouse and locomotive
repair shop, as well as one of the
nation’s largest collections of steam-era
locomotives and rolling stock.

The Steamtown Foundation, which
owns and operates the railway equip-
ment, had moved its locomotive collec-
tion from Vermont to Scranton in 1984.
The locomotives and cars were pur-
chased by the late F. Nelson Blount, a

Workers in the repair shops maintaining the former British mainline locomotive, Repton.



millionaire businessman who was an en-
thusiast about the era of steam power on
the nation’s railroads. As railroads
turned to diesel and electric power, he
bought old steam engines to save them
from being cut up for scrap.

Today visitors to Steamtown hop
aboard a classic old railway passenger
car while a smoke-belching steam
locomotive pulls the train 13 miles into
the mountainous countryside and back
on a two-hour excursion ride.

The Scranton site joins two other Na-
tional Park Service areas that reflect
U.S. railroad history. Allegheny Portage
Railroad NHS in western Pennsylvania
preserves the traces of an incline-plane
railway that hoisted canal boats over the
mountains to link with rivers leading to
the west. Golden Spike NHS in Utah
preserves the site of the completion of
the first transcontinental railroad in the
U.S., and invites visitors to see replicas
of the locomotives that first chugged
across the nation.

“At Steamtown, our initial task will
be to prepare a general management
plan for the site,” said Regional Director
James W. Coleman, Jr. “Our planning
team will build on an earlier plan that
has been done by the Foundation.”

Early consideration will undoubtedly
be given to whether to restore the old
roundhouse, built in 1902. The original
turntable was sold by Conrail after the
government corporation ceased opera-
tions at the yard, but Foundation of-
ficials say they know of another turn-
table that might be donated.

After restoration of the turntable and
rehabilitation of the structure, the
locomotives and rolling stock could be
protected from the weather in its stalls.
How many of the yard's other struc-
tures—locomotive repair shops, sand
pits, tracks and switches, coal tipple,
switch tower, water tower and store
houses—would be restored will await
the decisions of the planners.

“A number of those on our staff and
at the Denver Service Center will be in-
volved in planning this new area,” Cole-
man said.

Just down the track, but not part of
the new park area, stands a magnificent
railroad station. Built in 1907, the sta-
tion has been converted to a first-class
hotel. It was rehabilitated in 1984 as a
$9 million project under the Economic
Recovery Tax Act of 1981 and was cer-
tified as a historic preservation project
by Tax Act specialists of the Park Serv-
ice’s Mid-Atlantic office.

Director Mott at the throttle of Repton.

Photo by Ike Refice, Scranton Times.

\

Arnold Embleton, a trainman for 35 years with the Lebanon Valley Railroad, stands beside a
diesel locomotive at Steamtown. Photo by Art Miller.
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