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SCHUMACHER ADDRESSES OCTOBER 25TH
CSSV CONFERENCE IN PUTNEY

Eric Schumacher, the German-born, British
economist, addressed a conference on Saturday,
October 25th, in Putney, sponsored by the Con-
servation Society of Southern Vermont (CSSV).

.t Schumacher was one of four speakers drawn
ogether to explore this subject, ““Environmental
Behavior and Social Institutions,”” a weighty
theme, a theme that boiled down to a considera-
tion of the present condition of man and his
chances for survival in this century.

Over 300 people from all over New England
attended the CSSV event. They were not disap-
pointed.

Schumacher was a Rhodes Scholar, an econom-
ic advisor to the British Control Commission in
postwar Germany, and for twenty years prior to
1971, the top economist and head of planning at
the British Coal Board. His credentials are impec-
cable, but he is no ordinary economist.

Schumacher has written a book entitled
SMALL IS BEAUTIFUL: Economics as if People

Mattered. It was published in 1973, It is a widely-

quoted, seminal volume and it is being passed
from hand to hand as a new gospel.

This is what Schumacher told his audience in
Putney.

““We have given up our two great teachers,”’
meclared Schumacher. “‘These teachers are living
ature and human values.”
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Schumacher’s economic ideas are based, (in
the tradition of Tolstoy, Gandhi, Lewis Mumford
and others) on a religious view of man. Schu-
macher spoke about men and women as ““the sons
and daughters of God.”” ‘““Man,”” said Schmacher,
"was a moral being in relationship with God,

a social being in relationship to his neighbors,
and an individual confronting his own identity."’

The problem with our present world, accord-
ing to Schumacher, is the absence of “joyful, con-
structive labor,” Schumacher is not talking solely
about unemployment. He is talking about the
lack of meaningful human relationships and the
corresponding lack of meaningful work. The
size of our institutions, he believes, is frustrating
our moral impulses and destroying our humanity.

Schumacher is non-declamatory. He clothes
his ideas in parables.

. He told the story of a housing development in
Britain that was built on agricultural land. The
result was not expected. The families who occu-
pied the new housing project took up intensive
gardening. There was a five-fold increase in the
amount of food produced. ‘““We cannot afford
agriculture,”” concludes Schumacher, ““we can
only afford horticulture’” with a heavy dose of
‘TLC’ (tender,loving care) thrown in for good

measure.

Schumacher looks at the spectacle of America
in the 1970’s. “’Here is a country numbering less
than 6% of the world’s population and using more
than one-third of the world’s resources. If we
could afford one USA,"" observes Schumacher,
““we could not afford two of them. And you
haven’t abolished poverty.”

Schumacher explains the root of our problems,
questions of scale. We have built here and in
England vast industrial connurbations. In this
country, an urban megalopolis stretchina from
Boston to Washington and from San Francisco
to San Diego. Schumacher explains why these
connurbations exist. They exist because of in-
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dustry’s need for large numbers of workers, and
this need in turn exists, because of the desire to
manufacture goods to supply an enormous con-
sumer market. Markets and manufacturing, the
size of one, feeds the size of the other. Schu-
macher calls these concentrations of people ““the
astonishing pattern of urbanization that is making
our countries sick.”

Toward the end of his remarks, Schumacher
held up two symbols. He talked about a Floren-
tine cathedral that had been inspired, not by
the powerful families, but by a conscious civic
act. What was impressive about this cathedral
was its beauty, its permanence, its enduring
value. Against that symbol are the monuments
of our own age, the London office skyscraper,
built of the cheapest possible materials, in the
shortest possible time, for the largest possible
profit. In the short term there was money to
be had; in the long term this was just another
example of the ““economic calculus that is ruin-
ing the world."”

EDITOR'S NOTE

THERE WERE FOUR SPEAKERS AT THE PUTNEY
CONFERENCE AND FOUR STIMULATING PRESEN--
TATIONS. WE CHOSE TO DESCRIBE THE REMARKS
OF ERIC SCHUMACHER BECAUSE HE WAS THE
VISITING SPEAKER. WE COULD NOT DESCRIBE
THE ENTIRE CONFERENCE FOR REASONS OF
SPACE.

update...

@ THE ARTS AND CRAFTS SERVICE is dead.
Governor Salmon in explaining his decision wrote:
“There is no question that the Arts and Crafts
Service has provided valuable service to craftsmen.
However, because of the limited funds available,
the Education Department was forced to choose
between programs and services for our elementary
and secondary youth in Vermont and programs
for our adults...” Salmon added: | regret the
present economic climate dictates these actions.”

@ THE VERMONT FOOD COMMISSION is
winding up its work. The last of its public meet-
ings is Wednesday, November 19th, in Bennington.
The Commission will make its final report to
Governor Salmon in December. Minutes of the
Commission’s hearings suggest that the final report
will discuss the need for greater agricultural diver-
sity, the need to test out innovations in food pro-
cessing and storage, the need for farmers to em-
ploy co-operative arrangements more fully in buy-
ing supplies and marketing products, and the need
for legislative action to protect agricultural land.

® JOHN FARMER, an official at the Agency

of Development and Community Affairs, says
that Parsons and Whittemore still want to con-
struct a pulp mill on the Connecticut River. “It
is still on,” reported Farmer. This is how he ex-
plains the delay. Parsons and Whittemore is re-
viewing the pollution abatement technology.
“They want to work out the environmental con-
cerns,” says Farmer. “‘Technology is changing so
fast that the way they decide now could be obso-
lete two years from now.” Farmer doesn‘t credit
reports that the mill may be delayed from 3--5
years. He thinks it will be up and going in a
couple of years.

@® VERMONTERS who have gazed across the
Connecticut River near Putney will soon see the
removal of two familiar landmarks. Up until the
end of 1974 a billboard or sign was legal if it was
further than 666 feet from an interstate highway.
Now, under an amendment to the Highway Beau-
tification Act of 1965, if a sign is visible from an
interstate, it must come down. The two land-
marks in question are the enormous signs for
“BASKETVILLE"” and “SANTALAND" on the
New Hampshire side of the Connecticut River.
About 1300 off-premise signs and billboards are
coming down in Vermont, ard the removal pro-
gram, originally scheduled for completion at the
end of 1975, will be finished by the spring of 1976.

@® THE VERMONT FOUNDRY AND MA—
CHINE COMPANY, INC., the successors to
Patch-Wegner, Inc., may face court action from
the Vermont Attorney-General's office. The
Rutland firm was to have complied with an anti-
pollution agreement on October 31st, 1975.
Patch-Wegner was mentioned prominently in an
August, 1975 report on air pollution by the
Vermont Public Interest Research Group. The
VPIRG report was critical of the State’s Air .
Pollution Section, claiming that the Section
failed to effectively enforce the State's emission
control standards.




Annual Meeting

1. Day’s Program

“VERMONT’S WOODLAND RESOURCE” TO BE
DISCUSSION TOPIC AT 1975 VNRC ANNUAL
MEETING

Three members of the Governor’s Task Force
on “Wood as a Source of Energy”” will make a
presentation to VNRC members at the 1975 An-
nual Meeting on Saturday, December 6th, at the
Old Board Restaurant in Burlington.

The morning session of the Annual Meeting will
begin with registration at 9.30 a.m. (A map and a
reservation form are printed on page4. The $5.00
registration fee covers the cost of lunch.) During
the morning session, Council members will vote on
by-law changes, elect new Directors, and decide the
future.direction of the Council in the year ahead.
(An article on page 3 explains proposals for changes
in the by-laws that have been approved by the
Board of Directors at its October meeting. The
names of prospective members of the Board to-
gether with biographical information appears on
pages 2 and 3 ).

The featured speakers after lunch will be
Representative Sam Lloyd (D. Weston), Chairman
of the Governor’s Task Force on Wood as a Source
of Energy, Dr. William Beardsley, Assistant to the
President of Green Mountain Power Corporation,
and Mr. Leo Laferriere, General Manager for Ward
Lumber Company in Waterbury. All three men
were members of the Governor’s Task Force. In
their report, issued last August, the Task Force
found that the use of wood could have a signifi-
cant impact in meeting Vermont's energy require-
ments. The Task Force further found that the use
of wood could lead to improved forest manage-
ment, could reduce unemployment, and could cut
the cost of paying for imported fuels. The report
concluded that these benefits could be obtained
without serious environmental consequences.

In their presentation to the Annual Meeting
Mssrs. Lloyd, Beardsley and Laferriere will address
this subject: ““Vermont's Woodland Resource: The
Task Force Report and Beyond.” They will begin
by enumerating the findings and recommendations




of the Task Force. They will describe some of the
problems and opportunities that exist in realizing
the potential of wood for energy production. And
finally they will look at a long list of topics that
need to be considered. Some of these topic are:
the new technology for tree harvesting and the ef-
fects of that technology on the environment; wood
as a substitute for non-renewable resources; pilot
projects for testing wood as a fuel for electrical
generation or wood as a fuel for heating; taxation,
and the effects of our present taxing system on
proper forest management.

In considering the question of taxation and
proper forest management the three-man panel
will comment on the study and recommendations
that were made by Richard Cowart, a VNRC in-
tern last summer. Cowart, who is a candidate for
a combined law and planning degree at Berkeley,
California, spent much of last summer conducting
research into the problems of Vermont's wood-
lands. Cowart has made a proposal for changing
the method of taxing woodlands in a way that
would encourage sound management, while at the
same time softening any loss of tax revenues to
local municipalities.

Following the presentation, and a question-and-
answer period, the Council will show a 20-minute
film from the Weyerhaeuser Corporation. This
film which has had excellent reviews examines the
question of forest management and the new tim-
ber harvesting technology that has recently been
developed. The Annual Meeting will adjourn by
3.00 p.m.

timber

VNRC members are encouraged to attend this
meeting and to register early so that a lunch can
be reserved and so that they may receive copies of
the summary and recommendations of Richard
Cowart's report.

A summary of Cowart's report and recom-
mendations will be sent to all VNRC members
who register for the Annual Meeting and to others
who request a copy.

2. ELECTIONS

VOTE FOR SIX (6) — — VOTE FOR TWO (2)
NOMINATIONS TO THE VNRC BOARD OF
DIRECTORS

At the Annual Meeting at the Old Board Res-
taurant in Burlington on December 6th, VNRC
members will elect six (6) at-large Directors to the
Board and two (2) Directors representing member
organizations. All terms shall be for three years,
except for one at-large position. That position
was vacated by William Cowles and will be for
one year.

AT--LARGE NOMINATIQﬂS (vote for six)

ANTHONY ADAMS (ESSEX JUNCTION)

Practising architect in Burlington; Vermont
native; B.A. from Princeton University; B.Arch.
from Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute; Member

of the VNRC E xecutive Committee: Served on
the VNRC Townscape Advisory Committee.

STAN ALLABEN (LONDONDERRY)

Co-owner of Viking Ski Touring Center and
President of Nordic Traders, Inc.; B.S. in Business
from University of New Hampshire; Chairman of
the Southern Vermont Group of the Sierra Club;
Member of the Executive Committee, Northeast
Chapter, Sierra Club.

ARMAND BELIVEAU (ST. GEORGE)

Consultant with IBM; Vermont native; B.S.
in Electrical Engineering from UVM; St. George
Selectman; Commissioner to Chittenden County
Regional Planning Commission; Chairman, Scenery
Preservation Council; Played a key role in the pre-
paration and subsequent adoption of a plan for
transferable “development rights” in St. George.

SERGE GAGARIN (PERU)

Consulting engineer specializing in pollution
abatement equipment; Associated with Sikorskv
Helicopters for many years; Active spostsman.
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SPECIAL REPORT:

THE AEROSOL CONTROVERSY:
DOES A CLEAR HAZARD EXIST?

There is a growing body of evidence, from uni-
versity research, from government studies, from
records of consumer accidents and consumer mis-
use, to suggest that aerosol spray products constitute
a major environmental and consumer hazard.

That the general public is largely unaware
of these hazards is proved by the continued
popularity of aerosol products. Over 3 billion
aerosol units were sold in the United States
in 1973. The Center for Science in the Public
Interest reports that “‘about 95% of Americans
come in contact with an aerosol spray product
in their homes daily.”” There are plenty of
these products around. The Center says that
45 aerosol units can be found in the average
American home (1972).

The industry has found countless products
that can be packaged in aerosol containers. These
products are almost always more expensive than
the non-aerosol alternative. Products that once
were spread on, rubbed on, brushed on, or painted
on, can now be sprayed on simply by depressing
the plastic button on the top of an aerosol can.

Success in the marketplace has been enor-
mous. Aerosols are a major business. In 1974,
the industry directly dependent on fluorocar-
bon materials used in aerosol products, in re-
frigerants, and as blowing agents, contributed
in excess of 8 billion dollars to the U. S. Gross
National Product and employed an estimated
200,000 workers.

aerosols

These are some of the reasons why aerosols have
been cited as a consumer health and safety hazard.

(1) Aerosol containers can explode and acci-
dental explosions have caused serious injury
and death.

(2) Aerosol containers are subject to deli-
berate mis-use, and there have been over
200 deaths in the United States, mostly
among young people, from this cause.

(3) Aerosol containers are a temptation to
children, and there are documented cases in
which children have died or have been injur-
ed seriously by aerosol container accidents.

(4) Aerosol containers may dispense ingre-
dients that have possible toxic effects.

Aerosol ingredients are of two kinds: the active .
ingredient, that is, the substance that is being dispersed
(hair spray, paint, shoe polish etc.) and the so-called
inactive ingredient, the propellant itself. What the pub-
lic may not understand is that when a deodorant, or a
paint, or a whipped topping is applied, BOTH the deo-
dorant, the paint, the topping AND the propellant is
are released. For a long time it was imagined that the
fluorocarbon propellant was a benign material. New
evidence based on the work of Dr. Willard Harris at the
University of Illinois indicates that fluorocarbons can
enter the bloodstream and can depress the heart’s ability
to contract and can produce abnormal rhythms.

That these chemicals DO enter the bloodstream in
greater or |lesser amounts through the lungs is demon-
strated by the research findings of a team of three med-
ical investigators who published their work in the
February 1975 issue of CANCER RESEARCH. These
investigators describe the aerosol mist as a suspension
so fine that ““substantial fractions of the resultant par-
ticles are of a size that can be inhaled into the lower
respiratory tract.” The study goes on to say: ‘“Very
few of these propellants or dispersed materials have
been tested or certified as being safe to inhale.” Only
a few of the many ingredients of aerosol cans have been
tested for their carcinogenic properties. What is known,
however, is that some of the commuoohyused sprays cor.
tain substances that are suspected of producing cancer
in humans.




Quite apart from concerns that have been raised
about the health and safety factors of aerosol pro-
ducts are the increasingly disturbing reports of the
potentially devastating effect of fluorocarbon release
upon the environment.

The earliest report of the possible impact of
fluorocarbon release came from the research in 1973
of two professors at the University of California at
Irvine. What Professors Molina and Rowland offer
us in their hypothesis is a bird’s eye view of a tech-
nological blunder of cosmic proportions, a time
bomb that is activated by thousands of apparently
.innocuous decisions, the use of a deodorant, a spray-
on paint, or a cheese topping.

This is the story.

We tend to forget that the aerosol container

is a recent invention. It was only after World War ||
that the aerosol industry came into its own. Three
developments were wanting. FIRST, a light con-
tainer. This was made possible by an Interstate
Commerce Commission ruling that increased the

allowable pressure in thin-walled containers from
.25 to 40 pounds per square inch. SECOND, a suc-

cessful valve. This came on the scene through the
genius of Robert Henry Abplanalp who designed a
plastic valve assemblage that could be mass-produced.
THIRD, a safe propellant. What was needed here
was a compound that had special properties. It
needed to be non-flammable; it needed to be safe;
and it needed to be “inert,”” that is, it needed to
resist combination with other chemical substances.
What the chemists at Dupont Corporation concoct-
ed was a synthetic compound known by the trade
name "‘Freon” in the chemical family of the
fluorocarbons.

It is precisely those properties that make Freon
and the fluorocarbons such an effective propellant
in aerosol cans that at the same time conspire to
make them such a potentially-devastating environ-
mental agent. That fluorocarbons do not readily
combine with other chemical substances is fine in
an aerosol product, but that these propellants are
“inert” is not so fine, in fact, it would appear to be
plainly hazardous when they are released into the
atmosphere. What Professors Rowland and Molina
postulate is this: that when these gases are released
into the atmosphere, they do not break down, they
do not disintegrate. Instead, over a period of months,
even years, they slowly rise in the atmosphere and

ventually collect high above the earth in the ozone
layer.

Ozone is a minor, but extremely important,
constituent gas in the atmosphere. It is mostly
concentrated in the lower stratosphere, between
13 and 15 miles above the earth. The important
fact to remember about ozone is that it forms a
protective shield. It envelops the earth and
screens out more than 99% of potentially-lethal
ultra-violet radiation.

What happens when the fluorocarbons reach
the ozone is fairly easily explained. According
to the Rowland-Molina prediction, these fluoro-
carbon gases, which were inert, which don’t
break down, ARE AFFECTED by ultra-violet
radiation in the mid-stratosphere. They DO
BREAK DOWN under these circumstances, and
in breaking down, they release what Professor
Rowland describes as a “’highly reactive chlorine
atom.” It is this atom that apparently goes to
work to attack the ozone shield. One atom of
chlorine can destroy as many as 100,000 mole-
cules of ozone before that chlorine atom drifts
low enough in the atmosphere to be itself removed
by rainfall.

If scientists who concur in the “‘ozone deple-
tion theory’ are right, we are witnessing a dan-
gerous phenomenon at work. Diminish the
ozone layer and scientists predict a rise in the
incidence of non-fatal, human skin cancer. Di-
minish the ozone and you conceivably threaten
most forms of plant and animal life. The
frightening thought is this: we may already have
passed a point of no return in terms of small-
scale ozone loss. We may have burned holes in
the ozone shield already. |t takes months, even
years, for fluorocarbons to collect, and it will
take years to verify the full extent of the pos-
sible damage to the ozone shield.




Whether or not we are facing an enormously
grave PRESENT risk and whether this risk calls
for regulation, these are the questions that are
dividing the scientific and governmental com-
munity.

Spokesmen for the chemical industry insist
on the need to avoid hasty judgements based on
inconclusive evidence. To its credit, the aerosol
industry is supporting a $3--$5 million research
program under the auspices of the Manufacturing
Chemists Association. Also to its credit, certain
companies, like Johnson Wax have withdrawn
aerosols that use fluorocarbons as propellants
from the marketplace.

These regulatory steps have already been
taken.

On May 23, 1975 Oregon became the first
state in the nation to pass a bill that bans the
sale of certain aerosol sprays after March 1, 1977.
The delay in the “effective date” of the Oregon
bill is to give the State Legislature an opportunity
to review any new scientific data.

In August 1975 Governor Hugh Carey signed
a bill that empowers the New York State environ-
mental commissioner to ban the sale of aerosol
spray products by 1978.

Legislators in 13 other states and in Congress
have introduced bills to ban, restrict or conduct
research on fluorocarbon aerosols.

Here in Vermont at least five legislators are
sponsoring a bill that will be considered in the
1976 General Assembly. This bill would ban the
sale of certain fluorocarbon aerosol sprays after
March 1, 1977.

In June 1975 an interagency task force com-
prised of experts from 15 federal agencies issued
its report on the fluorocarbon-ozone question.
This report concludes that there is ““legitimate
cause for concern” that fluorocarbon gases are
damaging the earth’s protective ozone shield.

On July 16, 1975, Commissioner R. David
Pittle of the federal Consumer Product Safety
Commission chose to break with his fellow
Commissioners. At issue was a petition from the
Natural Resources Defense Council that asked
for an outright ban on fluorocarbon aerosols.
The majority ruling was to deny the Natural
Resources Defense Council petition. Commis-
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sioner Pittle would have granted the petition.
This is what he said in his minority, dissenting
opinion.

The problem is very difficult. The
adverse economic consequences

from banning fluorocarbon propel-
lants would be great and it is tempt-
ing to continue to study the problem
until greater certainty can be achieved.
However, | believe that the evidence
we already possess is substantial, and
the possibility of achieving greater
certainty quickly enough to avoid an
increase in the level of risk is slight.
Balancing this against the magnitude
of the risk, the inability of individual
consumers to protect themselves
against it, and its effect on future
populations, | believe there is no
doubt that this Commission should
begin regulatory action at once.
Therefore, | would grant the petition.
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HUGO B. MEYER (WOODBURY)

Operator of Bardill “Sustained Yield” Tree
Farm; B.A. from Stanford University; MBA from
Harvard; Chairman, Central Vermont Regional
Planning Commission; VNRC Treasurer and Mem-
ber of Executive Committee; Lifelong interest in
forestry.

WILLIAM JACOBUS, JR. (ESSEX JUNCTION)

President, Northern New England Council
of Trout Unlimited; National Vice-President,
Trout Unlimited; Past President, Vermont Chap-
ter, Trout Unlimited; B.S. in Physics from Stevens
Institute of Technology; Vermont Commissioner
on the New England Interstate Water Pollution
Control Commission; Active member of Ducks
Unlimited.

MEMBER ORGANIZATION NOMINATIONS

DAVID B. FIRESTONE (BARNARD)

Nominated by Vermont Law School;
Professor of Environmental Law; B.S. in Mechan-
ical Engineering from Wayne State University;
J.D. from Harvard Law School; Active member
of the Vermont Institute of Natural Science.

CHARLES W. JOHNSON (STOWE)

Nominated by Central Vermont Audubon
Society; State park naturalist for the Vermont
Department of Forests and Parks; B.A. from
Wabash College; M.S. in Zoology from the Uni-
versity of lllinois; Previously employed as wild-
life technician and park manager; Vice-President,
Central Vermont Audubon Society.

RICHARD W, CARBIN (BARNARD)

Nominated by Ottauguechee Regional
Planning and Development Commission; Exec-
utive Director, Ottauquechee Regional Develop-
ment and Planning Commission; B.A. and grad-
uate work in Political Science from Rutgers
University; Chairman of the Board, East Central
Vermont Area Agency on Aging; Chairman of
the Woodstock Housing Committee; Member,
Windsor County ““RSVP" Advisory Council.

MICHAEL WEINBERGER (HARTLAND)

Nominated by Vermont Chapter, Amer-
ican Institute of Architects; Practising architect
in Woodstock; B. Arch. from University of
California, Berkeley; Assistant Professor of De-
sign, School of Architecture, Rensselaer Poly-
technic Institute; Member, Vermont Institute
of Natural Science, Audubon Society and Sierra
Club.

3. By-Laws

VNRC members will be asked to vote on three
important revisions to the Council’s Articles of
Association and By-Laws at the Annual Meeting
on December 6th. IF APPROVED, the following
changes will be made.

TAX STATUS

The Council’s tax status would be changed
from 501(c)(3) to 501(c)(4). This change would
permit the Council to engage in lobbying and
other legislative activities. The Council envisions
a limited lobbying role confined to issues of prime
environmental importance.

At the same time, a special VNRC Education

Fund would be established with a 501(c)(3) status.

All contributions beyond the initial $10.00 in an-
nual membership dues would be deposited in the
Education Fund. Monies in the Education Fund
would be used to support the traditional activities
of the Council and would not be used for legisla-
tive activities. If the change-in-tax proposal is
adopted a member will not be able to deduct the

initial $10.00 paid as membership dues, but all con-
tributions beyond that amount would be tax-
deductible,

DUES STRUCTURE

According to a proposed by-law change, annual
membership dues for individual members would
increase from $7.50 to $10.00, and for family
members from $10.00 to $12.50. All other mem-
bership categories, including the $5.00 student/
limited income membership, would remain the
same,

QUORUM AT DIRECTORS’ MEETINGS

A quorum for meetings of the Board of Direc-
tors would be changed from a majority (12 mem-
bers) to 8 members,

All of these by-law revisions were approved at
the October 22nd meeting of the Board of Direc-'
tors and have been recommended for approval to
the membership.




4. REGISTRATION

BurLineTON

Jistratlon Form - 1975 VNRC ANNUAL MEETING

()

( ) My check, payable to VNRC, for
@ $5.00 each is enclosed.

oL> BOARD

I/We shall attend the 1975 VNRC Annual Meeting.

luncheons

NAME:

MenTPELIER
—

ADDRESS: ZIP

THE 1975 ANNUAL MEETING OF THE VERMONT NATURAL RE-
SOURCES COUNCIL WILL BE HELD ON SATURDAY, DECEMBER 6
AT THE OLD BOARD RESTAURANT IN BURLINGTON. PLEASE
REGISTER IN ADVANCE FOR LUNCHEON BECAUSE VNRC MUST

SHELBVRNE

TAURANT.

UDALL-Nov.1

Congressman Morris K. Udall was the featured
speaker at the second Vermont Conservation
Banquet, a fund raising event, sponsored by the
Vermont Natural Resources Council.

Udall told the more than 180 people who had
gathered at the Woodstock Inn that the conserva-
tion movement is on the defensive today, that
conservationists have been selected as scapegoats,
and that the time has come to fight back.

In his speech, Congressman Udall took issue
with four of the “current myths'’ that he said
were poisoning the public’s attitude toward the
environmental movement.

These are the myths that Udall identified.

First, the contention that environmentalists
care more for bugs and worms than they do for
people and this at a time when 30% of the nation’s
productive capacity is lying idle. Udall countered
this suggestion by calling attention to the thou-
sands of jobs that had been created as part of the
national effort to clean up our air and water.

Second, the idea that without energy growth
our economy would falter. Here Udall pointed to
the fact that Americans consume individually two
to three times the amount of power as citizens in
Germany and Sweden, despite the fact that Ger-
mans and Swedes enjoy a comparable standard of

MAKE A GUARANTEE IN ADVANCE TO THE OLD BOARD RES- J

living in a-colder climate. Udall called for a taugh
program of energy conservation.

Third, the claim that the environmental move- .
ment is causing inflation. Udall freely admitted

that environmental controls cost money but he
cited figures that showed that pollution controls,
for example, comprise only a very small part of
the inflation we are experiencing. And besides,
he argued, clean air and water save lives.

Fourth, the argument that land-use planning
retards economic growth. Here Udall was parti-
cularly adamant. A national land-use planning
bill has been rejected in Congress. Udall acknow-
ledges the need for capital construction projects
of all kinds: roads, housing, airports. But he dis-
putes the claim that intelligent planning reduces
the volume of development. What it does, he ar-
gues, and there is the example of states like Hawaii
and Vermont to draw upon, is to improve the
quality of development, physically and environ-
mentally.

Udall ended his remarks by noting that a scant
12 months remains before the nation once again
chooses a President. ““In the last 16 months of the
Ford Administration,” Udall said, “'not a single de-
cision had come down in favor of

Udall ended his remarks by noting that a scant
12 months remains until the nation once again
chooses a President. “‘In the last 16 months of the
Ford Administration,”” Udall said, ''not a single .
decision has come down in favor of conservatign.”
Udall would like to change all that.




@ ACTION HAS MOVED to the U. S. House of
Representatives on S-2308, a bill that would
sharply reduce the size of the Bristol Cliffs Wilder-
ness Area. Arthur Schmidt, an aide to Congress-
man James Jeffords, said that S-2308 is presently
lodged in the Sub-Committee of Public Lands in
the House Interior Committee. According to
Schmidt, Congressman Jeffords’ office has been
in touch with various Washington-based wilder-
ness groups. What is being discussed, informally,
is an idea for introducing an amendment to
§-2308. Such an amendment would allow for the
subsequent inclusion of private lands in the Wil-
derness Area. This would only take place by pur-
chase or exchange, but not by condemnation.
Schmidt emphasized the need to get a dialogue
going. At the same time he felt personally that
the original Eastern Wilderness Act had been a
clear-cut injustice to landowners.

@ THE VERMONT STATE HIGHWAY DE—
PARTMENT appears to be adopting a helpful
attitude toward the idea of bicycle travel and
bicycle path construction. Specifically, the
Department has done this. It has established a
“Bicycle Fund” and even though no money was
appropriated by the Legislature for this Fund,
the Department is seeking revenue to support it.
In addition, the Department is pushing ahead
with bicycle path construction projects: near
Milton on U.S. 7; from Colchester to North
Hero on U.S. 2; in West Brattleboro on Route 9;
and on Court Street in Middlebury on Route 7.
The State Highway Department is recommending
bicycle path construction in Woodstock along
Route 4 and is prepared to assist local commu-
nities that want to do something.

@ WCAX--TV'S DECISION not to broadcast a
CBS News documentary on toxic substances and
human cancer has raised important questions
about the role of the media in deciding what the
public can and cannot see. VPIRG Director,
Whitey Bluestein, in criticizing the WCAX deci-
sion not to broadcast the program said, “By cen-
soring this program in its entirety WCAX-TV is
depriving Vermonters of the chance to consider
the findings of nationally-prominent scientists
and health experts.” Dr. Jerry Yates, an internist
at UVM who saw the documentary was lukewarm

about the film itself, but he felt that WCAX
ought to call in specialists to review controversial
programs before making a decision whether or
not such shows are run. WCAX-TV's Vice-
President, Peter Martin, discussed the power of
the media, saying, ‘'The media can influence the
agenda and the media can define the terms of
public debate.” In this case Martin felt that the
CBS documentary was so badly flawed that out-
side help was not needed in making a decision

on whether or not to broadcast it.- Martin has
called on such outside help in previous occasions.
This time he had no doubts. *““You do not have
to be a Jerry Yates,” he said, ‘’to see it was a bad
piece of business.”

@® THE FISH AND GAME DEPARTMENT is
sounding an alarm about the size of the State’s
deer herd. According to John Hall, an official

at Fish and Game, all signs point to higher deer
numbers. The size of the herd has grown because
of mild winters in the past three or four years
and the figures gathered from several sources in-
dicate that the population of the herd has risen.
Some of these sources are: deer kill figures, bow-
and-arrow kill figures, dog kills, car-deer incidents
and garden complaints. Hall feels that we are ap-
proaching a situation that could be acute. If we
get a hard winter there could be massive deaths
in the over-browsed deeryards. Hall warns that
deer populations could be “knocked down to a
point where they would not come back for four
or five years."”

Jetters:

To the Editor:

The format of the VERMONT ENVIRON-
MENTAL REPORT for October is excellent. |
particularly like the item on the Third Century
Commission.

On page 6 in the item on Bristol Cliffs, it is
stated that one distinguishing characteristic of
eastern wilderness is the inclusion of private land.
As a general rule, | think this is inaccurate.

Yours very truly,

Perry R. Hagenstein

Executive Director

N. E. Natural Resourtes Center
Boston, MASS., 02116




LETTERS

To the Editor:

In your September issue of your VERMONT
ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT, | read with inter-
est the comments on your response to Governor
Salmon'’s energy policy. The specific proposals
concerning conservation which the Council made
leaves out one opportunity which may apply to
the country in general and to Vermont specifically
and that is the encouragement of the manufacture
and use of diesel-powered cars and trucks. Small
diesel engines have especially good fuel economy
for light cars and trucks and the diesel engine burns
heavier, less refined and less expensive fuel than
the conventional internal combustion engine. The
pollution aspects of the diesel engine are not as
severe as with the internal combustion engine and
there is some indication that present 1978 stan-
dards can be relaxed without any harm to the en-
vironment, '

Oldsmobile has recently announced that they
anticipate having a diesel-powered car by 1978.
Vermont'’s specific role in the encouragement of
the use of diesel engines revolves around the fact
that they currently tax diesel-powered cars at 50%
more than a comparable gasoline-powered vehicle.
Similarly, the economic barriers applied to service
stations that wish to dispense fuel are onerous.

It would seem to me that it is time to consider
the cessation of treating diesel as a special fuel
and afford it the same opportunities to be sold to
the market that gasoline enjoys.

Sincerely,

J. R. Knox
New C_:anaan, CONN., 06840

EDITOR’S NOTE:

It is even worse than you suggest. Mr, Elmer Carr at
the State Department of Motor Vehicles reports that
diesel-powered cars and trucks are subject to a yearly re-
gistration tax that is 75% more than gasoline-powered
cars and trucks. The explanation for this apparent dis-
crimination is simple. Diesel fuel is not taxed at the
pump; gasoline is, The 75% surcharge is applied to make
up for this loss of revenue.

VNRC

--- Eric Schumarcher at Putney

-- Guide to 1975 VNRC Annual Meeting

--- "Special Report” Aerosols:
Is There A Clear Hazard In Their Use?
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