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The Consulting
Foresters Association
of Vermont (CFAV) is
dedicated to
promoting and
strengthening the
long-term
conservation and
management of
Vermont's natural
resources.

For more information and a free directory of

~ Post Office Box 124 consulting foresters in your area, please write
Woodstock Vermont 05091 to: Route 1 Box 326, Chester Vermont 05143,
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Your ad could be here. ﬁ'
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For ad rates i
contact
VNRC at

9 Bailey Avenue,
Montpelier,
Vermont 05602
(802) 223-2328

You can be a part of VNRC's future
work in environmental advocacy and
education by including a gift to VNRC
in your will. It is one of the most
powerful ways to ensure long-term
protection of Vermont's natural

resources.

Bequests to the Vermont Natural
Resources Council, Inc. are added to
VNRC's endowment, which is managed
for socially responsible investment and

maximum growth potential.

We would be pleased to talk with you
about how to set up a bequest. Your
support will make a significant
difference toward ensuring a clean,
safe, and healthy Vermont. Please
contact Dinsmore Fulton, at 223-2328.
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ALLOCATING VERMONT’S NATURAL RESOURCES

Resource Allocation 13
Environmental Success Breeds Difficult Challenges

If there weren't a healthy natural environment to fight over, the Sugarbush
ski area water withdrawal fight wouldn’t have happened. But when
resources are valuable, it's never easy to decide who gets what. Vermont is
likely to continue to face difficult resource gllocation decisions. By Will
Lindner

A Community Divided 16
Human Faces Behind the Sugarbush Dispute

Disputes on resource allocation often get bogged down in technical terms

such as “February metlian flow.” But behind the disputes are people who

must continue to live with their neighbors despite the difficult stands they

take on inflamed public policy issues. Here are interviews with five Mad

River Valley residents. By Amber Older
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A LOOK BACK, A LOOK AHEAD

Vigor and Vision Characterize VNRC

Ned Farquhar, Executive Director

In early October, between appoint-
ments, I had a brief moment of
peace and quiet in the driveway of a hill
farm in southern Vermont. I pmlsed to
look up at a deep blue sky framed by
flame-red sugar maples. Directly over-
head passed a honking flock of interna-
tional leaf-peepers —
more than a hundred
Canada geese. It was
calm, it was lovely, and
it was most certainly
Vermont.

No photograph or
‘ magazine or calendar
could have captured this
Vermont peace, the view, the simulta-
neous warm and cold of autumn. Like
many other Vermonters ev ery October,
I had a unique experience that I appre-
ciated and will remember quite hap-
pily.

Another one like it: the memory of
six autumns (unfortunately spent
mostly indoors) in VNRC's effort to
preserve Vermont for future genera-
tions. I will leave VNRC in January
knowing that we have done much to
protect Vermont's natural resources.
We have tried to do it in ways that pro-
vide sustainable economic opportunity
for Vermonters, that stabilize the
human place in nature, and that protect
Vermont’s unique working landscape.

These efforts are more important
than ever. VNRC provides a powerful,
valuable vision for Vermont's future.
In the economic difficulty of our times,
as policy-makers scramble to address
serious economic concerns, VNRC is
often the only organization standing
between the swinging pendulum and
Vermont’s environmental heritage and
community character.

Standing in that dangerous place
between pendulum and policy, VNRC
takes some shots and makes some
people mad. But we stand with thou-
sands of Vermonters who treasure
Vermont and share the long-term vision
for protecting the state’s lands, forests,
water, and wildlife. And to the policy
debate we bring a special Vermont sense
of what is important and what needs to
be done.

Leaving VNRC, I am proud of the
commitment and ability of the
organization’s excellent staff. I am heart-
ened by our Board's intense support for
pr utegtmg Vermont’s natural resources.
Above all, I am revitalized — as T was by
the dependable flight of Canada geese
on a crisp autumn day — by the vigor
and vision shared by VNRC'’s members
and supporters throughout the state.

With thanks, I'd like to say goodbye
as VNRC’s Executive Director, and ask
one last favor: stay informed, be active,
and support VN RC. Without your help,
Vermont could be just a plmsdnt
memory — a photograph or a magazine

or a calendar. Our children deserve
better.
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PROPERTY TAX REFORM

he House Ways and Means

Committee has been busy

this summer honing Speaker

Ralph Wright's proposal for
restructuring education funding, un-
veiled last winter, into a fully conceived
and workable bill. The result of the
committee’s effort, H.541, represents a
sweeping and complex reform that
could prove as important for its impact
on land use as for its effects on educa-
tion and property taxes.

p— k_,,,,f;\ﬂ_M}

TAXAB

e

Might It Be A Reality Next Year?

-“The property tax is encouraging
bad land use decisions,” said Jim
Shallow, VNRC’s Program Director for
Forests, Wildlife, and Public Lands.
“VNRC is looking at whether H.541
will reconcile the conflicts between
land policies and tax policies in
Vermont.”

Shallow said that while the state
talks in its planning and land use laws
about conservation, growth centers, and

» g

LE VALUES

preserving open spaces and resources,
its tax policies achieve the opposite.
Land owners are propelled by the
demands of local property taxes
(assessed largely to pay for schools and
roads) to subdivide and sell their hold-
ings; towns are forced into competition
to attract development of almost any
kind to bolster their grand lists.

Continued on next page
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AcCT 250 TINKERINGS
‘Big Fix’ Is Not A Gutting

A fter years of being threatened,
promised, and debated, permit reform
and reform of the Act 250 process
appear on the verge of becoming real-
ity. The good news is that, from
VNRC'’s standpoint, the proposals cur-
rently at the head of the class focus
largely on procedures where reform is
needed, and do not eviscerate
Vermont’s foremost development law.
At the end of the summer, Demo-
cratic Gov. Howard Dean and Republi-
can Lt. Gov. Barbara Snelling both
announced schemes to change the way
Vermont's agencies, courts, and citizen
boards review major developments in
the state. VNRC has long expressed its
conviction that Act 250 needs little or
nothing in the way of reform. Statisti-
cally, the Act 250 review process results

in few project denials or delays.

More in need of reform, the Council
and others have suggested, are permit
and appeals procedures linked to the
state Agency of Natural Resources.
VNRC’s Deputy Director for Policy,
Stephen Holmes, therefore was pleased
to note that the Dean and Snelling
proposals tamper little with Act 250;
instead, they seek efficiency by elimi-
nating a variety of routes for appeal of
Agency permits and by simplifying
appeals procedures.

But while Snelling’s proposal is
more respectful of Act 250 than it
might have been, given the heat put on
Republicans by the property rights
movement, Holmes still finds Dean’s
preferable. The difference is in the
realm of safeguarding public involve-
ment in the Act 250 hearing process.

Under the Snelling plan, permits
granted by departments of the Agency
of Natural Resources would be binding
in Act 250 hearings. Dean’s proposal,

on the other hand, continues to treat
Agency permits as technical certifica-
tions — in essence, recommendations to
the district environmental commissions
that hear Act 250 cases.

Holmes said the Dean approach was
safer on both environmental and demio-
cratic grounds. “The Agency has not
always made the best decisions — for
example, in storm water or waste water
permits,” he said, “so we have resisted
efforts to make their permits binding,

“I think the movement on the part of
both proposals toward efficiencies in the
ANR is a good thing for the state of
Vermont,” he continued. “There are
also, in both, minor changes in Act 250
we have no quarrels with.

“But we take issue with any proposal
that would limit citizen involvement with
the Act 250 process, as the current
Snelling proposal does. In making
Agency permits binding, you have effec-
tively cut off any citizen debate in Act
250. And that is not a good thing.” WL

Continued from previous page

“It looks like the Ways and Means
bill will alleviate that conflict,” Shallow
saill. “From the figures I've seen that
the Joint Fiscal Office put together,
most Vermonters will see a decrease in
their total tax bill — property and
income taxes combined. It’s the type of
innovative approach Vermont has
needed for years.”

Under current funding plans, cities
and towns are responsible for the major
portion of the cost of education. They
pay this cost with a property tax, based
upon the fair market value of all real
estate in their communities. The Gen-
eral Assembly determines each year,
under political and economic pressures,
how far the state will go to assist the
communities in the form of aid to edu-
cation, special education funds,
property tax rebate programs, and
reimbursements under the state’s Cur-
rent Use law.

The Ways and Means proposal
would eliminate residential property
taxes for education and shift full re-
sponsibility to the state for the cost of

teachers’ salaries, benefits, and pen-
sions. The money would come from a
local surcharge on the income tax so
that people would pay according to
their abilities rather than on the value
of residential property they own (which
taxes a life necessity — shelter — and
can be a misleading indicator of
wealth). Towns would set their own
school budgets for costs beyond teach-
ers’ contracts, collecting a locally ap-
proved income tax surcharge.

Further, the proposal would create a
statewide property tax on commercial
and industrial real estate, vacation
homes, and privately held land exceed-
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ing the two acres around a primary resi-
dence. Farm and forest land of 25 acres
or more could be appraised at use
value, rather than market value, if en-
rolled in a land-management program
— replacing Current Use. That state-
wide fund would be used to assure that
every town is able to meet minimum
spending standards per pupil.

VNRC’s Policy Committee invited
John Freidin and Paul Cillo, two archi-
tects of the Ways and Means proposal,
to discuss the bill, and heard from
VNRC attorney and former legislator
Seth Bongartz about earlier attempts to
reform education funding,

“Most of the members liked what
they heard of the Ways and Means
plan,” said Stephen Holmes, VNRC
Deputy Director for Policy. “I think
they felt that shifting much of the prop-
erty tax burden to income taxes was a
much fairer way to go.”

The VNRC Policy Committee will
make its final recommendation as part
of VNRC's legislative platform, to be
issued in November. WL/JS

-




SPEAK UP FOR
THE WOODS

Northern Forest Study
At Important Point

S eptember 16 marked an important
turning point in the formation of deci-
sions that eventually could determine
the fate of 26 million acres of forest in
Vermont and its neighboring states of
Maine, New Hampshire, and New
York. On that date the Northern Forest
Lands Council, created by Congress in
1990 to propose policies to conserve
the wooded tracts in their traditional
uses, issued its “Findings” and
“Options.” Now, according to Brendan

VERMONT - PERSPECTIVE

Whittaker, Director of VNRC's North-
emn Forest Project, the public gets its
chance to weigh in. ,
The deep forests across the
four-state region have come increas-
ingly under threat of fragmentation
from haphazard development and poor
management as an array of forces —
rising land prices, escalating property
taxes, and corporate philosophies based
on quarterly returns — has forced indi-
vidual and corporate landowners to
consider paring their holdings. Two
million acres of those forests are
located in Vermont, principally in the
northeastern section of the state. Seek-
ing an antidote to unplanned use and
development of these lands, Congress
appropriated $1.275 million for a
comprehensive Northern Forest Lands
Study. The “Findings” and “Options”

ALLEN GILBERT

represent the conclusion of that
three-year study and the start of policy
formation.

Whittaker, one of Vermont's four
appointees to the NFLC, defined the
“Findings™ as “points of fact” deter-
mined by the study. Looking into mat-
ters both scientific and sociological, the
NFLC examined the effects of such
diverse factors as tax policies, tourism,
existing land conservation strategies,
logging, and other commercial uses to
gauge their influence on the vast north-
ern forests. For wider comparison, they
accumulated similar data on tracts else-
where in the world.

The “Options,” said Whittaker,
represent potential responses to those
findings. “They are a whole range of
things we can do to address the condi-
tions that the facts show. Some of these
are mutually exclusive, but are on the
table for discussion and consideration.”

The end product of the NFLC'’s
work will be recommendations to the
governors of the four states and to the
U.S. Congress. Jim Shallow — Forests,
Wildlife, and Public Lands Program
Director for VNRC — said that with
release of the “Findings” and “Options”
an important “winnowing process” has
begun. “The Council will be taking all
the options and narrowing them down,
he said, “and the results will be re-
flected in the final recommendations.”

Shallow described the autumn
weeks as an informal period for public
reaction. Formal public comment will
come this winter on the Council's draft
recommendations, and will include
hearings and forums where people can
communicate with, and try to influence,
the Northern Forest Lands Council.
The draft recommendations are to be
published in December.

“The message we're trying to get
across now is that this is an important
period of time for people to look at
these ‘Findings’ and ‘Options,” to figure
out which ones they think are best for
maintaining large forest tracts, improv-
ing forest stewardship, and promoting
healthy local economies. This will help
the Council come up with good draft
recommendations for the public to
review in the winter. It's really an
opportunity for everybody.” WL

£
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A ‘SLow GO’
FOR SUNBOWL

Project Limited, Watershed
Protected

In August, when the District 2 Envi-
ronmental Commission issued its
long-awaited decision on Stratton
Corp.’s Sunbowl project, VNRC was
pleased to learn that the commission
agreed it would be reckless and unwise
to risk polluting the pristine Kidder
Brook watershed. While the commis-
sion awarded an Act 250 permit for a
small part of the project, the develop-
ment of residential units and recre-
ational facilities will be confined to a
Class B watershed that feeds the Styles
and Brazer brooks.

The Sunbowl project, as originally
framed by Stratton, was an enormous
addition to the resort’s current facilities.
It called for construction of 498 units of
residential second homes, a new
18-hole golf course and clubhouse, a
swimming and tennis club (with 90
parking spaces), plus 210 additional
parking spaces for winter skiers. It

would have spread over more than
1,000 acres that included the watershed
for Kidder Brook, the first Vermont
brook to be reclassified to Class A
under Vermont’s Pristine Streams law,
However, the Vermont Agency of
Natural Resources imposed limits on
water supply and stormwater dis-
charges before Act 250 hearings con-
cluded, and VNRC urged the
commission to protect the mountain
watersheds even further. In the end,
the commission held Sunbowl to a
first-stage development of 58 residen-

‘tial units and limited the golf course

expansion to an equivalent of five holes.
It held out the possibility, based on sat-
isfactory results in the first phase, of
future amendments that would
broaden the permit.

“They made a strong distinction
between the Class A and Class B water-
sheds,” said Stephen Holmes, VNRC's
Deputy Director for Policy, noting that
no development was approved in the
Kidder Brook watershed. “But they
didn’t allow all the (requested) develop-
ment within the Class B watershed,
either. Over 260 second homes counld
have been developed there. (The com-
mission) said: “‘We don't think that

makes sense, from both stormwater and
water supply perspectives. Until you
can demonstrate that the impacts won'’t
be detrimental even to a Class B
stream, we're permitting only a small
portion of the proposal.” Holmes noted
that the commission took the innovative
approach of requiring higher monitor-
ing standards, usually reserved for Class
A waters, for the Class B streams due to
be affected by the project.

Despite the restrictions, the decision
was received amicably by all parties.
Stratton officials said they had expected
a 10-year phase-in of the Sunbowl
project anyway, and were prepared to
prove its environmental merits before
going forward.

“This is a clear victory for the envi-
ronment and for the coalition of citizen
groups who brought forth valuable
evidence used by the commission in
making its decision,” Holmes con-
cluded. He gave a large share of the
credit to the four groups that forged the
coalition with VNRC early in the pro-
cess: Stratton Area Citizens Commit-
tee, Conservation Society of Southern
Vermont, Friends of the Winhall River,
and Stratton Mountain Freeholders.

WL/SH

SURFACE WATER
POLICY

How Well Can Canoes And
Motorboats Coexist?

I t has been said that the right to self
expression in this country might be de-
fined as the point where one person’s
fist ends and another’s nose begins. Try
as we might, we don’t all get along, and
our modes of expression and enjoyment
are not always compatible.

“Different strokes for different
folks” applies to recreation on
Vermont's beautiful lakes and ponds, as
well. Some favor the feathered stroke of
a canoe paddle in mirror-still waters;
others love the whine of a two-stroke
outhoard as it churns up the lake, with a

skier skimming wildly behind. The two
exercises, as enthusiasts of either will
attest, do not readily coexist. Nor does
fishing, the great equalizer, always
bridge the gap.

Vermont's Water Resources Board is
now in the preliminary stages of drafting
a policy for the public use of surface
waters around the state, an attempt to
balance the desires of motorboaters
with those of “quiet users.”

“At this point, it's only a figurative
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testing of the waters, just an attempt to
see what's out there,” said Chris Kilian,
VNRC’s Water Program Director. The
board, he said, was collecting informa-
tion that will evolve into rules designat-
ing some waters as quiet use areas and
others for unrestricted recreational use.
“They haven’t initiated the
rule-making process yet,” Kilian said.
For now, VNRC is monitoring the pro-
cess, hoping that “quiet uses” can be
protected and enhanced. WL
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VROOM! VRAN!

New Coalition To
Monitor Rivers

Take the Vermeont Natural
Resources Council, mix it with the
national citizens-action group, River
Watch Network, and add water. The
result: the Vermont River Action
Network (VRAN).

This new entity is now well alun&, in
its organizing stage. It was created
when VNRC and the River Watch
Network together received a $245,000,
three-year grant in December 1992
from the Jessie B, Cox Charitable
Trust, headquartered in Boston. The
goal is to establish a statewide network
of groups that will get up-close-
and-personal with their local rivers.

“The idea is that, basin-by-basin,
these groups will learn to analyze the
current water quality (of the rivers) and
develop a vision for the potential qual-
ity of those basins,” said Chris Kilian,
Water Program Director for VNRC.
“Then, based on that information, the
groups will proceed with specific
targeted actions — petitions perhaps,

VERMONT - PERSPECTIVE

or collaborative planning processes
to upgrade, protect, and restore water
qlldllh

River Watch Network, which oper-
ates in 11 states, grew out of a citizens
movement that started in Vermont in
the 1970s. Working in an inclusive,
non-confrontational manner, an aggre-
gation of citizens, schoolchildren,
industries, property owners, and others
along the shores of the Ottauquechee
River took a proprietary interest in the
waterway and launched a successful
effort to bring the river back from its
advanced state of degradation. River
Watch Network now is based in
Montpelier.

As VRAN begins organizing around
the state, five rivers are targeted for
special emphasis: the Deerfield, Clyde,
Winooski, Passumpsic, and central
Vermont's Black River.

“We've made substantial progress
implementing VRAN and initiating
efforts to organize local groups,” said
Kilian. But he noted that VNRC’s main
role will come after the groups have
begun collecting data and formulating
plans. VNRC will help them build coa-
litions to turn their plans into action, in
hopes that VRAN will be a going con-
cern at the end of the grant period. WL

WATER POLICY
ROUNDTABLE

Agreed: Solution Is Difficult

‘ZNRC has joined a host of other par-
ties and individuals interested in the
uses of Vermont's waterways through a
series of meetings convened by Chuck
Clarke, Secretary of the Agency of
Natural Resources. Chris Kilian, VNRC
Water Program Director, said that
while the group comprises an impres-
sive array of pla_yers in Vermont's
in-stream policy debate, it is not clear
what the discussions, begun in Angust,
are intended to accomplish.

“The goal appears to be to have an
in-stream flow policy agreed upon by
the stakeholders in the debate,” said
Kilian. The “stakeholders” are many:
conservationists, recreational users and
sportsmen, as well as the hydro-power
indushy, ski resort companies eyeing
water withdrawal for snow-making, mu-
nicipalities that use streams and rivers
for public water and sewage systems,
and hydromechanical users (a varied
class consisting primarily of industries).
One participant, said Kilian, has been
allowed to represent the public at the
meetings.

“We're trying to work in consensus
— which means each of the interests
has veto power — to address a lot of
the issues that have been cropping up
in litigation,” said Kilian. “We're start-
ing to see a lot of conflict between cer-
tain uses. We're trying to come up with
a policy to meet the needs of those
around the table. In general, people are
listening to one another, but it’s a diffi-
cult task at best.”

Whatever the group accomplishes
— be it a joint policy statement on
in-stream flow use, proposals for
rule-making by the Water Resources
Board or the Agency of Natural Re-
sources, or something else — it is
shooting to finish its work in
mid-November. Kilian said conserva-
tionists were trying to narrow the focus
to things they could reasonably expect
to be resolved by that time.

Continued on next page
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DAM RELICENSING
CONTINUES

Essex Hydro Site Is Scrutinized

‘ZNRC continues to be active in the
relicensing process for hydroelectric
dams in Vermont, A new license is
good for 30 to 50 years, and though it is
awarded IJ) a federal agency (the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission) a
license can be obtained only if power
projects are granted “401 Water Quality
Certificates” from the Vermont Agency
of Natural Resources. Those certificates
signify compliance with Vermont's
water quality standards.

Relicensing represents a rare oppor-
tunity to have the dams’ effects on river
ecosystems fully considered. Currently,
VNRC is focusing on the state’s
issuance of 401 Certification for Green
Mountain Power’s Essex No. 19 power
dam on the Winooski River, where the
key issue is ensuring adequate flow for
fisheries and other aqu.mc life.

“In this case, we're talking about
restoration,” said Chris Kilian, VNRC
Water Program Director. “The dam has
been there for more than 70 years and
has operated in a manner that has
damaged the river. We're trying to help
restore basic levels of water quality.”

=

Continued from previous page

While Kilian credited the Dean
administration for convening these
face-to-face discussions among
frequent adversaries, he noted a void
in leadership that the administration
should be filling.

“Essentially the Governor said,
‘Everybody get in the room and try to
solve these pmblerm and it’s going to
be really hard,” said Kilian. “That’s not
the way public process normally works.
There has to be some articulation of a
policy direction, and some directing of
the debate by those public officials who
have been given the authority to pro-
tect the state’s natural resources. We're
hoping that the agency will fill that
role.” WL/CK

Key points on the river are areas
below the powerhouse and in the
bypassed river reach. In the bypass, con-
troversy has arisen over what level of
flow should be required to restore and
maintain existing and potential uses such
as fishing and other recreational activi-
ties. The utility has objected to providing
basic levels of restoration, preferring to
continue taking advantage of the river
for production of power during peak
demand periods. That practice requires
wide fluctuations in flow, as the utility
ponds most of the river water for later
release through its turbines.
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Kilian also cited other locations
where VNRC has spoken out in
relicensing cases. Among them is the
Central Vermont Public Service Corp.
dam on the Black River in Cavendish.
There, VNRC has requested that flow
be restored to Cavendish Gorge, which
currently is bypassed because of the
power dam. Kilian said the gorge had
been recognized as an important natu-
ral resource in Vermont and should be
restored to a natural state. 4

Decisions on the Essex No. 19 and
Cavendish dams are expected this fall.

WL/CK
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A MESSAGE ON TRAVEL
Sustain A Region’s Uniqueness

As property patterns change in
Vermont's Northeast Kingdom and de-
velopment pressures increase, VNRC
has sought to encourage the view that
there is economic advantage to be
gained in preserving the “Kingdom” as
it is. Brendan Whittaker, VNRC'’s
Northern Forest Project Director, and
Jim Shallow, Forests, Wildlife, and
Public Lands Director, carried that
message to Vermont’s new Commis-
sioner of Tourism and Travel, Bobbi
Maynes, when they met with her this
summer.

They discussed the relationship of
tourism to the northern forest
economy. “We gave her our thoughts of
why we think tourism will be an impor-
tant component of the economy in that
region,” said Shallow. “If we're going to
be promoting tourism we should do it
in a way that’s in sync with the rhythms
and the flows of the place . . . not have
major resort-type development, but
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things that promote the unique charac-
teristics of that area, use what's there
and try to promote that.”

Many of Shallow’s and Whittaker's
suggestions involved recreation (biking,
snow sports, hiking, visiting Victory
Bog), but not all of them. Vermont's
national reputation for craftsmanship
might tie in well with the tourist indus-
try, Shallow said. Particularly, sawmills
and furniture companies whose prod-
ucts are widely respected might benefit
from tourist interest, which would en-
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courage investment that sustains, rather
than destroys, the region’s cultural and
economic traditions,

Shallow said Commissioner Maynes
was receptive. They discussed the sen-
sitive issue of the state’s tourism efforts
needing to be convincingly fair to all
geographic and economic sectors. They
discussed the idea of turning highway
rest stops into “gateways” to regions of
the state, with displays indicating things
of interest . . . and in season.

“I was impressed with her knowl-
edge about these issues,” said Shallow.

To illustrate the crossroads the
northem forests may be facing, Shallow
offered his own definition of “tourism”
and “travel.” A traveler, he said, goes
into an area to experience it for what it
is. A tourist, on the other hand, wants a
place where everything is provided for
him and he might not have to connect
with the local culture at all . . . the
“Club Med” phenomenon, Shallow
calls it.

In the interests of the northern for-
ests in the Northeast Kingdom, VNRC
is promoting the notion of the
“traveler” more than the “tourist.” WL

KNOCK, KNOCK
Wal-Mart Wants In

In the last days of summer, several
months of speculation that the giant
national discount chain, Wal-Mart,
planned a renewed effort to establish a
store in Vermont began to take on an
aura of reality. In September the
District 6 Environmental Commission
received application for an Act 250
permit from “The St. Albans Group,” a
partnership of Poquette and Bruley
Realty, of St. Albans, and Wal-Mart
Stores Inc., of Bentonville, Ark.

Hearings began Oct. 5, with VNRC
requesting party status in order to raise
several important issues pertinent to
the proposal. That initial request was
denied, leading VNRC to weigh alter-
natives for presenting its information to
the panel.

The 156,000-square-foot Wal-Mart
store is targeted for a 44-acre segment
of the former Yandow dairy farm, about
a mile north of downtown St. Albans on
Route 7. The site, outside city limits in
St. Albans Town, is directly across from
the St. Albans Drive-In Theater.

“(The project) should have a full
fiscal and retail impact analysis,” said
Stephen Holmes, VNRC Deputy
Director for Policy. Such an analysis
would gauge the likely effect of the dis-
count store on public investments and
existing businesses both in St. Albans
and St. Albans Town. “We're also going
to be looking at those impacts relative
to other small towns in Franklin
County,” Holmes said, “because we
think a Wal-Mart will have a ripple
effect on towns and businesses around
the county.”

VNRC expresses other concerns
about the proposal, too. Among them is
the potential impact of stormwater
run-off from the development onto a

Class 2 wetland located near the devel-
opment site, as well as on the Stevens
Brook, which runs through the 107-acre
property. A third issue is the plan’s con-
formance to local and regional plans,
and its possible impact on historic
resources.

The paramount concern, however, is
what a Wal-Mart could do to the eco-
nomic balance of the St. Albans area,
and a disturbing vision of a community
impaired by development that is at odds
with the traditional Vermont concept of
natural (or designated) growth centers.

“At this point, VNRC is not entirely
opposed to Wal-Mart,” Holmes said.
“We would, however, challenge
Wal-Mart to do business differently in
the state of Vermont. The company’s
reputation has been to locate these large
discount stores — like the one proposed
here — just outside of downtowns
throughout the country, and experience
has shown (it) has had negative impacts
on the existing downtown areas.” WL
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VNRC

The VNRC
1992-93
Environmental
Directory

The 3rd edition of VNRC's popular
Vermont Environmental Directory con-
tains complete and updated listings of
Vermont Environmental Groups, aguide
to environmentally-related government,
regional and rown commissions, and more.
Toorderyourcopy, send in $6/ member,
or $11 / non-member. Make checks
payable to: VNRC, 9 Bailey Ave.,
Montpelier, VT 05602.

Attention,
Educators!

Tropical
Rainforests: {i#
The Vermont

Connection
is now available

Tropical Rainforests: The
Vermont Connection offers
one hundred pages of middle
school curriculum materials and
ideas developed by the
Vermont Natural Resources
Council under a grant from the
National Wildlife Pederation.
To order, send $5 per copy to
VNRC, 9 Bailey Avenue
Montpelier, VT 05602.

Quality Sales and
Service for Over
20 Years

P.O.Box 116
Greensboro, Vermont O5841
Main Street Route 15
Greensboro, VT 05841 Hardwick, VT 05843
533-2221 533-7110 472-6555

‘Imported Cars Are Nol Foreign To Us"”

“It is to all of our benefit to use our natural resources
carefully. Being pro-environment does not mean being

anti-industry. Industry must accept the responsibilii-gui-ho
develop and enact an environmental policy both withi
their corporation and their community.”

Andrea Asch

Ben & Jerry’s Manager of Natural Resource Use

BENGJERRY'S

VERMONTS FINEST » ICE CREAM & FROZEN YOGQURT

For more information, write to: Ben & Jer‘%‘s ¢/o Natural Resources
P.O. Box 240, Waterbury, VT 05676
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RESOURCE
ALLOCATION

Environmental
Success Breeds

Difficult Challenges
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By WILL LINDNER

hen Sugarbush ski area of

Warren came to agreement

in May with VNRC and

three other conservation

organizations over a plan to

pump water from the Mad
River for snowmaking, it was the culmination of a
dialogue that had been, by turns, divisive and creative
over a two-year period. The final accord was more
than an accommodation with the ski resort designed
to maintain the ecological integrity of the valley wa-
terway; conservationists and state agency officials
alike hope it was the first brick in a new framework for
the future setting out consistent evaluation of the
needs of businesses and the environmental impacts of
their proposals.

Yet one seasoned observer looked to the past to
understand the Sugarbush affair. The fracas that di-
vided the valley, that put officials at the Vermont
Agency of Natural Resources at odds with their tech-
nical staff, and that inflamed the litany holding eco-
nomic and environmental interests are mutually
exclusive, was the predictable result of progress on the
environmental front that he had watched for decades.

Fifteen years ago Brendan J. Whittaker stood at
Gov. Richard Snelling’s side at a press conference,
being introduced as the new secretary of Vermont's
Agency of Environmental Conservation (forerunner
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to the ANR). Eager reporters tried to
size up the new appointee, a forester
from Brunswick, who had been the
state’s Energy Director.

It was 1978, and the burst of envi-
ronmental activism that followed the
U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam and the
Arab oil embargo was still pulsing
through Vermont. Act 250, passed by
the Legislature in 1969, had given
citizens a means to influence growth in
their towns. Former Gov. Deane
Davis’s 10-year program to clean up the
waters of the state had made a signifi-
cant, positive impact; federal and state
governments were drafting laws and
regulations to regain clean air and wa-
ter, and programs had been in place
since the Roosevelt Administration to
protect Vermont's secondary-growth
forests and help them thrive. Skiing was
a major industry here, as was autumn
tourism, and Vermont's leaders had
come to appreciate the link between
the state’s environment and its appeal
to tourists and to industries looking to
relocate or expand.

So the reporters asked the new
secretary to discuss the coming chal-
lenges as Vermont pursued its
environmental mission.

Whittaker, who is now Field
Director for VNRC’s Northern Forest
Project, recently thought back to that
day.
¢ hat I said.” he recalled, “was that
we had made major progress to that
point in cleaning up the water, and
were making progress cleaning up the
air and managing the forests of the
state. Vermont was getting its natural
resources into very good shape.

“So I saw on the horizon that the
next big issue would be allocation
between competing good uses for those
resources. Of course, we hiad no idea, at
that time, about (snow-making pro-
posals from) Sugarbush and Killington,
of bear habitat . . . . But with every step
we made, the resources were getting
more and more attractive. And the
more successful we are in Vermont and
the nation in cleaning up our resources,
the more coveted they become and the
more the issue becomes allocation.”

Had the Mad River today been in
the condition of, for example, the
Connecticut River 25 years ago — an

unswimmable disgrace — its waters
would not be coveted for snowmaking.
It is testimony, said Whittaker, to
Vermont's environmental ethic and to
the impact of legislation such as the
Pristine Streams Law and the Current
Use program (with its mandated
forest-management component) that
the state’s natural resources are worth

fighting over.

Government’s Role:
Protecting A Public Resource

That, according to VNRC staff mem-
bers and others with strong conserva-
tionist credentials, is where state
government comes in. For almost
uniquely among natural resources,
rivers are viewed — east of the Missis-
sippi, at least — as public resources.
Jonathan Lash, another former Ver-
mont Secretary of Natural Resources
and now President of World Resources
Institute In Washington, D.C., said that
while tradition in the American West
allocates water uses by seniority among
claims — a social vestige of westward
expansion — “In the East the waters
are the waters of the state. It enables
the state to protect certain uses and
values.”

Legal experts on riparian rights (laws
pertaining to waterways and shorelines)
say the degree of regulation in the East
varies from state to state, and the cor-
relative claims to a capricious resource
leave such rights constantly open to
interpretation.

“By its nature, water resources are a
changing common resource that
depend for their value . . . on no indi-
vidual demanding too much for private
uses,” said John Echeverria, general
counsel to the National Audubon
Society and author of Rivers At Risk
(Island Press). “Private advantages
available through the use of water are
well recognized, but private uses of
public resources have to be maintained
under periodic control to make sure
they remain consistent with the public
interest. This has been true since the
Roman era, and is established in
English Common Law.

“The fundamental starting point in
the Mad River (dispute) was . . . how
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the public can make the best use of the
public resource.” '

While that may be true, it does not
simplify the debate. Lash noted that,
worldwide, arguments over the alloca-
tion of resources routinely pit interests
that can be construed as public against
one another. Sugarbush and its sup-
porters, advocating license to withdraw
water below February median flow —
an established minimum deemed safe
for aquatic biota — had their own
public interest claim.

“There was disagreement over how
society wanted to use this resource,”
Lash said. “Sugarbush was saying
society wants the economic benefits
accrued from the making of snow.”

Douglas Racine, VNRC board
member and former state legislator,
was a member of VNRC's team in
negotiations to end the impasse short of
a court battle. In that role he witnessed
the supremacy of economic factors not
only in representatives of the ski resort,
but in many members of the public as
well.

“The sense you got . . . was that if
they thought about the environmental
impact at all they didn’t really factor it
in,” Racine said. “And this is true
whether it’s a ski area making snow, a
hydro power project impounding water
to generate power, or a developer try-
ing to put condos on the side of a hill. It
comes down to a matter of personal
values, and if personal values do not
include protection of the environment
the economic benefits become even
more commanding. In that sense, I
think one of the functions VNRC has to
serve is in education.”

Dean’s Decision: Politics
Over Process

\{IRC Executive Director Ned
Farquhar said the competition of values
was visible in the Agency of Natural
Resources itself. Although the agency’s
technical staff had testified in Act 250
hearings against Sugarbush’s request to
withdraw water below February
median flow (sometimes referred to as
“FMF”), their superiors awarded per-
mits for the proposal.




Despite that agency rift, the buck
stopped, Farquhar said, at Gov.
Howard Dean’s desk.

“In Sugarbush the governor just ba-
sically took a walk on the issue of com-
ing up with good processes for
balancing conflicting interests, and as a
result it was extremely important for us
to press for a process to get some bal-
ance,” said Farquhar. “VNRC, as an
organization, believes Vermont should
conserve its natural resources, and the
state’s rules should do that. But lacking
policy and process, the same thing will
happen again and again and again.”

The incident was a step backward,
said Farquhar. Vermont’s tradition had
been of conserving and looking for al-
ternatives, but “the Dean administra-
tion did not stay in the mainstream of .
Vermont policy.”

Tim Burke, a Commissioner of En-
vironmental Conservation in the
Snelling administration who now serves
as Executive Director of the
Adirondack Council in New York State,
seeks to avoid judgments, but said:
“When I was there there were intense
discussions between the DEC water
quality staff and Sugarbush, and the
water quality staff was completely
aware they were the stewards of a re-
source that belonged to the people of
the state of Vermont.”

Adds Chris Kilian, VNRC Water
Program Director, “Our position has
been that when the state attempts to
allocate (public) resources to private
users there is a trustee requirement
that only the minimum allocation is
made to achieve a purpose, and also
that there are minimum levels that can-
not be compromised.”

The Sugarbush case was settled with
a resolution that maintained February
median flow for the Mad River and in-
stituted provisions to prevent the resort
from wantonly depleting the river to
that level, but also increased permitted
withdrawals from the Clay Brook and
allowed a larger snowmaking storage
pond. Now Kilian has proposed a broad
test for future allocation requests. It
would demand that applicants prove
they needed the quantities they pro-
posed for their projects, require them
to investigate alternatives, permit only
the lowest withdrawal necessary, and

protect a sacrosanct minimum flow in
all waterways.

With the Sugarbush resolution,
Farquhar is guardedly optimistic. He
crédited current ANR Secretary Chuck
Clarke, who mediated the negotiations,
for the state’s new efforts to fashion a
water use policy with input from a
working group that represents varied
interests in the waters of the state (see
“Vermont Perspective,” this issue).

Clarke, too, is putting faith in the
water policy talks, and claimed that the
Sugarbush affair was a learning experi-
ence for his agency. The case proved
that the agency must learn to conduct
better needs and alternatives analyses
on projects, he said, though he believed
the agency’s study of alternatives was
better than its assessment of
Sugarbush’s needs.

“By the time we finished, I think we
were much more sophisticated as an
agency on making needs analyses con-
cerning water than we were going in,”
said Clarke.

Tough Choices in
Other Resource Areas

W'hi]e the Sugarbush case provides
an object lesson on resource allocation,
tests in realms other than water with-
drawals are sure to come. Among them
is the relicensing of hydropower dams
by the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC), which presents a
rare opportunity for the state to exam-
ine the effects of existing dams upon
the waterways they span. Dams are
relicensed by the federal government
for 30 to 50 years and must obtain cer-
tificates of compliance with state water
quality standards (see “Vermont Per-
spective,” this issue). To VNRC's
Kilian, this is a main chance to strike a
blow for reclaiming the public’s interest
in dozens of waterways.

“When we talk about existing hydro,
we're talking about resources that have
been over-allocated,” Kilian said. “We
gave too much to an industry, basically,
and it's causing damage. We're talking
about reallocating a resource now to
ensure that what should be in the natu-
rally occurring ecosystem is in there.”

For the public’s interest lies not just

in the amount of water alloeated; it con-
cerns the ecological quality of that wa-
ter, as well. Burke, of the Adirondack
Council, said that was the theory be-
hind Vermont's Pristine Streams Law.
It is resource allocation of another kind,
regulating not what is taken from a wa-
terway but what goes into it.

“The ecosystem also is a resource
that belongs to the people,” said Burke.
“The public has a right in the preserva-
tion of that water as an intact ecosys-
tem.”

Grappling with the allocation of the
Mad River, the players in the dispute
were grappling with the future — a fu-
ture made possible, as VNRC'’s
Whittaker observed, by a past of ac-
complishments in environmental pro-
tection.

But even where conservation has
been ignored, allocation decisions are
more crucial each day on a planet with
a growing population and finite natural
resources. Lash, of the World Resource
Institute, sees allocation at issue be-
tween Israel and its neighbors with
competing interests in the Jordan
River; between the governments of
Southern Hemisphere nations eager to
plunder their tropical forests and pros-
perous northern countries that want
those forests preserved. In the U.S.,
allocation issues arise in debates over
how our national forests should be used
— for timber, wildlife habitat, or recre-
ation. In Vermont they arise over pro-
posals to designate certain lakes and
ponds off limits to metorboats, and over
who gets pollution rights to the air in
Rutland.

Abundant claims and conflicting de-
mands will prevent simple solutions to
these dilemmas. But the answers can
be found in jealous preservation of the
public’s interest in commonly held re-
sources, consistency in government
policy, and the diligent search for alter-
natives, so that when we allocate our
natural resources we do not to allocate
them to death.

= Will Lindner, formerly an editor at the
Times Argus of Barre-Montpelier, writes
freelance articles on environmental issues and
other subjects. He works with the PressKit
communications group of Montpelier.
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roughout the widely publi-
cized Sugarbush ski area
water withdrawal dispute,
human faces and voices in
the Mad River Valley were often for-
gotten. The following excerpts are
taken from interviews with five of the
many individuals who stood up and
spoke out during the debate. Their
actions and support were important in
reaching the settlement this summer.
Their words and experiences reflect
more than just the diversity of conser-
vation-minded folks in the valley. They
also confirm that, whether as carpen-
ter, restaurateur, engineer, or inn-
keeper, environmental protection
affects every member of every com-
mumnity.

A;t Day has lived in the valley
ince 1954. Both she and her late

hushand, Frank, were professional ski
instructors, working at several resorts
in the area. Today, Ann owns the
Knoll Farm Country Inn in Fayston,
where she was also town auditor for
nearly 30 years. She writes a weekly
column, “The Nature of Things.” for
the Valley Reporter.

“We felt all right about Sugarbush
in the early days. We knew the owners
socially, and alﬂmug_‘h they weren't
Vermonters, they fit well in the com-
munity. There were no condominiums
in the "60s — Waitsfield was still
Waitsfield.

“When Frank died in the "70s, I
realized how much the land value had
increased over the years, due primarily
to Sugarbush.

A

Community

Divided

Amber Older

Phiotes by

ah Seidman

There was a lot of
growth and devel-
opment at that
time. Sugarbush
said the expansion
would help every-
one, but actually
it’s really hurt us
at Knoll Farm,
People get upset
when they see
how built up the
area has become.
When people
come to Vermont, they expect a rural,
quiet atmosphere. This used to be a

\nn Day
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dirt road with no traffic — it felt like
we were in the country. But the more
it gets built up, the more it becomes
less and less like Vermont.

“When I first heard about the pro-
posal, my concern was not the river,
but the expense and drain on the com-
munity to keep that development
going. In many ways, I think what we
do at Knoll Farm can be considered a
model for Sugarbush’s development.
We stay within our means, we strive
for quality, not quantity, and when the
snowfall is bad, we get innovative, not
commercial. We always try to stay in
harmony with the land, the commu-
nil'y.

“Snowmaking isn’t going to make
or break this community — it depends
on what we do to the environment in
the future. I'm a big believer in fore-
sight, in seventh generation. That
means taking care of the land. We
wouldn’t have got into this mess if we
could just talk to each other. My main
wish and hope is that people will rec-
ognize each other’s faith, differences,
and goals and talk to each other — 1
guess we all have to change some-
what.”

Afmmdm of American Flatbreads
and a biologist by training,
George Schenk empathized w:th both
sides during the Sugarbush dispute. A
resident of the mtlcy since 1985, the
restaurateur experienced first-hand
the effects of the boycott aimed at local
business people who opposed
Sugarbush’s proposal.

“I stayed out of the Sugarbush dis-
pute fora long time. I really struggled
with it. From a business perspective, [
knew snowmaking would be positive
in terms of the commmumity’s economy.
But as a biologist, 1 felt the water with-
drawals would have a negative impact
on the river. I was very torn. I enjoy
my neighbors and believe they should
have opportunities to succeed. But I
also feel responsible for our non-hu-
man neighbors and want to safeguard
them.

“It wasn’t until May that I intellec-
tually made a decision about the issue.
It culminated in a letter to the editor
in the Valley Reporter — I call it




“Statement 133" because there were
133 signatures expressing their oppo-
sition to the proposed development.
As a result, T had phone calls from
business friends asking, ‘Is this a cur-
rent reflection of your views?" After
several heated discussions, we decided
to agree to disagree. When the boy-
cott was called in a subsequent letter
the major effect was that a party of
150 cancelled because of my signa-
ture. There have been some difficult
times because of the statement, but
I'd sign it again.

“T'm not anti-Sugarbush or
snowmaking — but we need to do this
together. I think we have a child-like
relationship with the environment.
Right now, we're stumbling and crawl-
ing — we're not there yet. There's a
dichotomy that the nature system is at Most people feel like the situa-
once very large and strong, and it’s B ™ tion is resolved — the feeling is,
also very fragile and delicate, It's all George Schenk ‘Let’s get this uncomfortable
about respecting each other as hu- situation over with.” But we don’t re-
mans and non-humans in the same ally know what we have won.
environment. That's our opportunity “It would be very hard for me to
now — to find this very delicate bal- move from the valley. I like the cli-
ance.” mate, the habitat, the community.

But the fights on both sides will con-
tinue. And I'll get involved again,

even though it's emotionally exhaust-
ing. If it brings too much sadness, I
might have to move. You can’t change
people’s minds — they have to
change their own minds.”

because the dispute caused a major
rift in my family. There were a lot of
hurtful, personal attacks. The prob-
lem was that Sugarbush presented all
these confusing and very complicated
figures as black and white — but
all scientific approaches have
grey areas. Sugarbush blinded
people with numbers, polarized
the community, and became very
antagonistic. You were either for
or against Sugarbush. It was ter-
rible.

“I'm not particularly happy
with the agreement. Sugarbush
just wants to keep growing and
growing. And that will take away
the valley’s rural character. We're
being swept away by money that
is out of proportion with the area.

John ny Gallagher has lived in the
valley all his life. Of the area’s many
changes the Sugarbush dispute was
perhaps the most heartfelt; as the
son-in-law of the former head of the
Vermont Ski Area Association,
Gallagher felt the battle within

his family as well as his commu-
nity. Gallagher is a design

engineer for Pulmac, a company
specializing in environmentally
friendly pulp and paper

equipment and operations.

Juo Coleman, the chief engineer at
Northern Power, has lived in East
Warren since 1975. An avid outdoors
person, Coleman is a former ski coach
who has always supported the ski
industry. His opposition to the
Sugarbush proposal rested largely on
the belief that the mountain is moving
beyond its means.

“TI've seen a lot of changes
over the years, good and bad.
The valley used to be a farming
town, and the Mad River ski area
was like a ski club — most
people didn’t even know it ex-

“Sugarbush’s masterplan is for
* massive growth that's going in the
wrong direction. It's been fought by
isted. It created very little traffic. the local community since it was con-
But that changed in the late 60s. ceived in the late "70s. That kind of
More lodges were built, inns and Johnny Gallagher growth is not what the community
bars opened — nothing was open ' ' needs — it taxes the resources of the
year-round before that time. Now, 1 community. What makes sense to
think the owners of Sugarbush are out people around here is to have a solid
of touch with the community — their industry that’s functional, provides
plans don’t really fit with the valley. jobs, but doesn’t necessarily become
“It's been particularly hard for me bigger. We say, ‘Make a great ski area
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“When this whole thing hit the
papers, my gut reaction was, “This is a
really stupid idea.” It seemed sense-
less, even without knowing anything
about it. As the whole process contin-
ued, a lot of people became hooked
right away, feeling that we needed
snowmaking, That was the dichotomy
— between those who didn’t buy it,
and those who did.

“Sugarbush had a big facade. It
presented what seemed to be legiti-
mate facts and figures which indicated
that water withdrawals wouldn’t hurt
anything. But no one knew anything
about these numbers. Slowly, T began
to learn about how the recording of
these numbers wasn't a straightfor-
ward process. Certain studies show
certain things. All the engineering
stuff impressed people — but I kept
thinking, "What about the biology of
the river?”

“There are industries that use this
water, there are homes that use this
water, and there is the habitat that
this water maintains. The habitat is a
priority for me. Any business or devel-
opment that wants to use it as a

, resource should make it their priority
not to hurt that stream. We tried to
bring that out, and the emotions just

got in the way. Things got vicious.

“We were
depicted as “environ-
mentalists,” totally
opposed to
Sugarbush. What we
opposed was the
amount of water they
wanted, I ski, T love
the mountain — but
no one should be
able to ask that much
from a natural
resource,

“This is the Mad
River, the main
resource of the area.
I felt good about what we did, and I'd
do it again. For now, we're ready to
let wounds heal. Waitsfield is a good
town, a good community — it's more
than just a ski town.”

— but use the resources you already
have.”

“The keystone to Sugarbush’s plan
was water. Without water, they
couldn’t make the vast amounts of
snow that would sell the real
estate. If there’s no snowfall,
people won't come skiing, so
they need to supplement natural
snow with artificial stuff — for
which they use water. So, that
was the place to fight. Sugarbush
didn’t talk about their future de-
velopment plans; only about the
water they needed for the cur-
rent mountain. But they obfus-
cated the facts. How much water
did they really need? That’s what
we fought for.

“There are still a number of
nbjections in the com munity to
the way the project’s going for-
ward. We still have the project;
the pond is bigger than it was before;
there is still a growth potential be-
cause Sugarbush still hasn't justified
the water withdrawal. That gives them
all the growth l)()tf'ntidl they need —
which means we're just going to have
to fight again. On that level, we lost
because we didn’t control any of their
growth and development. So, we'll
just have to fight again next time it
comes around.

“We're all really tired. We're inter-
ested in healing the local community
because a lot of personal relationships
were wounded. But the Environmen-
tal Impact Statement and Act 250 are
still grinding along. And without
opposition, developers will get more,
not less. It’s a continuous thing, If you
don’t have the energy to keep fight-
ing, you're giving it to them on a silver
platter. Grassroots organizers will
come out of the woodwork again and
help. I expect the whole thing to heat
up again.”

Jito Coleman

Harrison & Valerie Sunapp

arrison Snapp, who has lived in
che valley since 1972, worked at
Sugarbush when he first arrived in
the area. He is now employed by the
Bent Hill Settlement, toiling at what
he calls the “gracious end of carpen-
try.” Along with his wife, Valerie,
Snapp was an active spokesperson
against the Sugarbush proposal,

= Amber Older, of Burlington, is
a freelance journalist who worked this
summer at VNRC as office manager.
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Knoll Farm
Country Inn

150 Acres preserved with
permanent conservation

restrictions through the
“ Vermont Land Trust.

A unique farm/inn
combination in a
beautiful rural setting,
accommodating guests by
day or week since 1957.

Call or write Ann Day,
Knoll Farm, Bragg Hill Rd.,
Waitsfield, VT 05673
(802) 496-3939

Serving Oufdoor People Since 1856

® Fly Rods and Reels ® Classic Clothing
¢ Fly Tying Kits ® Rainwear

® Waders and Vests * Luggage

® Flies ® Sporting Gifts

® Custom Shotguns ® Sporting Art

®

Historic Route 7A
Manchester, Vermont 05254
802-362-3750

Socially
Responsible
Investing.

You don't need to compromise
your beliefs to invest effectively.
We offer investment opportunities
that consider social and environ-
mental issues.

Let Robert Guthrie introduce
you to financial products, services
and information with a social
conscience.

CALL TOLL-FREE
1-800-639-8000

/4' INVESTMENTS SINCE 1857
126 College Street

Burlington, VT 05401
(802) 864-8000

Support reduction, reuse, and
recycling in Vermont!

AVR members receive:

& Beyond the Bin, our quarterly newsletter

& Reduction, reuse, and recycling information

& 20% discount on AVR publications and events

Join hundreds of other Vermonters, including individuals,
businesses, and institutions, in a campaign to reduce the volume
and toxicity of solid waste produced in Vermont.

QF VERMONT

Become a member of the

Association of Vermont Recyclers
(802) 229-1833
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YNRC- NEWS - & NOTES

COMINGS & GOINGS

Welcome

e're happy to welcome Jennifer
Ramming as a part-time
Development Associate.

y Jennifer is no stranger to
VNRC; she'’s been
working as our
Grassroots
Coordinator.

Thank You

illem Jewett, a third-year law
student at Lewis and Clark’s
Northwestern School of Law in Port-
land, Ore., intemed with VNRC this
past summer, helping VNRC Water/
Wetlands Program Director and Staff
Attorney Chris Kilian on hydroelec-
tric dam relicensing issues and the
Haystack-Mt. Snow Act 250 case.
Dana Palmer, VNRC’s Middle-
bury College summer intern, worked
with Forests, Wildlife, and Public
Lands Program Director Jim Shallow
and North Woods Project Field Direc-
tor Brendan Whittaker mapping key
areas within the Northern Forest
project area. Dana was also an invalu-
able assistant on numerous small
projects around the Montpelier office.

Best Wishes

insmore Fulton, Deputy
Director for Membership and
Development, has moved on to
become Development Director for the
Vermont Symphony Orchestra.
We wish her the best of luck in her
new position.

Board Members

ive members of VNRC’s Board of

Directors were re-elected at our
Annual Meeting Sept. 18. They are
Sarah Muyskens of Bur]mgt(m
William Roper of Middlebury, Mark
Schroeder of Belvidere, John Meyer
of Calais, and George Hamilton of
Marshfield.

Elected chair at a subsequent board

meeting was William Roper, a Middle-
bury attorney specializing in environ-
mental and land use law. Elected
vice-chair was Katherine Vose.

VNRC is grateful to the following
individuals for their valuable service on
our Board: Mollie Beattie, Richard
Carbin, Tony Clark, Jane Difley,
and Greg Riley.

To those re-elected, we're glad
you're back; to those leaving, we hate to
see you go; to our new officers, thanks
for taking on the responsibilities of a
leadership role at VNRC.

..uu

(802) 229-0774

Visit the New Home of an Old Friend

BEAR POND BOOKS

Alter 19 years we outgrew our old space and
moved down the block. We invite our fellow Y NR(
supporters to visit our new Larger store stocked with
an expanded selection of books on the environment.

natwre and gardening .

and lield guides.

77 Main Street, Montpelier, VI

Books for the young natuvalist in our upsiairs kid's mom
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BULLETIN BOARD

Environmental Law
Conference

he 15th Annual Environmental

Law Conference, srxmsored
by the Vermont Law School and
VNRC, will take place Friday, Dec.
10 from 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. at the
law school in South Royalton.

This year’s conference focuses

on Act 250, Vermont's develop-
ment control law,

White House
Fellowships

he White House Fellowship

Program offers an inside look
at the workings of the federal gov-
ernment in \r\"lslung_l_'tun

White House Fellows serve for
one year working as full-time, paid
assistants to cabinet secretaries or
to other top-level executive branch
officials. Fellows with an interest in
environmental policy have the
chance to work with figures such as
Bruce Babbitt, Carol Browner,
Katie McGinty, Tim Wirth, and
Vice President Al Gore. (Wirth
himself was a Fellow in 1967-68.)

Along with their individual work
assignments, White House Fellows
participate as a group in an educa-
tion program, which centers around
a series of off-the-record meetings
with top-lével government and pri-

vate sector leaders. Applicants are
judged on the basis of their profes-
sional, academic, and other accom-
plishments, and upon their
demonstrated interest in public
service. The program and selection
process are nonpartisan.

To obtain a copy of a brochure
describing the program, and an
application, contact the President’s
Commission on White House
Fellowships, 712 Jackson Place
NW, Washington, DC 20502
(telephone, 202/395-4522).




VNRC
RECOMMENDS

LIVING ON EARTH

A weekly environmental news
broadcast Mondays at 6:30 p.m. on
Vermont Public Radio, 88.7-FM

in Rutland, 89.5-FM in Windsor,
and 107.9-FM in Burlington.

ur past recommendations in

this column have been for
books. This time around, we're
recommending a radio program.

Vermont Public Radio has just
added a nationally acclaimed weekly
broadeast of worldwide environmen-
tal conservation news called
“Living on Earth.” It airs Mondays
at 6:30 p.m.

We've been urging VPR to air
“Living on Earth” since we first
heard about it a year-and-a-half ago.
It was already on public radio sta-
tions in Maine, New H;unpshjrc,
and Massachusetts: also, it costs
VPR nothing extra to run the show
since it comes free with the “news
package” of “Moming Edition™ and
“All Things Considered.” Currently,
246 stations nationwide carry
“Living.”

Great thanks are due the new
VPR manager, Mark Vogelzang,
who comes to Vermont from WHYY
in Philadelphia and who arranged
for the Vermont premiere of “Living
on Earth.”

— Brendan |. Whittaker

VNRC- NEWS - & NOTES

ANNUAL MEETING

hree hundred people filled a tent at
I Burlington’s Waterfront Park for
VNRC'’s Annual Meeting Sept. 18.
The featured speaker was the nation’s top
environmental protection officer, EPA Admin-
istrator Carol Browner, introduced by U.S.
Sen. Patrick Leahy, D-Vt.

Awards were given to several people who
were instrumental in 1993 for helping protect
and conserve the natural resources of the state
and nation. Given the VNRC Policy Award was
Vermont Attorney Ger eral ]ell'rey Amestoy;

the VNRC Special Conservation Achievement
Award, Carol Browner; the VNRC Citizen
Award, Gerald Tarrant; the VNRC Conser-
vation Achievement Award, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Commissioner Mollie Beattie; and
the VNRC Award for Outstanding Service and
Dedication, Sarah Muyskens.

Given a special walking stick for his years of
service as VNRC Executive Director was Ned
Farquhar, who is leaving in January to take on

other pursuits.

Above right, EPA Administrator Carol Brower,
featured speaker at VNRC'’s Annual Meeting. Right,
Leonard Buchanan (top) of Vermont Federation of
Sportsmen’s Clubs, who was honored for his group’s
work with VNRC: Gerald Tarrant, who received
the VNRC Citizen Award. Below, VNRC Executive
Director Ned Farquhar with his going-mway present
from Board Chair Sarah Muyskens. Photos by
Melissa Cunningham.
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We Guarantee Your Best Garden Ever!

ardener’s Supply is America’s number one

source for innovative gardening products.
We are a company of gardeners, and our infor-
mation-packed catalog is filled with hundreds
of solutions to your gardening challenges.

You'll find seedstarting systems that guar-
antee healthy transplants, season extenders that
can add months to your growing season, and
ingenious tools to help you garden more easily.
We also carry a complete line of organic fertiliz-
ers and pest controls for healthier soil and safer
food for you and your family. With our energy-
efficient greenhouses, you can even start
your own small business growing
seedlings, herbs, or cut flowers.

Call today, and let us
help you get started on your
best garden ever!

" P GARDENERS

. 'SUPPLY

Wirike orcell toda for gone FRET ¢atidlog
Depl. PVYNS, 128 Intervale Road, Burlington, Vermonl 05401 = (802) §63-1700

VN R C S E N

...S0 gOe€s Vermont

The land use planning classic produced by John Karol for the Environmental Planning Information
Center. This 23 minute Video will increase your understanding of Vermont's growth issues and the
newly enacted Act 250. A powerful portrait of Vermonters. Excellent for land use discussions.

Join VNRC for $35 and receive a free copy of ...so goes Vermont.

A. BLAKE GARDNER

PHOTOGRAPHER

Author of Fermont Wilds:
A Focus on Preservation
<

EXCEPTIONALPHOTOGRAPHY
FOR YOUR CORPORATE, STOCK,
AND ADVERTISING NEEDS.

802 - 447 - 2488

T

Rt. 63 & East Road (Berlin)
P.O. Box 587, Barre, VT 05641

NEW ENGLAND'S LARGEST
ENVELOPE SUPPLIER

% 802 2299335 K

T S




Lilas Hedge
Bookshop

..creating a better environment NORWICH, VERMONT
through engineering solutions

Main St., across from Norwich
Inn, 1 mile from Hanover, N.H.
Open all year Thurs. thru Sun. 10-5

9,000 OUT-OF-PRINT BOOKS

No. Springfield, VT

(886-2261)

Montpelier, VT

B
(229-0711) : Your ad could be here. 5“"& ’
* For ad rates
St. Johnsbury, VT A | contact
(748-3946) i VNRC at
9 Bailey Avenue,
Montpelier,
Vermont 05602
(802) 223-2328

Hemmings Motor News

Antique Auto Publications

“the bible” of the old-car hobby
Visitors are always welcome at Hemmings!

Be sure to visit our headquarters on Rt. 9, 3 miles west of downtown Bennington
(open 9-5, Monday-Friday) or the Hemmings Sunoco Gas Station
at 216 W. Main, across from the Paradise Motel
(open 7am-10pm Monday-Saturday, 7am-9pm Sunday).

You'll find a large selection
of books, magazines,
truck banks, clothing, and
gifts at each location.

To order items by mail, send to:
Hemmings Motor News,
P.O. Box 100,
Bennington, Vermont 05201

Also publishers of Special Interest Autos and Hemmings' Vintage Auto Almanac
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Mark Your Calendars

ACT 250
VERMONT’S ENDURING VISION

Welcome Address by Gov. Howard Dean and
Lt. Gov. Barbara Snelling

Workshops, Panels, and Presentations

Morning Keynote:
Daniel Mandelker, Stamper Professor of Law at Washington University,

“New Directions in State Land Use Programs.”

Luncheon Speaker:
John Ewing, President, Bank of Vermont,
“Act 250 and Vermont’s Economy and Quality of Life.”

December 10, 1993
9am - 5pm
Chase Community Center, Vermont Law School
South Royalton

Co-sponsored by VNRC and the Environmental Law Center of Vermont Law School

Non-Profit Org.
VNRC o

Montpelier, VT

Permit No. 285
Vermont Natural Resources Council
9 Bailey Avenue

Montpelier, Vermont 05602
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