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Continued on page 4

Parks designated
world heritage sites

What do the Taj Mahal, the
cliff dwellings of Mesa Verde,
the Great Barrier Reef in Aus-
tralia, and the Egyptian Pyra-
mids have in common with
Glacier, Waterton Lakes, and
Carlsbad Caverns National
Parks? They are all world heri-
tage sites. The world heritage
site designation recognizes both
natural and cultural sites that
have been deemed to be of out-
standing universal value to all
citizens of the world. The honor
was bestowed on the parks at a
December meeting of the
World Heritage Committee in
Berlin, Germany.

The World Heritage Con-
vention, an international treaty
ratified by 147 nations, governs
the designation and preserva-
tion of world heritage sites. To
be inscribed a world heritage
site, nominees must meet sev-
eral criteria that define “out-
standing universal value.” For
example, natural site nominees
must exhibit major stages of
earth’s natural history or its on-
going geological, ecological, or
biological processes, among
other criteria. Conditions of in-
tegrity must also be met that
include size and legal protec-
tion. To carry out the field evalu-
ations, the committee contracts
the independent organizations
IUCN (International Union for
the Conservation of Nature)
and ICOMOS (the Interna-
tional Committee on Monu-
ments and Other Sites).

Nominated for world heri-
tage site status in 1994, Carlsbad
Caverns now joins Chaco Cul-
ture National Historical Park
and Taos Pueblo as New Mex-
ico world heritage sites. One of
the deciding factors in the

Dear Editor,
On page 13 in the Highlights

section of the Fall 1995 issue
you noted that “NPS officials
are able to support delisting the
peregrine falcon from endan-
gered to threatened status.” The
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(FWS) published a notice that
they are considering removing
the species from protection un-
der the Endangered Species Act
entirely, not downlisting the
species to “threatened status”
(Federal Register. 1995 Jun 30.
60(126):34406-34409). The
Fish and Wildlife Service has
not yet proposed funding a sci-
entifically credible peregrine fal-
con monitoring program; rather
they will “describe” a monitor-
ing plan in the proposed rule to
delist the species. It is extremely
doubtful, given recent cuts to
the FWS endangered species
budgets, that they will fund a
scientifically credible monitor-
ing program once the species is
delisted.

Mike Britten
Wildlife Biologist

NPS Colorado Plateau SSO

Dear Editor,
I am a university scientist

who has worked on a number
of NPS research projects and
have received Park Science for
some time. For us “outsiders,”
an article on the NPS reorgani-
zation would be very helpful,
particularly how it affects the
NPS research efforts... What has
transpired in the reorganization
is very much a mystery to me.

Jim Gregory
Department of Forestry

North Carolina State University

Editor's Note:Editor's Note:Editor's Note:Editor's Note:Editor's Note: The article begin-
ning on page 24 addresses some
consequences of the NPS reorgani-
zation on research.
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TO HISTORIANS, THE INDEXES ON PAGES 29-31 OF ARTICLES

published in Park Science during 1995 are more than
just tools to find information. They also constitute a
barometer, indicating the events we considered to be
significant enough to document. At a glance, they share
advances and declines in the state of the art of research
and its application in park resource management. They
also reflect the dedication and morale of the professionals
that make the connection between research and its use in
park management on a daily basis. A snapshot in time,
these indexes reveal trends that help us assess where we
are and where we are going.

In reviewing the approximately 45 features published
last year, several themes are evident. Many focused on
projects that could not have been accomplished without
the help of partners. As these articles detailed, we do not
stand alone in our work, and must reach out to coopera-
tors who can provide funds, staff, equipment, or expertise
to help us achieve our goals. Population and landscape
ecology articles also appeared, indicating that while we are
just beginning to explore ecosystem management, the
resources we care for clearly interact in a world that
extends far beyond park boundaries.

Restoration activities triumphed in 1995. While the
articles probably told only the most successful stories, they
showed that with adequate planning, research, funding,
and public support, we can bring threatened, endangered,
or displaced resources back into areas where they once
occurred. Once again we also seem to be making progress,
in the post-Yellowstone fires era, in incorporating pre-
scribed natural fire into the scheme of our resource
management activities.

Where Park Science usually reports techniques, we also
delved into analyzing the effects of government reinven-
tion on our work. In this issue, the article on page 24
continues this trend and looks into many of the ramifica-
tions of restructuring on resource management.

What will prevail in 1996? Our cover story on retrieving
biological information over the Internet may foretell of
what is to come. The information age is bringing us greater
opportunities to find information easily, even in remote
settings, and these opportunities are sure to expand.

Park Science will even take the plunge into cyberspace
this spring by appearing regularly on the World Wide Web.
Printed copies will continue to be circulated and the
publication will continue to be edited for core readership,
but this electronic medium will help us reach a larger
audience and generate stronger interest and support for
research and resource management programs. Perhaps
historians will remember 1996 as the year that we began to
use computers more frequently than printed journals to
learn about advances in our fields?
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Carlsbad addition to the list was
Lechuguilla Cave and the many
scientific discoveries made there
since 1986. Also contributing to
the designation were other park
geological and biological fea-
tures, park size, beauty, and the
significance of its most famous
cave, Carlsbad Cavern.

Glacier National Park was
first nominated for the distinc-
tion in 1984; however, consid-
eration was deferred until 1993
when Glacier and Waterton
Lakes were nominated jointly.
The Waterton-Glacier Interna-
tional Peace Park was recog-
nized for its biological diversity
and natural beauty. The two
parks sustain exceptionally di-
verse and productive habitats,
reflected by the natural popu-
lations of large mammals and
carnivores, including wolves,
grizzly bears, and mountain li-
ons. Glacier plans to use the
designation to amplify its role
in achieving and maintaining an
international ecological com-
plex.

The three newly designated
parks join the list of 360 world
heritage sites occurring in 83
countries that includes the
Great Wall of China;
Sagarmatha (Mt. Everest) Na-
tional Park; Kilimanjaro Na-
tional Park, Tanzania; the
Galapagos Islands; the Statue of
Liberty; Grand Canyon, Hawaii
Volcanoes, Mammoth Cave,
Mesa Verde, Everglades, and
Yellowstone National Parks; In-
dependence Hall; and the old
city of Jerusalem among others.
The United Nations Educa-
tional, Scientific, and Cultural
Organization oversees both the
World Heritage Site and Bio-
sphere Reserve Programs.

Kimball honored
National Park Service Water

Resources Division Chief Dan
Kimball received the prestigious
1995 Stephen Tyng Mather
Award for national park re-
source conservation at the an-
nual Association of National
Park Rangers Ranger Rendez-
vous in St. Paul, Minnesota, last

November. Named for the first
NPS director, the award is given
annually by the National Parks
and Conservation Association
to a federal employee for exem-
plary efforts to protect national
park resources. Kimball was rec-
ognized for his many significant
protections that have been won
for national park resources, es-
pecially water resources, in large
part due to his fine ability to
bring into agreement opposing
views in controversial issues.

Since he became branch
chief for planning and evalua-
tion in the NPS Water Re-
sources Division in 1983,
Kimball has consistently led the
fight to preserve national park
resources. He was instrumental
in preventing the siting of a

nuclear waste repository next to
Canyonlands National Park,
Utah, in 1985. Later, as the NPS
representative working with an
international joint commission,
he orchestrated inquiries into
the danger posed to Glacier
National Park, Montana, by the
proposed Cabin Creek coal
mine. Permits for the mine were
denied and the facility never

opened. He also played a
major role in successful
efforts to minimize dam-
age to Grand Canyon
National Park caused by
water releases from the
Glen Canyon Dam. And
when the threat of geo-
thermal leasing outside
Yellowstone National
Park was imminent,
Kimball helped forge a
compact with Montana
that put strict limitations
on the allocation of sur-
face and subsurface geo-
thermal waters. Most
recently, during restruc-
turing, Kimball has been
helping to lead the drive
to preserve the NPS sci-
entific ability to protect

parks. “Good science, along
with adequate inventory and
monitoring capabilities, is cru-
cial to preserving park re-
sources,” Kimball commented.

Recipients of the Mather
Award have demonstrated ini-
tiative and resourcefulness in
promoting environmental pro-
tection; they have taken direct
action where others have hesi-
tated, and they have placed
commitment to principle ahead
of job security in the pursuit of
good stewardship of the na-
tional parks. The honor in-
cluded a $2,500 cash grant
donated by Faultless Starch/
Bon Ami Company of Kansas
City, Missouri.

Jury convicts wolf's
killer

A federal jury of 12 Montan-
ans deliberated less than 2 hours
on October 25 in Billings to
convict Chad McKittrick of Red
Lodge, Montana, of three
counts of killing, possessing, and
transporting a wolf. The 122-
pound male wolf had been ac-
climated and released from the
Rose Creek pen inside Yellow-
stone National Park as part of
the northern Rocky Mountains
wolf recovery effort, begun over
a year ago in both the park and
central Idaho. McKittrick was
accused of shooting the wolf
last April 24 while black bear
hunting with a friend near Red
Lodge.

The silvery-gray male wolf,
known as R-10, had sired a lit-
ter of 8 pups who were born
near Red Lodge about the time
of the shooting. Biologists
learned of its death when its
radio collar transmitted a mor-
tality signal. They found the
collar near a public road; follow-
ing an area search, they were
led to McKittrick’s home by his
hunting partner, where they
found the head and pelt.

McKittrick could be sen-
tenced to up to 6 months in
prison and fined $25,000 for
possessing and killing the wolf,
which are violations of the En-
dangered Species Act. Maxi-
mum penalty for the
transportation count, a high
misdemeanor, is a year in prison
and a $100,000 fine. McKittrick
has yet to be sentenced.

After the shooting, biologists
moved R-10’s mate and her
pups back to a Yellowstone pen,
concerned that the nursing
mother might starve without
the father’s help. Shortly before
the trial, biologists released the
mother and her growing pups
back into the park. In mid-De-

Continued

NPS Water Resources Chief Dan
Kimball


