Science?

I received my copy of Park Sci-
ence and the book review of Pre-
serving Nature [in the National
Parks: A History-17(2):1, 8].
[Since] I have not read the book,
I will limit my comments to the
short editorial and book review.

It is truly shameful that NPS
revisionists are attempting to de-
monize past park managers for
making parks accessible to gen-
erations of American recrea-
tionists, while promoting the new
biocentric “myth” that science
will lead park managers to aban-
don human values in favor of eco-
system preservation. In fact, to the
extent that future NPS manage-
ment strives to maintain or restore
“pristine” wilderness ecosystems
in parks, then the traditional park
ideal will die, and the American
people will increasingly resent the
obvious damage done to their
landscape experience.

Modern revisionist park man-
agers routinely ignore science
that does not meet with their pre-



conceived notions of the world,
and routinely promote new man-
agement regimes without the
slightest scientific understanding
of the impact on humans. The
most recent examples of revision-
ist mythology resulted in propos-
als for mandatory public
transportation systems and re-
moval of the people’s visitor fa-
cilities. Science is not likely to
provide an enlightened future at
NPS without a major injection of
common sense and proper re-
spect for history and tradition.

Kenneth A. Barrick
Assoc. Professor of Geography
Unrversity of Alaska, Fairbanks

(Edstor’s Note: Richard Sellars pre-
Jerred not to respond to these comments,)





