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as federal and state agencies and private
conservation organizations. (For those
NNLs with more than 50 owners, staff
notified landowners using local newspa-
per announcements.) The mailings in-
cluded the regulations, a brochure, and a
letter from the Director of the National
Park Service. The letter encouraged con-
tinued participation in the program but
informed landowners of a 90-day oppor-
tunity to withdraw their property from
NNL designation. In all, the Park Service
received 971 requests for withdrawal of
properties from NNL designation a
month after the September 9 deadline,
and they continued to be received. The
vast majority of these requests, some 741,
occurred in just three areas (Baraboo
Range, WI; Lance Creek Fossil Area, WY;
and Canaan Valley, WV), and were the
result of locally generated misinformation
about the NNL Program coupled with
existing local resentment stemming from
other past or present government activi-
ties. Withdrawal requests are being pro-
cessed.  Because not all NNL landowners
could be reached, additional withdrawal
opportunities and mailings are being con-
sidered.

The new regulations clarify the role of
the federal government in designating
NNLs and managing the program. They
also address landowner concerns. For ex-
ample, three owner notifications will oc-
cur including the opportunity to voice
concerns during a public comment pe-
riod; no owner need have the designa-
tion against his or her wishes, any possible
land use ramifications are discussed; ben-
efits of the designation are outlined; writ-
ten permission from the landowner must
be secured before evaluating a site on
private property; and so on.  After all
withdrawal requests have been processed
and boundary alterations made, the pro-
gram can resume designations. This is the
method used to pursue the program goals
established in 1962: identifying, recogniz-
ing, and encouraging preservation of spe-
cial ecological and geological sites,
enhancing their scientific and educational
value, strengthening cultural appreciation
of natural history, and involving individu-
als, private organizations, and all levels of
government in a cooperative undertak-
ing to conserve the country’s natural heri-
tage.

The 1996 “sunset legislation” targeted
dozens of “unnecessary” government re-
ports for elimination, including the Sec-
tion 8 Report. Sent annually to Congress,
this report identified NNLs (and National
Historic Landmarks) that were threatened
or damaged. Since the New Year, the le-
gal mandate to send the Section 8 Report
to Congress has expired. This report,
given to the Congress 20 times since 1977,
helped prevent many NNLs from being
damaged or lost. Few realize that four
NNLs, reviewed in the Section 8 Report,
were later added to the national park sys-
tem. Without this formal reporting
mechanism, future problems with NNL
sites may not come to the attention of as
many parties as occurred in the past. For-
tunately, the mandate was reinserted in
HR 3002, being considered by the Sen-
ate.  Without this mandate, many of the
last, best examples of the country’s vari-
ous ecological and geological features may
vanish because of pressing demands for
“progress.”

In 1987, Edward O. Wilson, a famous
Harvard biology professor, became the
academic community’s leading advocate
for preserving “biodiversity.”  In his 1992
book The Diversity of Life, Wilson argued
that the day will come when the flora
and fauna of a country will be thought
part of its natural heritage, just as impor-
tant as its art or language. The founders
of the National Natural Landmarks Pro-
gram in 1963 were not so eloquent, sim-
ply noting the importance of preserving
sites that illustrate the ecological and geo-
logical character of the country. How-
ever, they apparently recognized that
retaining NNLs, which by definition pos-
sess “national significance,” provided a
benefit to all citizens. Program staff will
continue to address problems with the
program as they arise and encourage
landowners to preserve their NNL
properties. PS

Craig Shafer coordinates the National
Natural Landmark Program from the
NPS Washington Office. He is an ecologist
under the Associate Director for Natural
Resource Stewardship and Science. He can
be reached at craig_shafer@nps.gov.
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light pollution. More than 35% of parks
with such problems considered the prob-
lems to be moderate or very serious. The
source of light pollution in 70% of such parks
is from both specific and diffuse sources.

Actions to reduce light pollution by the
National Park Service and by adjacent
communities have been extremely limited.
Few parks have reduced light pollution
in all their areas. The National Park Ser-
vice has done nothing in nearly 21% of
the units that report problems. In addi-
tion, communities are not supporting the
protection of night skies. Only 10% of
the parks that offer overnight visitation
have reported helpful ordinances in
nearby communities.

Yet, parks that offer overnight visita-
tion could increase public awareness
about light pollution and reduce light pol-
lution within their own boundaries. Solu-
tions to the problems may not require
simply shutting off all lights. For example,
low-pressure sodium lamps can reduce
glare, and cutoff shields can eliminate
horizontal and upward projections.
Changing lighting systems may be cost-
effective. For example, park officials at
Chaco Culture National Historical Park
in New Mexico cut energy costs by 30%
by changing the lighting system in the unit.

Additional impacts from light pollution
in the parks and potential solutions to the
problem are discussed in the report on
the NPCA website at www.npca.org/
readaboutit/nightskies.html.

Yellowstone publishes state of
the park report

Yellowstone National Park recently
published its “State of the Park 1999” re-
port, an ambitious effort to analyze the
status of the park’s natural and cultural
resources and the ability of the National
Park Service to properly manage them
and public use. At 285 pages, the hand-
some report features eight chapters that
examine wildlife, science and technology,
public use, infrastructure, staffing and
funding, and aspects of the Yellowstone
landscape such as the physical environ-
ment, water resources, vegetation, the role
of fire, and preserving the natural regime.
Each chapter, and an executive summary,
is available in PDF format from the
Yellowstone website at www.nps.gov/
yell/stateofthepark.htm. PS
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