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I am honored to be here representing the Pinchot family
in this reaffirmation of Grey Towers after 30 years of federal
ownership. Seven generations of Pinchots have lived in Mil-
ford full or part time. Several years ago we counted 35 living
family members that have direct ties to Grey Towers. Since
then we have lost several family members, but many more

have been bomn.

Our family has a deep and rich relationship with Grey Towers: to begin
with we are committed landowners and own 1400 acres of land, much of
which is contiguous with the Grey Towers property. We have both personal
and historical interests in what happens to the buildings and the landscape at
Grey Towers. And we are very concemed with the kinds of policy issucs
being discussed here. In fact, several of us have been involved with helping
to develop programs at the Pinchot Institute. [ am pleased to think that we
will be neighbors for many generations to come. It is a wonderful partner-

ship between family and Institute,

I remember the onginal dedica-
tion of Grey Towers. 1 was quite
yvoung and I had considerably mixed
feelings. 1 had spent my childhood
playing around this land and these
buildings. It was the end of a won-
derful era in my life. | am not so sure
I really understood much about con-
servation at that time or the real sig-
nificance of what Grey Towers was
going to become.

The one ¢lear memory [ do have
was of standing with my family in
the field across the drveway as the
helicopter carrying President
Kennedy landed. This shows you the
limits of a child’s grasp of the world.
The thing that impressed me most
was watching the President come
walking down the steps of the heli-
copter under the spinning rotors
which were blowing up quite a
breeze. And not one hair moved. [
thought, “What does this man do to
his hair?”  don't remember too much
more from that day.

Many vears later, when I hope [
was somewhat more aware of the

world, I had the good fortune to go
to the Yale School of Forestry for a
masters degree. While [ was there [
attended lectures by a history profes-
sor named William Cronin, who was
a pioneer in the new field of environ-
mental history. He exposed us to the
idea that history was not just the story
of the acts of great men and women,
but that it was also the story of how
the interaction of people with the land
shapes the course of events.

In this vein I would like to con-
sider how the land around Milford
helped shape the early days of Con-
servation and what this land has to
tell us now about the future of the

Pinchot Institute for Conservation.

I live in Connecticut and [ some-
times feel strange about taking such
an active role in conservation issues
in the Milford area. | was pleased to
find out recently that this region was
originally part of Connecticut. The
first settlers came from Connecticut
in 1750 and built a sawmill on the
Sawkill Creek that runs through the
Grey Towers property. It wasn’t un-
til the late 1870s that Pennsylvania
won a battle against Connecticut and
annexed the Pocono region.

From the late 1700s until the tum
of this century this county was being
actively lumbered. Timber was taken
down the Delaware and helped build
the downriver towns of Easton, Cam-
den, Trenton and Philadelphia. Large
white pines were floated away to be-
come ships masts. In fact, there is a
town just upriver from Milford called
Masthope. This was the farthest point
up the Delaware that large pine tim-
ber could be floated down the river
in the spring floods. During the 18005
lumbering smd quarrying made up the
primary industries of this region. The
whole face of the landscape was be-
ing dramatically changed.

In 1814 Constantien and Cytil
Finchot arrived in Milford. They soon
became involved in lumbering, cash-
ing in on a standing crop. The land
was being clear cut to make way for
agriculture. They also established a
dry goods business, and began build-
ing the family wealth,

By the time Cyril's son James
came of age, the opportunity to make
money locally was already diminish-
ing because resource extraction had
already passed its peak. So James
went off to New York City and es-
tablished himselfin business import-
ing French wall paper and managing
real estate, He did well and retired
early.

James was deeply influenced by
what he saw here in Pike County,
where deforestation left an ugly land-
scape with poor soil, not well suited
for agriculture. In fact there was a
population exodus after the forest had
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been cut over. When comparing this
with the well managed forests of Eu-
rope with which he was familiar, and
the prospeet that the pattern of Pike
County was being spread rapidly
westward across the whole country,
it is not surprising that he encouraged
his son Gifford to pursue a carcer in
forestry.

During the period when James
was in New York there were several
pioneering thinkers who were at-
tempting to formulate a new view of
the human relationship to natural re-
sources. Men such as George Perkins
Marsh. George Bird Grinnell, and
John Wesley Powell were formulat-
ing many of the basic precepts of the
revolutionary new idea of conserva-
tion.

What remained was to develop a
way to implement this new concept
into policy that could effectively ad-
dress the major environmental issue
of the time: the rapid consumption of
the primary forest, We are all famil-
iar with that story: it involves Gifford
and the Forest Service, and Amos,
Gifford, Leila and Ruth and the Pro-
pressive Party. This fight to conserve
our natural resources deeply influ-
enced the next generation, my father,
Gifford Bryee Pinchot,

In 1959 my grandmother, Leila
Pinchot died, and with her death went
a grand way of living. My father spent
two years agonizing about what to do
with Grey Towers. It clearly didn’t
fit the scale of living of any of the
remaining Pinchots. Finally after
many family discussions, a plan
evolved to transfer Grev Towers to
the Forest Service with the idea of
gstablishing a conservation institute.
My father, a research biclogist and
active conservationist, hoped that this

institute would play an important role
in adapting the principles and prac-
tices of conservation to the new en-
vironmental challenges that scientists
were becoming aware of in the 1960s.

The first plan for the Pinchot In-
stitute for Conservation Studies was
extremely bold: a joint project be-
tween the Conservation Foundation
and the Forest Service to develop a
national curmculum for conservation
cducation. It was a wonderful and
very much needed idea, but for a
number of reasons it didn’t work out.

My father was a member of the
original board of directors of the in-
stitute, but when the conscrvation
education program was dropped. the
board was disbanded, and our family
had little direct contact with the Pin-
chot Institute for the next two de-
cades. From the family view, the idea
that the Institute would help shape
conservation policy seemed to recede
into the background.

In 1983 two important events
happened. Under the directorship of
Ed Vandermillen the Forest Service
at Grey Towers helped establish a
nonprofit organization, the Pinchot
Institute for Conservation, to raise
money to develop conservation pro-
grams and to restore the buildings.
Secondly, our family held a family
reunion. Both Gifford's and Amos’s
families rediscovered the land and
many of us fell in love with it and
began spending a lot more time here,
Several family members became ac-
tively involved in helping the Pinchot
Institute with its programs, Most im-
portantly from our point of view, the
Institute began convening several
substantial conservation policy con-
ferences. That really sparked our in-
terest. This is what we had hoped the
Institute would be used for.

During the last decade there has
been a continually evolving close
working relationship between our
family and both the nonprofit and
forest service components of the Pin-
chot Institute. We are greatly pleased
with the current direction being set
by Ed Brannon as Director of Grey
Towers and Jim Giltmier as Execu-

tive Vice President of the Pinchot
Institute and with the recently
strengthened board. The Institute 1s
well established and well on its way.
I wish my father and mother were
alive to see this.

But I want to retumn to an earlier
strand of this story, the land and what
it has to tell us. Apart from a power-
ful aesthetic attachment that Gifford
and Amos had for this landscape, the
land was largely silent during the
garly part of this century. This was
the long peniod of regrowth of the
forest, when white pine and red ce-
dar invaded pastures and eventually
gave way to hardwoods. Early pic-
tures of the Yale Forestry School
summer camp show great open fields.
Now the same land is covered by a
maturing oak-hickory forest. As na-
ture gradually healed its wounds, it
spoke no strident message about the
need to reshape conservation policy.

But in the last two decades the
land has found its voice again. De-
spite the regrowth of the forest, a
rapid increase of subdivisions with
checkerboard zoning is causing ex-
tensive habitat fragmentation and
lowering the water quality of many
streams and lakes. Groundwater in
several areas is threatened by illegal
hazardous waste dumps. The oak-
hickory forest has been knocked back
by two heavy waves of gypsy moths
and the stream comridors are now
about to lose their hemlocks to the
wooly adelgid, both Asian exotic
pests. Sulfur and nitrogen emitted by
Ohio River Valley industries bring
low pH rain which may be related to
the local drop in populations of red
eft and other amphibians.

The common denominator of this
list is that none of the impacts is
caused primarily by the actions of
local residents as was the clearing of
the land in the 1800s. Pike County is
once again a microcosm of the threats
to the health of natural landscapes:
but this time from the diffuse impacts
of our modern industrial economy.
Poor regional planning in an area
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dominated by automobiles, a glut of
industrial toxics with few good dis-
posal sites, and a growing global trade
in horticultural crops are at fault in
this case, Our old concepts of con-
servation are virtually powerless to
solve these complex problems.

There is good reason to believe
that just as the late 18005 was the in-
cubation period for a great revolu-
tion of values about the human role
in nature, the last two decades have
been brewing an equally significant
revolution. Again a number of radi-
cal thinkers have been attempting to
build a new understanding of the
proper role of humans in the natural
world. Garret Hardin, Rachel Carson,
Barry Commeoner, Paul Ehrlich,
Lester Brown and many others are all
challenging the basic methods that
modem society has chosen to orga-
nize its industrial economy. They are
cach calling for a profound reorgani-
zation of our economy in order to
bring human needs into congrience
with the biclogical needs of the rest
of nature. Some consider this heresy
and some proclaim it as almost a re-
ligion. To me it sounds surprisingly
similar to the birth pangs of conser-
vation just prior to the tum of this
century.

Gifford, Amos, Leila and Ruth
Pinchot were all committed social
revolutionaries. They sought to ap-
ply some of the most radical intellec-
tual ideas of their day to bring about
concrete changes in their society.
They occasionally lost their jobs, as
did Gifford, or were labelled “luna-
tic fringe” as Teddv Roosevelt called
Amos for standing up against mo-
nopoly business interests. But they
did not flinch for a minute from the
pressing needs of their time,

The Pinchot family still believes
in taking the radical view. We hope
that the Pinchot Institute will take the
risk of following in the grand Pinchot
tradition. The pressing need today is
to find a way to reconcile our eco-
nomic means with the preservation
of the natural world, in order to pro-
duce a genuinely sustainable

economy. We hope that the Pinchot
Institute will activelv pursue the de-
bate about the policies that will bring
about this next conservation revolu-
tion. This will certainly be one of the
most exciting intellectual challenges
of our time.

In closing, I want to welcome all
of you to this site where our family

once lived, and to this community and
landscape which has so much to tell
us. Speaking for the three living gen-
crations of our family, we are look-
ing forward to at least another thirty
years of a warm, intimate, and at
times provocative relationship be-
tween our family and the Pinchot In-
stitute.
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