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ALAN C. PURVES

Members and friends of the Club were
saddened to learn of the death of Alan C.
Purves on the last day of December, 1996
at his home in Melrose, N.Y. He was
formerly an officer of both the
Wonalancet Out Door Club and the
Wonalancet Union Chapel.

Alan’s grandparents, the Spencers, first
vacationed in Tamworth during the early
1900's. Later, they stayed at the Chocorua
Inn. Then Alan’s parents took up summer
residence in several different houses: in
Chocorua on Heavenly Hill and on the
Hammond Trail Road, and in South
Tamworth, before purchasing “Talbalkken”
in the Tamworth section of Wonalancet in
1956. Alan and wife Anita acquired a
vacation house in the Sandwich section of
Wonalancet in the early 1960's; their
house is west of Squirrel Bridge close to
the Blueberry Ledge Trail.

- Alan was a distinguished writer, scholar,

teacher, and administrator. He received an

undergraduate degree from Harvard

University, a Ph.D. from Columbia

University, and two Fulbright

Scholarships. Dr. Purves taught English
(Continued on Page 3)
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Alan Purves on West Rattlesnake

A VIEW FROM OUTSIDE

Editor's Note: In the Fall of 1995 Trails Chairman
Peter Smart attended a six day conference entitled
"Inter-agency Wilderness Management Course."
Peter was the only representative from outside the
Forest Service. On the final day of the program
he spoke to the gathering in the following words.
I think you will be impressed, as I am, with the
cogency of his remarks.

I appreciate the unique opportunity that
this week has given me to interact with
the people and agencies represented at this
workshop. After 35 years of hiking and
camping in the hills of New Hampshire
they represent home to me more than any
other place in the world. This week has
given me new insights into the challenges
of protecting this resource, as well as into
the agency charged with this
responsibility.

Although I've had the opportunity to get
to know you as caring individuals, I must
tell you that as an organization the Forest
Service (and other federal agencies) is not
particularly “user friendly.” I suppose the
IRS is also staffed by warm-fuzzy people
like you, but the agency is certainly not
viewed that way. I feel that the current
channels of gathering public input, such as
the scoping process, and publishing
decisions, is simply not adequate.

I realize that dealing with the general
public is difficult for any large
organization. Organizations work within
well-defined structures, while individuals
do not. If an agency asks question “A,”
the response may very well be to question
"B,” which was not even asked. A readily
available means of improving public
interaction is to work more with volunteer
groups, such as the Wonalancet Out Door
Club. As organizations we can understand
and work within the process by which the
agency functions, while also
communicating with our individual
members. Of course, volunteer groups can
also help get things done in these tight
economic times.

The WODC is a small local
organization, and obviously not of direct
significance to more than a few people
here. However, I offer it as an example of
many committed volunteer groups. I urge

(Continued on Page 2)

USER FEES

During the past ten years Forest Service
managers and hikers have been discussing
what are now known as “user fees,”
payments levied upon those who enter
National Forests for recreation, to be spent
on maintenance and construction of
facilities. Today there is added urgency to
the issue. The inadequacy of current
funding is apparent to anyone who visits
our National Forests; the need for greater
funding is universally accepted. Citizen
clamor for tax reduction and a
conservative Congress bring the issue to a
new focus.

In April 1996 Congress authorized four
federal agencies— including the US Forest
Service—to collect user fees at selected
recreation areas throughout the nation
during a four-year test period. The
principal objective of the legislation is to
test methods of collecting fees. Each of
the 100 selected Forests will develop and
implement its own plan. Income from
receipts will be used to fund Federal
recreation programs. The White Mountain
National Forest was selected.

During the past year WMNF personnel
devised a scheme to implement
Congressional intent, one that will meet
local needs and conditions. Also, and most
important, there is a stated recognition that
the success of any plan will depend upon
the goodwill of the public, including
participation in the planning process.
There is a refreshing humility upon the
part of the WMNF personnel; they really
do want “outsiders” to be part of the
process. We are seen as partners. We do
have ideas. Our support is essential.

The basic structure of the test program
for the first three years of implementation
is now established. The test program will
be closely monitored, modified as
experience reveals weaknesses, and
changes will be made to improve the plan.
A short description and some analysis of
its provisions follow.

Simply stated, there will be a parking
passport fee for unattended vehicles
located on Forest lands. Parking passports
are priced at $20 per car per year, or $5
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for one week. The program will start in
May of 1997.

There is no per person charge for use of
Forest facilities, it is a per motor vehicle
fee. Residents or visitors who walk from
their homes into the Forest do not need a
passport. Visitors who park their cars on
private land need no passport. A vehicle in
a Forest parking area will be exempt from
the fee provided someone is in or near it.
A snowmobile driver does not need a
passport if his truck or trailer is not
parked in the WMNFE. There will be
exceptions for cars at WMNF Camping
Areas and Visitors Centers, and free
passports to people who serve the Forest
such as trail adopters, police, and search
and rescue workers. Clearly then, the
parking passport is not required of all
users.

To reduce the inconvenience of securing
passports, they will be available by mail,
and at Ranger Stations, sporting goods
stores, local stores, and at some Forest
parking areas. As recommended by
members of the public who took part in
planning, during this first year a visitor
who fails to comply with passport
regulations will receive notification rather
than a citation. There is faith that citizens
are fully aware of the inadequate budget
for recreation, and will pay willingly for a

passport.

Eighty percent of passport income will
go directly to the recreation budget of
WMNE. Up to 15% of income may be
spent on administration costs of the

project, and the remaining 5% will go to
the Regional Office for distribution to the
participating test Forests. None goes to the
Federal Treasury. To be considered
successful, the fee pilot program must
generate $500,000 per year, the equivalent
of income from 25,000 one-year passpotts,
or 100,000 weekly passports, or some
combination. Approximately 6,000,000
people use the WMNF each year.

To some it may seem unfair that funding
the recreation budget in this way does not
require support from all recreation users,
e.g., skiers using sections of Forest at
downhill ski areas, pleasure vehicle users
on the Kancamagus highway and other
WMNF roads, campers at campgrounds,
and from people who use the backcountry
but do not use motorized transportation
within it. This is a pilot program. It is a
transition from a Pubic Law and Forest
Service program not requiring public
acceptance, to a management program of
public participation. The Forest
management must understand and adjust
to customer attitudes and perceptions in
order to carry out a successful funding
method. WMNF must modify the program
when and where required to gain public
acceptance. Experience and comments
from the consumer are essential
components of the program. WMNF
accepts these principles.

WODC Executive Committee members
have had little opportunity to consider all
ramifications of the pilot program as they
affect the Club. Nevertheless, there is
agreement that Federal funding of
recreation facilities on the Forest is
woefully inadequate, and that user fees
may be the most acceptable altemative.
The proposed passport parking fee is a
reasonable first step. We think it wise that
each Forest creates its own program, based
on local needs and wants. There must be
many adjustments to make the program
acceptable to all users, and to assure there
is a fair burden on each type of recreation
activity. We support the first step. It must
not be the last.

George E. Zink
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you to seek out these groups and work
with them.

One of the goals we should pursue
together is to build a broader ethic of
involvement, volunteerism, and respect for
Wilderness. One very successful public
ethics program has been the increased
awareness of recycling among children. I
was delighted to see that last night's
program focused specifically on building
Wilderness awareness among children.
Wilderness awareness could also be
enhanced by public recognition, such as
awarding an “I Care For Wildemess”
patch to those who take the time to make
a contribution to Wildemess needs and
issues.

The Appalachian Mountain Club has
recognition programs for those who climb
all the 4000-footers in New England, or
the 100 highest peaks. What if some type
of stewardship or volunteer activity was
also required to achieve this status? What
better group to start with than the hikers
who most use our mountains, and often
have the greatest impact upon it? I wish I
could ‘take credit for this idea, but the
devoted members of “Trailwrights” already
have such a requirement for their “peak
bagging” award. Others should follow suit.

I've been very impressed with the level
of passion for Wilderness among those
attending this program — from the training
cadre, to the Wilderness Rangers, to Butch
Marita, have expressed a passion for
Wildemess that I didn’'t know existed in
these agencies. That is a wonderful
surprise that I will take with me and share
with others.

I have concluded that having a passion
for Wildemess is probably essential in
facing the imprecise and demanding
requirements of Wilderness management.
Of course, being passionate can also be a
liability, because it means you take these
feelings home with you from the office.
Nevertheless, I wish everyone in your
organizations had the same passion for
Wilderness that I've seen this week. I
suppose that spreading the passion for
Wilderness is what this week has been all
about, and that gives me hope.



I want to add my voice to those who've
said “Wilderness Rangers are one of our
greatest resources.” They know what's
really happening in the field, rather than
just what the plans say should be
happening. Listen to them and respect
their views. I find it odd that these
valuable, caring, people are officially at
the bottom of the ladder. Perhaps if people
had to work their way up to being a
Wilderness Ranger they'd get more respect
and their valuable insights would be taken
more seriously.

I have one specific suggestion: That all
Wilderness managers be required to spend
one week a year in the field as Wilderness
rangers or working with a Wilderness
ranger.

Peter Smart
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from elementary through university levels
while holding office in state, national, and
international  organizations. He was
Professor Emeritus at the University of
Ilinois and Professor Emeritus of
Education and Humanities at SUNY
Albany. A specialist in literature,
composition, and assessment, he wrote
and/or edited many books and articles
including the 1996 two-volume
Encyclopedia of English Studies and
Language Arts. Alan wrote a popular
guide used by teachers of high school
literature entitled "How Porcupines Make
Love.” He recently completed a volume
addressing the impact of hypertext on
religion and society.

Throughout life Alan was an active and
enthusiastic hiker. Quite naturally this led
to service for WODC in several
capacities. He was President for three
years (1965-1967), Trails Chairman in
1968, and a Trails Co-Chairman in 1971-
1972 and 1975. As early as 1965 he spoke
with members about rapidly increasing
land development in New Hampshire, and
pointed out the danger to the community
of the rising building boom in the State,
and its threat to Wonalancet. He was a
warm, soft-spoken man. His Presidency
coincided with my family’s early

THE BOWL

Description: There is an area of the
Sandwich Range seldom visited but known
to many as "The Bowl.” The Bowl is a
steep sided valley of over 1,000 acres in
which Wonalancet Brook has its source.
Except to the south, prominent peaks
surround the valley: Mounts Whiteface,
Passaconaway, Nanamocomuck,
Hedgehog, Hibbard, and Wonalancet. A
southern spur of Mount Passaconaway
divides the valley into two unequal
sections. Steep walls leading to the peaks
from the valley floor and its roughly
circular shape, led early residents to name
it "The Bowl.” The valley is a product of
glacial action during the Pleistocene
epoch, and is well displayed on the
WODC Trail Map and Guide.

Two hiking trails pass through The
Bowl, 1.8 miles of the Dicey's Mill Trail,
and 0.2 miles of the East Loop located
high on the south slope of Mt
Passaconaway. Dicey’s Mill Trail bisects
The Bowl, with the greater acreage on the
west side that contains the west branch of
Wonalancet Brook. An idiosyncrasy of
hikers — to reach peaks by the shortest
routes with little interest in out-of-the-way
features — has led to a fortunate condition.
The Bowl is a well-preserved natural
feature; there are few signs of man or his
works. There is no evidence of lumbering
or burning; it holds an old-growth forest.

The hiker who seeks only a good view
of the surrounding lowlands would do well
to stay on groomed trails. A hiker with
this interest can see a representative slice
of The Bowl from the Dicey’s Mill Trail
without ever entering it. Moreover, its
forest, brooks, and wildlife vary only
slightly from what one sees elsewhere in
the White Mountains. A trained eye is
required to see the subtle differences
between this pristine natural area and
many other areas of the WMNF.

For the hiker who wants to experience
an old-growth forest, a trip into The Bowl
is worth the effort. There the saunterer
will find solitude. During the many hours
spent there I have never met another hiker
or a researcher. It provides an opportunity
to experience closely what the first settlers
must have felt as they entered the north



