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No More Wilderness,
Sequoia Forest Says

By Jim Eaton

Conservationists are gearing up to
appeal the final Land and Resource Man-
agement Plan for the Sequoia National
Forest.

The final plan, released in March,
would increase logging levels, spraying of
herbicides, livestock grazing, off-road ve-
hicle use, and downhill ski development.
As a result of these increased consumptive
uses, roadless areas will be deyeloped, old-
growth timber will be reduced, and spotted
owl and goshawk populations will decline.

The 1,119,045-acre national forest is
located at the southernmost end of the Sierra
Nevada in Tulare, Kern, and Fresno coun-
ties. About a quarter of the forest is pro-
tected as designated wilderness. Another
forty percent still is wild and roadless, but
none of this de facto wilderness is proposed
for wildemess classification.

In fact, the only wilderness being pro-
posed in this forest plan is a 12,500-acre
portion of the Bureau of Land
Management’s Rockhouse Wildemess
Study Area. Six further planning areas
totaling 117,308 acres were studied and
rejected for wilderness designation. An-
other fifteen areas with 324,000 acres are
roadless but were “released” from wilder-
ness consideration by the Califomia Wil-
derness Act of 1984.

Under the proposed plan, the Moses
Further Planning Area will lose its wilder-
ness characteristics in the first decade due to
road building and timber harvesting. The
Dennison Further Planning Area will have
some timber harvest undertaken. The Scod-
ies roadless area is zoned for “semi-primi-
tive motorized” use despite nearly becom-
ing wildernessin the 1984 Act [the area was
dropped to meet Senator Pete Wilson’s
demand for reduced acreage] and currently
is being proposed for wildemess in the
California Desert Protection Act.

There were a few changes made from
the draft plan. ‘About 8,000 acres in the
Sirretta Peak area adjacent to the Dome
Land Wilderness will be closed to off-road

vehicles but may still be logged. And in-
stead of looking south from Monache
Meadows at clearcuts, the “viewshed” will
be selectively logged.

Timber will be the management em-
phasis on 36 percent of the “forested land”
in the national forest [defined as having tree
cover on at least ten percent of the area].
Grazing will be emphasized in 21 percent of
the forest, although it also is occurring in
wilderness areas and the lands managed for
timber production, with 10,000 cows pro-
ducing 1,766,000 pounds of red meat.

Off-road vehicles are allowed on 62
percent of the trails. There are 1,485 miles
of maintained roads and 1,033 miles of

continued on p. 5

Klamath Fires &

By Eric Beckwitt

Concemed inhabitants of the Salmon
River watershed, loggers, tree planters,
representatives from environmental
groups, and the press assembled at Otter Bar
Lodge on the Salmon River fora conference
on forest management in the Klamath Na-
tional Forest. The February 23-25 confer-
ence focused on the effects of wildfire on
the forest and included two field trips to
burned, logged, and roadless areas.

Contrary to direction issued by Re-
gional Forester Paul Barker to salvage the
less controversial roaded areas first, some
of the first salvage sales in the Salmon River
Ranger District of the Klamath are being
prepared in roadless areas and in areas
where foresters know reforestation is not
possible. In addition, timber salvage is
planned on soils that are incapable of sus-
taining intensive timber management.
Some of the worst examples of logging-
induced forest soil degradation in the state
are visible on the steep sandy granite soils of
the Klamath National Forest.

This south-facing slope of the Olson Creek wtershed in the Klamath
National Forest looks bare, but is actually a forest of stumps. The steep,
granite-based solils are rapldly losing productivity, due to a cycle of fire

and clearcutting.

At the February conference Scott
Downie, Director of the Pacific Coast Fed-
eration of Fisheries Associations, spoke
extensively on the high economic value of
the native salmon fisheries. Their values
may easily exceed the value of timber in the
Salmon River watershed. He also stressed
the precarious condition of the existing
salmon stocks, in that lethal summer stream
temperatures, resulting from the destruc-
tion of streamside vegetation by fire and

logging—could devastate the already dan-

gerously small summering salmon popula-
tion.

Biologically, the Klamath is the most
important national forest in California. The
Klamath Mountains are one of the two
major centers of plant endemism in the
state, and the forest contains an unusual
diversity of tree species. The Klamath
mountains are characterized by extremely
complex geology, steep slopes and knife
edged ridges. Until the advent of modem
tractor logging and its destructive impacts
after World War II, salmon spawning runs
were so large that people could literally

Photo by Eric Beckwitt

Logging Set Destructive Cycle

cross the streams on the backs of fish.
The major concem of Salmon River
residents at the conference was the potential
for more devastating wildfires—and sal-
vage logging—in the coming years. They
noted the dangerous tendency for wildfire

continued on p. 4
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MEMBERS SAY:

Tell Us Who to Write
Editor,

I guess it’s a good sign that I’m follow-
ing the evolution and style of the Record
such that I now have some compliments and
constructive (I hope) criticism for you all.
But alas, I do want to comment. So here it
goes: .

1) Praise Brian Spence’s views (WR,
March 1988), and long live the monthly
Record. 1 still find that one shortcoming of
the publication is that a “What You Can Do”
type conclusion is not given to more articles.
Take your March issue. How about such
information to end, in particular, the Mt. Lion
Hunt Proposal (address & dates of San Diego
& Long Beach hearings, address of Fish &
Game Commission), address of Senator
Wilson for late letters on the Desert Bill,
King Range Wildemess—oops is it too
late—you get the idea. It wouldn’t take but
an extra sentence or three per article and it
would be mighty empowering.

2) I found it quite frustrating that the
article on Cache Creek didn’t mention where
Cache Creek is until the last paragraph—and
then only sort of! I realize that you have
followed the issue in previous Records, but
the newcomer or absent-minded could use a
reminder.

3) Why was the Yosemite Draft Wilder-
ness plan not covered in the February Rec-

ord? I'm biased, I accept that. I assume you
all got a copy of it. There was some real
quality B.S. in it, and readers should have/
could have known, and written to the park.
The Record, in my opinion, could do much
more needed and appropriate stuff with its
space. And just as a point of .information
regarding the Yosemite wildemess, the big-
horn sheep reintroduction gave cause to kill
a mt. lion, the great gray owls are probably
over-monitored, bears are still being killed
each summer, and the only program I know
of to enhance deer populations is the visitor
with a handfull of junk food happily pur-
chased at a Curry Company store! Help us
all!

I look forward to the next Record. 1do
hope some addresses start appearing!

In Peace & Wilderness,

Tom Skeele

Yosemite, CA

Editor's note: Cache Creek, the sole
outlet from Clear Lake, runs from Lake
County (northeast of the Bay Area) south-
west through Yolo County, ending in the
Sacramento River.

We welcome submissions of articles on
wilderness issues, including more on the
Yosemite Draft Wilderness Plan.

CoaLiTioN PAGE
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Mt. Eddy Road Request Dropped

A request for a timber harvest right-of-
way to private lands within the Mt. Eddy
Further Planning Area in the Shasta-Trinity
National Forest was dropped by Sierra Pa-
cific Industries, who recently aquired the
timber rights from Santa Fe Pacific Timber
Company. Santa Fe originally submitted the
request in August of 1987.

An appeal of the environmental assess-
ment (EA) for the right-of-way was filed on
February 18, 1988 by the Mt. Shasta Area
Audubon Society, California Wilderness
Coalition, Mother Lode Chapter of the Sierra
Club, and The Wilderness Society.

Phil Rhodes of the Mt. Shasta Area
Audubon Society, speculated that Sierra
Pacific Ind. may have dropped the easement
request because the Forest Service (FS)
asked them to. “The FS may want to avoid
dealing directly with the concerns raised in
the appeal, such as the question of why the FS
has not taken steps to aquire land in the Mt.
Eddy Further Planning Area (FPA),” Rhodes
said.

The environmental groups had encour-
aged the FS to attempt to aquire land within
the FPA due to its wilderness potential. Of

numerous roadless areas in the Shasta-Trin-
ity National Forest, only Mt. Eddy has been
granted futher planning status by Congress,
which means only Mt. Eddy retained further
planning status with the passage of the Cali-
fornia Wilderness Act of 1984.

The Forest Service’s own management
direction for the area was expressed in the
Shasta-Trinity NF Draft Land Management
Plan Environmental Impact Statement,
which reads in part:

“The Mt. Eddy area is the last
remaining area of undeveloped
subalpine area along the Eddy
Range..Natural integrity is
high...Timber and forage values are
insignificant in the area and are not
afactor in consideration for wilder-
ness availability.”

Southern Pacific Land Company, own-
ers of the approximately 2,300 acres of pri-
vate inholdings in the Mt. Eddy FPA, has
indicated—in public testimony—a willing-
ness to trade their lands. Given good reason
and landowner cooperation, Rhodes and
others wonder why land aquisition has not
been pursued.

Member Group Spotlight:

Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club

By Bob Barnes

Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club, 3550 W.
Sixth St., #321, Los Angeles, CA 90020,
(213) 3874287, M-F, 10 am -6 pm.
Chapter Administrator — Ellen Greif
Geographical Area — Los Angeles and

Orange Counties
Membership — 50,000 (largest Sierra Club
Chapter)

14 Groups, 15 Activities Sections, 26
Conservation Subcommittees

Newsletter — Southern Sierran

Chapter Chair — Bob Kanne
Conservation Coordinator — Bonnie
Holmes

Angeles National Forest — Fred Hoeptner
Desert — Barbara Reber

Forest Planning — Bob Kanne

Forest & Wilderness — Sally Reid
Rivers — Elden Hughes

Mono Lake — David Czamanske

Santa Monica Mountains — Dave Brown
State Parks — Murray Rosenthal

The Angeles Chapter has actively
worked on the Cleveland, Angeles, Los
Padres, and Sequoia national forests. The
Chapter has taken the lead on the Angeles
Forest and has appealed the Final Forest
Plan and accompanying Environmental
Impact Statement.

The Chapter has taken a very active
role in working toward passage of the
California Desert Protection Act (Cranston/
Levine), a national priority of the Sierra
Club.

For more information on the conserva-
tion areas listed above, the extensive
outings program covering the southern
Sierra and southern California, or any other
facet of the Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club,
write or phone at the address listed above.

Save this date: October 19 —22, 1989 is the California Wilderness Conference!
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June Mountain

+———— Sherwin Bowl

Inyo National Forest

Skl Area Expansmns Studied

Inyo National Forest is pushing
ahead with two major ski area projects in
the Mammoth Lakes area on the east side
of the Sierra Nevada. An expansion of
the June Mountain ski area would triple
the capacity of that resort while a new
development at Sherwin Bow! would be
even larger than the enlarged June Moun-
tain resort.

Part of the June Mountain expansion
is in the San Joaquin Roadless Area.
Almost all of the Sherwin Bowl develop-
ment is in the Sherwin Roadless Area.
The Forest Service, however, does not
acknowledge the existence of these
roadless areas in their environmental
Teviews.

Both of these projects are being
pushed ahead before the release of the
final forest plan for the Inyo National
Forest. Besides these two developments,
the forest plan addresses a proposal to
build a massive ski development linking
the June and Mammoth mountain resorts.

Inyo National Forest is refusing to
complete an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the June Mountain
development plan. Instead, they have
prepared a 33-page Environmental As-
sessment which refers to a 1979 Mam-
moth-Mono Planning Unit EIS, which
did pot analyze the impacts of a sk1 area
expansion.

AnEIS has been prepared for the Sh-
erwin Bowl Ski Area proposal. Public
comment on this plan is being accepted
until June 13th.

June Mountain

The plan at June Mountain would in-
crease the capacity of the resort from
2,250 to 7,000 skiers at one time. The
existing 248 acres of ski runs would
nearly be doubled and five new lifts
would be built.

The justification for this expansion
is a projected two to five percent annual
increase in downhill skiing. The Forest
Service does not explain why more than
200 percent expansion at June Mountain
is needed to satisfy this increased ‘“de-
mand.” '

Tracks of the red fox, a species con-
sidered threatened by the State of Califor-
nia, have been found in the expansion
area. Tracks of the pine martin were also
found; this species is listed as “sensitive”
by the U.S. Forest Service.

Other wildlife in the area include
black bear, coyote, bobcat, and raccoon.
Birdsseeninclude: Williamson’s and red-
breasted sapsuckers, hairy woodpecker,
pygmy nuthatch, brown creeper, blue
grouse, Cooper’s and red-tailed hawks,
and prairie falcon. A Cooper’s hawk nest
was found in the expansion area.

Environmental groups are preparing
to appeal the Forest Service decision to
allow this expansion.

Sherwin Bowl

The preferred alternative in the Sher-
win Bowl EIS would be a downhill ski
area supporting 8,000 skiers at one time
with nine lifts.

Sensitive species at Sherwin Bowl
include the pine martin and goshawk.
Other species include the flammulated
owl, prairie falcon, golden eagle, and
mountain lion. The Forest Service lists
the number of acres of habitat that will be
disturbed but avoids drawing conclusions
(except that the mountain lion probably
will abandon the area).

Three public workshops will be held:

April 16, 1 p.m. Mammoth Lakes
High School multi-purpose room; ;

April 19, 7:30 p.m. Howard
Johnson’s Inn, 700 W. Huntington Dr.,
Monrovia; and

April21,7:30 p.m. Oakland Conven-
tion Center, Room 210, 10th and Broad-
way.

The California Wildemess Coalition
will be sending a Wilderness Alert to its
members who have indicated an interest
in the southern Sierra on their wilderness
questionnaire. Comments must be re-
ceived by June 13, 1988. Contact:

Dennis Martin, Forest Supervisor

Inyo National Forest

873 North Main Street

Bishop, CA 93514

UpDATES

Timber Swap Saves Golden
Trout Wilderness From Road

Logging of private land within the Golden Trout Wildemess, managed by the Inyo
National Forest, has been averted by a trade of the 1and for timber from another national forest.
Louisiana Pacific Corporation, owners of the 40 acres within the 303,287-acre wilder-
ness, made an offer to trade that was accepted by the Forest Service. Louisiana Pacific’s local
mill, which was located east of the national forest on highway 395, was closed and sold in the

past few months. (See WR, Februdry, 1988)

Citizens Continue to Watch
Shasta-Trinity Salvage Sales

Forest activists told the Forest Service (FS) their concerns about proposed fire salvage
timber sales in the South Fork roadless area of the Shasta-Trinity National Forest. The FS
received comments at four public meetings held in March. The vast majority of people at the
meetings in Hyampom and Hayfork were in favor of not logging the sensitive areas.

" TheFS hasbegun developing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for salvage sales
in the South Fork and Pattison roadless areas. In a rare cooperative venture, the FS and
citizens groups agreed that the FS would write the EIS and the citizens would not appeal the
Rays Peak timber sale in the Pattison roadless area. (See WR, March 1988). The FS has said
that the draft EIS will be completed by May 1 and the final version by July 1988.

The Wilderness Society has filed an appeal of the Gulch Sale Environmental Assessment
(EA) because of concerns regarding necessary watershed protection, and that clearcuts are
planned on unsuitable timber ground. Three separate sales, totalling 18 million board feet,
2,000 acres, are included.

Hayfork activist Joseph Bower points out that 3,000 feet of 22% grade road will have to
be built to bring out the Gulch Sale timber. “They have to drag trucks out with a bulldozer,”
he said; “I’ve neverheard of a road on that much of a grade before.” -
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"Electrifying"” Hearing Sheds

Light on Hydro Control Transfer

Described as “fairly electrifying” by
Friends of the River’s Ron Stork, a March 29
hearing illuminated legislation that may
transfer control over the nation’s hydroelec-
tric projects from the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission (FERC) to federal land
agencies.

The concept of HR 3693 was supported
by the Forest Service (FS) in testimony be-
fore the House Interior and Insular Affairs
Subcommittee on National Parks and Public
Lands. According to Stork, FS Deputy Chief
George Leonard was “forthright” and stated
a desire to work with the subcommittee on
changes.

The FS position on the bill, sponsored by
Richard Lehman, suprised some observers,
who expected the FS, like the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM), to defer to their fellow
agency (FERC).

Stork testified in favor of the bill, along
with representatives from American Rivers,
the Western River Guides Association, and
The Wildemess Society. “We were able to
make a very powerful case,” Stork said —
“the hearings were very substantive and
interesting.” Stork expressed “reasonable
expectation” that the legislation will be
passed by Congress either this year or the
next.

Testifying against the bill were South-
ern California Edison (SCE), the KingsRiver
Conservation District (KRCD), and the Na-
tional Hydropower Association. Conspicu-
ous in its absence was the FERC itself. The
KRCD’s position was that they would rather
deal with FERC in getting their projects

approved than with the land agencies. SCE
was opposed to the hassle involved with the
dispersed authority; asRon Stork putit, “they
want one stop shopping.”

According to sponsor Congressman
Richard Lehman, HR 3593 will increase the
authority and independence of the USES and
the BLM over the licensing of hydropower
projects on federal land. In addition, the bill
mandates increased public participation in
the licensing process and prohibits agencies
from delegating environmental reports to
project developers.

“Federal land managementagencies and
the public must have more input when it
comes to hydro projects in our communities.
Without this authority, the federal agencies
responsible for public lands become nothing
more than rubber stamps for FERC hydro
licenses,” said Lehman, who is a member of
the Public Land Subcommittee.

According to Lehman, there was a dra-
matic increase in the number of hydropower
projects, particularly small hydro projects,
following the energy crisis of the late 1970s.
The proliferation of these FERC license ap-
plications, especially in the West, have had a
tremendous impact on the development and
management of public lands.

The March 29 hearing was the bill’s
first; a final version must now be written up,
and the bill heard by another House subcom-
mittee. A principalco-sponsorof HR 3593 is
Tony Coehlo.

f
WILDERNESS

BUREAUCRACY

Quiz

1) Which federal agency
handles mineral resources on
all federal public lands?

2) Which federal agency(s) can
recommend land that they
manage for wilderness?

3) How many acronyms are
used in the Sequoia forest
plan?

4) How many Congressionally-
designated federal Wilderness
Areas are there in the state of
California?
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BLM Challenges King Range
Road Closures

The Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) refuses to take no for an answer. A
month after being told to close roads within

the King Range Wilderness Study Area

(WSA), BLM is asking the Interior Board of
Land Appeals (IBLA) to reconsider their
decision.

IBLA upheld portions of the appeal of
the California Wildemess Coalition, e. al.,
ruling that “BLM’s decision to permit ORV
[off-road vehicle] use within the WSA does
notconform to the managementobjectives of
the King Range and will result in significant
environmental impacts to natural and cul-
tural resources.”

The King Range, part of the “Lost
Coast” of Humboldt and Mendocino coun-
ties, is the wildest stretch of California‘s
coastline. In the-fall of 1985, BLM intro-
duced a transportation plan which allowed
visitors to drive inside the WSA. The Cali-
fornia Wilderness Coalition and four other
environmental groups appealed this plan.

In their request for reconsideration,
BLM states that the roads were open to the
public at the time of the passage of the Fed-
eral Land Policy and Management Act of
1976. They also state that they now have

acquired private land that allows BLM to
barricade ORVs from reaching the beach.
Neither of these statements appears to be
true.

BLM also points out that they now plan
to hire a ranger at the King Range, and that
they also are helping to fund a deputy sheriff
for the community of Shelter Cove.

In an interesting interpretation of the
law, the agency states that “BLM is clearly
under no legal constraint to prevent the use of
roads within the King Range WSA, which
existed prior to the passage of FLPMA. The
Board [IBLA] in this decision is purporting
to substitute its judgement for that of the
decision-maker when the record herein con-
tains no evidence that the public lands would
be injured by the opening of established
roads within the WSA.”

They also accuse IBLA of “usurping
such decision-making authority when, in
fact, the Board is not equipped with sufficient
technical expertise to properly evaluate the
management concerns in the Region.”

The environmental groups are working
on their response to set the record straight.

Klamath Mountains, cont. from p. 1

to burn extremely hot through logged areas and expressed concemed that a destructive pattern
is being established, wherein logging in a watershed is followed by hot fire, salvage logging,

and hot fire again.

In the late summer of 1987 261,000 acres of the 1,750,000-acre Klamath Forest burned
in over 15 major wildfires. The fires burned in complex and variable patterns; in several
places a continuum from beneficial underburning to complete forest destruction can be

observed over just a few acres.

Peter Brucker from the Salmon River Concerned Citizens, a coalition of whitewater

rafters, small-scale miners, and other residents, led a field trip to the 1,500-acre Negro Creek
watershed. Fifteen years ago, Negro Creek supported largely unlogged, old-growth forest
from its headwaters to the SalmonRiver. Now the watershed is almost completely deforested;
the Hog Fire of 1977 dealt the first blow, salvage logging dealt the second, and then the area
burned intensely again this summer. With the best of conditions it will take 200-300 years
for the forest to rebuild what has been lost in last fifteen years. If fires return at regular
intervals, forest recovery will be prevented and soil degradation will continué. Negro Creek
is a disaster area that will need intensive ecological restoration and care for the next several
hundred years.

A local timber faller summed up the Klamath situation in this way: “We (the taxpayers)
are buying the timber for the timber companies, paying for the roads, and paying for the
clearcuts.” He also noted with concem the uncaring attitude of the majority of the loggers he
works with, and that when the trees run out, the loggers will just look for work elsewhere.

Salmon River Concemned Citizens are closely monitoring the upcoming salvage sales in
the Klamath, and they will be appealing those sales that threaten critical roadless areas, old-
growth, visual corridors, and sensitive soils.

Eric Beckwitt works with the Forest Issues Task Force in Nevada City.
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Decision Due Any Time

Court Considers Halting What's Left Of
Sequoia Grove Logging

By Stephanie Mandel

Among the awesome presence of the
giant sequoias, trees a thousand years old or
more, quiet is broken by screaming chainsaw
motors. Snows have melted sufficiently, and
harvesting is underway in the sequoia groves
of the Sequoia National Forest (NF). While
the giants themselves are not harvested now
the ponderosa, sugar, and Jeffrey pines,
white fir, and incense cedar, with which they
are intermingled, are cleared.

In an attempt to stop this harvest, a
lawsuit was filed in April 1987. The FS
stopped the sale of timber within sequoia

groves in the Sequoia NF winter of 1986, but
allowed logging to continue for timber that
was sold before the ban.

The suit did not stop these sales; three of
the sale units have already been cleared, and
logging is almost finished in others. On
March 9, 1988, a plea to temporarily halt
logging of old growth sequoia groves until a
trial is held was made before the 9th Circuit
Court of Appeals in Portland, Oregon. A
decision to halt sales would reverse U.S.

District Court decisions made last June and
August which allowed logging to continue.
The court’s decision is expected within the
next few weeks. . j
“We’ll continue the suituntil the last tree
is cut,” said Carla Cloer, an activist with the
Sierra Club; “we do have a point to make.”
The Kern-Kaweah and Tehipite chap-
ters of the Sierra Club filed the suit against
the Sequoia National Forest (See WR May-
June, 1987) over nine timber sales, whose
ecological soundness the groups questioned.
The Sequoia NF released its final forest
plan and Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) in February of this year. This final plan
EIS, however, does not apply to the timber
sales identified in the suit, according to Buck
Parker, an attorney with the Sierra Club
Legal Defense Fund. All the timber sales
mentioned in the suit were begun before the
plan was released, he explained, and at that
time the Sequoia NF had not written an EIS
for any of its timber management activities.
The grounds on which the suit seeks to
halt the logging are that the Sequoia NF has

failed' to study the full range of logging-

impacts in an EIS. The cumulative impacts
of the many individual sales, except for some
analysis of watershed impacts, have not been
disclosed. Timber sales have been planned
as small units, one at a time, and the separate
actions have each been approved with a find-
ing of “no significant impact.” -This violates
the federal National Environmental Policy
Act, the plaintiffs argue.

The Forest Service practice of cutting
whitewoods (defined by the FS as “anything
except a giant sequoia) within the mixed
conifer forests where sequoia groves thrive is
amajorissue. Environmental groups say that
the ecological effects on the sequoias are not
understood. Andy Stahl, a forester who tes-
tified on behalf of the Sierra Club, says that
“nobody knows if it’s bad or good,” explain-
ing that a blanket of even-aged trees, a plan-
tation, is not the natural replacement.

Bob Rogers, a silviculturist with the
Sequoia NF, admits that FS management in
the groves is based on “little hard scientific

research and a lot of practical observation.”
From 1880 to the 1920s there was a lot of
logging of sequoia groves, and the results of
this are “a lot of what we base our conclu-
sions on,” Rogers said. There is no evidence
that the trees will die, but leaving them open
to winds, and logging process itself, could

Despite poor reforestation results nearby, clearcutting is planned in timber sales adjacent to this site In the Tule
River District of the Sequoia National Forest, which was planted in 1973.

Photo by Charlene Little

Sequoia National Forest

Developed Lands

Although forty percent of the Se-
quola National Forest Is unprotected
roadiess land, none Is proposed to
be designhated as wllderness.

have negative effects.

The recently-released Sequoia NF final
forest plan recognizes the importance of
giant sequoias as “specimens.” However,
the plan also sets a priority for “producing a
sustained yield of sawtimber.” Sequoia
groves are targetted for timber production
because they thrive in areas with adequate
rainfall and subsurface waterflow. Such
regions of high productivity are also ideal for
whitewoods.

Cloer and others feel that not just the
speciment trees, but their ecosystem, are
worth saving. Historical and aesthetic values
have been ignored, she said.

There are 36 giant sequoia groves, con-
stituting 13,200 acres, within the 1.1 million-
acre Sequoia NF. The future management of
the groves is established in the FS final plan.
The allocation of acres to management cate-
gories in the plan include: 3,900 acres for
“preservation,” 9,300 for “non-intensive
management,” and O acres for “intensive
management.”

Cloer objects to the setting of manage-
ment categories without specifically seeking
public input first. “They’ve already decided
which groves will be managed for which
empbhasis,” she explained. “Our input is lim-
ited to finalizing the grove boundaries and
allocation—a very limited role.”

=y

Sequoia plan
continued from p. 1

abandoned roads; about fifty miles of road
will be built or reconstructed each year.

A number of organizations, including
the California Wilderness Coalition, Sierra
Club, Wilderness Society, Tulare County
Audubon Society, and Friends of the River,
plan to appeal this plan to the Chief Forester.
In addition, there is an on-going lawsuit
against a number of timber sales [see other
article on this page].
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It's Spring!
Wilderness Permits
in California
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_— Wilderness phone number p=pcrmit required; s=season; q=quota
NORTH FORK
YOLLY BOLLA- —— BUCKS LAKE Agua Tibia 619-557-5050 p; s-for firc closure
MIDDLE EEL Anscl Adams 619-934-2505 p; q-7/1-9/5 for overnight
_______ Bucks Lake 916-283-2050
Caribou 916-257-2151 p-for 25+ group
§ Reno garlslonclcebcrg 209-932-2671 )
astle Crags 916-246-5222 p
SNOW MOUNTAIN ’ GRANITE CHIEF Chancelulla 916-246-5222 p
‘ DESOLATION Cucamonga 714-383-5588 p
( MOKELUMNE Dcsolation 916-622-5061 p; q-6/15-9/5
‘ Dick Smith 805-683-6711 s-occasional summer fire closure;
\ R 20 member party max
\ Dinkey Lakes 209-487-5154 p-overnight
> CARSON-ICEBERG Dome Land 209-784-1500
EMIGRANT Emigrant 209-532-3671 p
‘ HOOVER
) r > YOSEMITE NP
POINT REYES NS~ '. hEASLLLLH
JOHN MUIR

VENTANA GOLDEN TROUT
//@ N\ SOUTH SIERRA
= Portarville®
DINKEY LAKES — — = \
L, DOMELAND
JENNIE LAKES
SEQUOIA & KINGS CANYON NP
SANTA LUCIA
MANCHESNA ~ _— =9\ Sz
SAN RAFAEL
DICK SMITH = vq
Los Angeles
SAN GABRIEL &.;
SHEEP MOUNTAIN )
CUCAMONGA N
SAN GORGONIO
SAN MATEO
SAN JACINTO
15 member party max. RElApitE s )
Golden Tr}(l)lut 612-8’;2-52;1} p; q-7/1-9/15 San Diego JOSHUA TREE
Granite Chief 916-265-4 PINE CREEK o MAL MONUMENT '
Hauser 619-557-5050 p; s-potential fire hazard closure HAUSER ANZA BOI;IEEGO NATIONA 5406 1(“1 . S— +QV“
Hoover 619-932-7070 p; q-7/1-9/15 DESERT : j
Ishi 916-257-2151 p for 25+ group
Jennic Lakes 209-784-1500
John Muir 209-487-5154 p-overnight; q-7/1-9/5
Joshua Tree 714-367-25;: P; q ¢h H1-9/5
Kaiser 209-487-5154 p-overnight; q-7/1- 76
Machesna 805-683-6711 s-occasional summer fire closure; %ﬁgsg':lttes g?g_zzg_ggg?
o AR TR San Gabricl 818-574-5200

Lassen Volcanic

916-595-4444 p-overnight

San Gorgonio

714-383-5588 p

San Jacinto 714-383-5588 p
San Matco 619-557-5050 p-overnight
San Rafacl 805-683-6711 s-occasnonal summer fire closure;

Santa Lucia

0 mcmber party max.

805-683-6711 s-occasnonal summer fire closure;

20 member party max.

Lava Beds 916-667-2282 p
Marble Mt. 916-468-5351
Mokclumne 916-622-5061 p-5/25-9/15, overnight only
Monarch 209-487-5154 p
Mount Shasta’ 916-246-5222 p
North Fork 707-442-1721
Pinc Creck 619-557-5050 p; s-for firc closure
Pinnacles 408-389-4485 no overnight use
Point Reycs 415-663-1092 p; q
Notes:

Specific wilderness regulations vary widely from national forest to national
forest, between individual wildernesses within each national forest, and
even between different trail heads leading into the same wilderness.

We recommend that you contact the hational forest or other agency. for
more Information.

In California, campfire permits are required year around.

Most areas have a maximum party size of 25; exceptions are noted.

Santa Rosa 714-383-5588 p

Scquoia/Kings 209-565-3341 p; q

Sheep Mountain 818-574-5200

Siskiyou 707-442-1721

Snow Mountain 916-934-3316 14-mcember party max.
South Sicrra 209-784-1500

South Warncer 916-233-5811

Thousand Lakces
Trinity Alps
Ventana

916-257-2151 p- for 25+ group

916-246-5222 p

805-683-6711 s-occaisional fire closure; )
20 member party max.

Yolla Bolly-Middlc Ecl 916-937-3316 14-mcmbcr party max.

Yoscmite 209-382-0307 p-for overnight; q

Information complled by Joe Bogaard. Joe Is an intern with the CWC and Is
studying wildlife biology at the University of California, Davis.
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Tahoe Foresters Speak To 350 Locals

Book Sparks Talk of Forest Service Reform

By Stephanie Mandel

Top Forest Service officials at a public
forum on reforming the Forest Service may
seem an unlikely (if refreshingly open) ex-
change, but that’s what happened in Nevada
City on February 21, 1988.

=
(]

Bill Knispek, Tahoe National Forest
Timber Manager, at the forest forum.

Tahoe National Forest Supervisor Geri
Larson and Timber Manager Bill Knispek
joined poet Gary Snyder and forest econo-
mist Randal O’Toole in a discussion that
centered around concepts in O’Toole’s
newly released book, titled Reforming the
Forest Service.

Thanks to the local Forest Issues Task
Force, over 300 people in attendance were
treated to an exchange of ideas on timber sale
economics and incentives to motivate Forest
Service (FS) officials to do “what’s best for
the land.” |

O’Toole’s book has proposed that the

FS charge fees at fair market values for all
resources, including recreation. Currently
the FS is not allowed to keep recreation
earnings, but can keep those from timber and
grazing. Since grazing is notoriously under-
valued, timber becomes the primary income
for individual national forests. The system
for distribution of this money, O’Toole ar-
gues, provides incentives that lead many
national forests to sell timber below cost
sales.

Tension between the panelists was gen-
erated over the issue of below-cost timber
sales. Larson said that although national
forests have not been set aside for economic
return, the Tahoe National Forest has a net
dollar gain from timber. Although Knispek
prefaced his remarks with a refusal to talk
about economics (“too hot”), he discussed
the various FS timber reports, compiled for
congressional review, that account for their
activities. O’Toole maintained that, on the
whole, “the public cost of preparing federally
owned and managed timber for logging by
private concerns is greater than fees the tim-
ber industry pays the government for the
trees it cuts.” This happens due to what
O’Toole refers to as “budget-maximizing
behavior.” The Forest Service is “‘simply an
institution which is governed by its own set
of incentives,” he says, and the currentincen-
tives to-keep budgets big lead to below cost
sales.”

An integral part of O’Toole’s proposed
reform is recreation fees. The FS itself esti-

mates that national forest recreation is worth

Wilderness Bureaucracy Quiz Answers

1) the Bureau of Land Management

2) Bureau of Land Management, Forest Service, National Park
Service, and Fish and Wildlife Service

3) 161 (examples: WFUD-Wildlife and Fish User Days; MIZ-

Meadows Influence Zone)

4) not enough! (54)

twice as much as national forest timber, and
O’Toole points out that funding from the
U.S. Treasury would not be needed, saving
taxpayers over $2 billion per year.

Poet Gary Snyder, who lives adja-
cent to the Tahoe Natlonal Forest,
joined the panel. (Anonymous artist.)

Panelist Snyder expressed concem that
introducing the profit incentive might lead
national forests to allow too many people in
to recreate, posing an ecological threat.
O’Toole responded that his proposal does
not solve all environmental problems, such
as endangered species protection, and that
good judgementon the part of FS profession-
als will still be necessary for some kinds of
protection. :

Eric Beckwitt of the Forest Issues Task
Force questioned O’Toole about how his
market scheme would provide for reforesta-
tion, and about strong market pressure to cut
old growth forest and other areas in many
west coast forest which have high timber
value but also are important ecologies to
preserve.

O’Toole replied that reforestation could
be accomplished through stewardship con-
tracts. To the old growth question he again
stressed the need for professional judgement
and protective legislation, such as the Endan-
gered Species Act and Clean Water Act.

Reforming the Forest Service is avail-
able from Island Press for $16.95 + $2.75
shipping and handling; P.O. Box 7, Covelo,
CA 95428, (707) 983-6432 or 1 (800) 628-
2828, ext. 416.
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CALENDAR

April 10 DEADLINE for appeals,
Sequoia National Forest Final Plan.
Send to: Paul F. Barker, Regional
Forester, Pacific Southwest Region,
USDA Forest Service, 630 San-
some St., San Francisco, CA
94111.

April 15-16 Back Country Horse-
men of California: First Annual State
Convention, Visalia Convention
Center, Visalia, CA, contact Charlie
Morgan 209-539-3394.

April 16 Birthday party/conference
for John Muir, 10:00 am-5:00 pm,
Julia Morgan Theater, 2640 College
Avenue, Berkeley. Displays,
lectures, workshops, panel discus-
sion with David Brower, John
Berger, Steve Rauh, and Lee
Stetson.

Aprll 16, 19, 21 Public workshops
sponsored by the Inyo National
Forest to discuss the Sherwin Bowl
Ski Area Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. 4/16, 1:00 pm, Mam-
moth Lakes High School Mutlti-
purpose room; 4/19, 7:30 pm,
Howard Johnson's Inn, 700 W.
Huntington Dr., Monrovia; 4/21, 7:30
pm, Oakland Convention Center,
Rm. 210, 10th & Broadway. Call the
Inyo N.F. at (619) 873-5841 for
more information.

May 16 DEADLINE for comments
on Mt. Shasta Area Draft Environ-
mental Impact Statement. Send to
Supervisor Robert Arturo, Shasta-
Trinity National Forest, 2400 Wash-
ington Avenue, Redding, CA
96001.

June 13 Comments due on the
Sherwin Bowl Ski Area Draft EIS.
Send to: Attn. Recreation, USDA
Forest Service, Inyo National
Forest, 873 N. Main St., Bishop, CA
93514.
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CWC BUSINESS SPONSORS

Like many citizen organiza-  Baldwin's Forestry Services Echo, The Wilderness Company ~ Jacobs Construction
tions, the California Wilderness P.O. Box 22 6529 Telegraph Avenue 1130 N. Heritage Drive
Coalition depends upon sponsor- Douglas City, CA 96024 Oakland, CA 94609 Ridgecrest, CA 93555
ship and support. The organiza- !
tion is grateful to have the follow-  Kathy Blankenship-Photography  John B. Frailing Richard Karem, M.D.
ing businesses that have recog- 402 Lago Place Froba, Frailing, & Rockwell 1290 West Street
nized the need to preserve the Davis, CA 95616 1025 15th Street Redding, CA 96001
wildemess of California. Modesto, CA 95354
Creative Sound Recording David B. Kelley
agAccess Michael W. Nolasco Genny Smith Books Consulting Soil Scientist
603 4th Street 6412 Cerromar Court P.O. Box 1060 216 F Street, #51
Davis, CA 95616 Orangevale, CA 95662 Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 Davis, CA 95616
Alpine West Daybell Nursery Gorman & Waltner Mike McWherter
130 G Street 55 N.E. Street 1419 Broadway, Suite 419 Writing and Photography
Davis, CA 95616 Porterville, CA 93257 Oakland, CA 94612 1231 Bottlebrush Pl.
Oxnard, CA 93030
Antelope Camping Eq. Man. Co.  David B. Devine Hibbert Lumber Company
21740 Granada Avenue 447 Sutter 500 G Street The Naturalist
Cupertino, CA 95014 San Francisco, CA 94115 Davis, CA 95616 219 E Street
Davis, CA 95616
The Nzorth Fg(l:les
1234 Fi treet
COALITION MEMBER GROUPS Berkeley, CA 94710
Ouz%l X%agesmm S
: . : 14 West treet
Acorn Alliance Granite Chief Task Force :
American Alpine Club Greenpeace E9ica:CA 95928
Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club Ishi Task Force Quality Sew-Ups
Back Country Horsemen of Calif. Kaweah Group, Sierra Club 21613 Talisman Street

Bay Chapter, Sierra Club

Butte Environmental Council

Cahto Coalition

California Alpine Club

California Native Plant Society

Camp Unalayee Association

Citizens Comm. to Save Our Public Lands
Citizens for Better Forestry

Citizens for Mojave National Park
Committes for Green Foothills
Committee to Save the Kings River
Concerned Citizens of Calaveras Co.
Conejo Valley Audubon Society
Conservation Call

Covelo Wildlands Association

Davis Audubon Society

Defenders of Wildlife

Desert Protective Council

Ecology Center of So. California

El Dorado Audubon Society
Environmental Protection Info. Center
Forest Alliance

Friends Aware of Wildlife Needs
Friends of Plumas Wilderness
Friends of the Earth

Friends of the River

Friends of the River Foundation
Golden Gate Envir. Law Society

[rm—————————————————

Keep the Sespe Wild Committee.
Kern Audubon Socisty

Kern Plateau Association

Kern River Valley Audubon Society
Kern River Valley Wildlife Association
Kern-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club
Knapsack Sec., Bay Ch., Sierra Club
Lake Tahoe Audubon Society

Loma Prieta Chapter, Sierra Club
Los Angeles Audubon Society
Marble Mountain Audubon Society
Marin Audubon Society

Marin Conservation League
Mendocino Environment Center
Merced Canyon Committee ’

Mono Lake Committee

Monterey Peninsula Audubon Society
Morro Coast Audubon Society

Mt. Shasta Audubon Society

Mt. Shasta Recreation Council
Natural Resources Defense Council
NCRCC Sierra Club

Northcoast Environmental Center
N.E. Californians for Wilderness
Orange County Sierra Singles
Pasadena Audubon Society
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Torrance, CA 90503

Peppermint Alert

Placer County Conser. Task Force
Planning and Conservation League
Pomona Valley Audubon Society
Porterville Area Environmental Council
Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club

The Red Mountain Association
Salmon Trollers Marketing Assn.

San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club

San Francisco Ecology Center

Sea & Sage Audubon Society

Sierra Association for Environment
Sierra Treks

Sinkyone Council

Siskiyou Mountains Resource Council
South Fk Trinity Watershed Association
South Fork Watershed Association
Stockton Audubon Society

Trinity Alps Group

Tulare County Audubon Society

Tule River Indian Health Project

U.C. Davis Environmental Law Society
The Wilderness Society

Wintu Audubon Society

Recreational Equipment, Inc.
1338 San Pablo Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94702

20640 Homestead Road
Cupertino, CA 95014

9 City Boulevard West
The City, Store #44
Orange, CA 92668

Renewed Resources
Art Derby
555 Chapman Place
Campbell, CA 95008

Ridge Builders Group
123 C Street
Davis, CA 95616

Bob Rutemoeller, CFP
Certified Financial Planner
P.O. Box 7472
Stockton, CA 95207

S & S Enterprises
16 Morcom Place
Oakland, CA 94619

San Francisco Travel Service
407 Jackson St., Ste. 205
San Francisco, 94111

Siskiyou Forestry Consultams
P.O. Box 241
Arcata, CA 95521

Christopher P. Valle-Riestra
Attorney at Law
2626 Harrison Street
Oakland, CA 94612

Brock Wagstaff Architect
2200 Bridgeway
Sausalito, CA 94965

Wildemess Press
2440 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94704

Yakima Products, Inc.
P.O. Drawer 4899
Arcata, CA 95521

Yes Electric
22 Claus Circle
Fairfax, CA 94930

Zoo-Ink Screen Print
2415 St, # 270
San Francisco, CA 94107

0 T-Shirt Order Form O VYes! lwishto become a member of IR i
I Item Size  Color Amount the California Wilderness Coalition. Individual $ 1500 1
I Enclosed is $ for first-year Low-income Individual $ 750 1
i membership dues. . Sustaining Individual $ 2500 |
| Here is a special contribution of Patron $ 500.00 :
| $___ to help the Coalition's work. ;
1 Non-profit Organization $ 3000
: NAME Business Sponsor $ 30.00 :
: Subtotal ADDRESS t tax deductible I
0 Mail to: i
I Shipping California Wilderness Coalition I
i 2655 Portage Bay East, Suite § i



