']Im ’ 'III»

S

llur

&,’-«&?!

WiLde

Phil Farre

Non-Profit Org.

ISSN 0194-3030

U.S. Postage

PAID

Davis, CA
Permit No. 34

RNESS ReCORD

PROCEEDINGS OF THE CALIFORNIA WILDERNESS COALITION

Vol. 14, No. 4

2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5 Davis, CA 95616

Apiil, 1989

Treeless
Roadless
Areas?

In the March 1 Federal Register, the
Forest Service published a notice of intent
to prepare environmental impact statements
(EIS) for two timber sales in the Almanor
Ranger District of the Lassen National
Forest in north-central California, the Polk
and Alder timber sales.

The Polk sale is located in the vicinity
of Deer and Middle creeks, both proposed
by the Forest Service for inclusion in the
Wild and Scenic River System. (The area
was the ancestral home of the Yahi Tribe.
Ishi, the last member of the Yahi, is the
subject of a well-known book by anthro-
pologist Theodore Kroeber.)

Approximately one-fourth of the sale
area is within the Polk Springs Roadless
Area, which was released by the California
Wilderness Act of 1984. The area supports
the East Tehama deer herd and an anadro-
mous and resident coldwater fishery.

The Alder timber sale is located in the
Cub Creek Roadless Area, also released by
the California Wilderness Act of 1984. This
area supports deer, black bear, an anadro-
mous and coldwater fishery, and several
old-growth-dependent species. The area is
characterized by steep slopes, shallow soils,
rock outcrops, and landslide-prone soils.

The draft EIS for each of the roadless
areas is scheduled for publication in April
1989, with the final EIS tentatively sched-
uled for June 1989.

Both of these sales are on an extremely
fast track, as can be seen from the short
interval between scoping (the deadline for
scoping comments was March 31) and
completion of the draft EISs. When ques-
tioned about this, the Forest Service stated
that environmental assessments had already
been completed for the two sales and that a
proposed policy is being tested which di-
rects the agency to prepare EISs for timber
salés in released roadless areas.

Reprinted from Bi-Weekly Update,
the publication of The Wilderness Soci-
ety’s National Forest Action Center.

Sword Lake in the Carson-lceberg Wilderness, where 4,065 acres of private land

may be bought—if Congress appropriates the funds.

Photo by Jeff Schaffer

Turned Down

The administration’s proposal to transfer essentially all of the Forest
Service’s 1989 land acquisition funds to pay for 1988 firefighting costs was
speedily rejected by Congress’ Office of Management and Budget...but the
question of the under-utilization of the Land & Water Conservation Fund

remains.

By Stephanie Mandel

When the Ventana Wilderness was
designated in 1969, nine private interests
held land within the boundaries. Congress
realized that inholdings could create man-
agement problems, but most of the 98,000
acres were beautifully wild. They wrote
into the 1964 Wildemess Act that private in-
holdings within national forest and Burean
of Land Management wilderness areas may
be acquired, subject to the concurrence of
the owner and approval of funds by Con-
gress.

From 1973 to 1981 a total of 1,892
acres was purchased in the Ventana and
other Los Padres National Forest Wilder-
ness Areas. The source of funds? The Land
and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF).

In the Carson-Iceberg Wilderness, an

inholding that includes sensitive meadow,
creekside, and riverside parcels that are
critical to protecting the water quality of the
Carson River and its tributaries is up for
sale. These 4,065 acres can be purchased
for $21.1 million. The only reasonable
source of funds? The LWCEF.

Congress’ Office of Management and
Budget turned down the Secretary of Agri-
culture’s proposal to transfer essentially all
of the Forest Service’s 1989 LWCF land
acquisition funds ($54 million) to pay for
1988 firefighting costs. The Forest Service
justified the transfer on the basis that “land
purchase is a postponable activity,” but
bipartisan opposition was voiced in a letter
signed by 27 Senators, including powerful
natural resources committee leaders.

According to Jay Watson of The Wil-

continued on page 6

Desert
Disaster

By Nobby Riedy

“A New Kind of Mining Disaster.”
That’s how the New York Times described
the recently developed mining process that
allows microscopic bits of gold to be col-
lected from enormous piles of crushed ore.
Heap leach gold mining is leading the
newest gold rush and leaving behind waste
piles, unreclaimed pits, and dead wildlife.

The Castle Mountain Project, proposed
for the heart of the East Mojave National
Scenic Area. fand proposed Mojave Na-
tional Park), would cover more than four
square miles. Its pits would be deeper than
the Washington Monument is tall. Enough
overburden (rock containing no gold) and
ore would be dug out of the ground to pile
crushed rock over two football fields as high
as the Empire State building. And 4,500
tons of cyanide would be used every year.

CYANIDE AND OPEN PITS

Heap leach mining operations strip
open large pits in the earth, crush the rock,
and then spray the ore with a cyanide solu-
tion that washes through the ore and bonds
with tiny particles of gold. The solution is
transported to ponds; some holding millions

continued on page 4
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Monthly Report

In addition to her job as editor, Stepha-
nie has taken on the role of getting us out of
the office and into the wilds. Thus has
started the infamous CWC staff and volun-
teer hikes.

Infamous, since our overnight last
Memorial Day into the Granite Chief Wil-
derness turned into a snow trip (although
the editor who organized that trip somehow
wasn’t with us as the flakes were falling).
So when we planned a weekend in the
Cache Creek Wilderness Study Area, our
friends and neighbors were overjoyed—
they knew the drought of 1989 was about to
end.

On the only day of the year that is a
command (March fourth), fifteen CWC
volunteers and friends headed up the road to
the new BIM trailhead into Cache Creek.
As we arrived at the parking area, hail began
to fall.

At this point a debate ensued. CWC
Director Ron Stork suggested we go home
and wait a few months. In the end, a dozen
folks opted for a wet day hike. Only our
newest employee, Bill, and student intern
Shelley, were bold (foolish?) enough to
take my lead and shoulder our packs for the
whole weekend.

Part of my reasoning for sticking it out
was that this is the season the bald eagles
winter in the Cache Creek canyon. On a
previous hike last spring, there was a con-
sensus that the black speck in the binoculars
was, indeed, an eagle. I wanted a little more
intimate contact with this wonderful bird.

As it turned out, the wildlife apparently
felt it was foolish to spend time out in the

rain. A great blue heron, an ouzel, some

\
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By Jim Eaton

ducks, lots of huge carp, and fresh bear
tracks were the extent of our wildlife view-

ing

look for the eagles.

Meanwhile, back in the office, our
trusty Macintosh finally had a mental
breakdown. Actually, the flyback trans-
former in the video died, while the com-
puter still worked. But unlike Tommy, the
deaf, dumb, and blind kid who played the
pinball machines by intuition, we weren’t
able to use the Mac without a screen. A
friend replaced the damaged part for us,
but the replacement burned out as well. So
if you were expecting some correspon-
dence from us, be patient. We don’t even
have a typewriter here, so when the Mac is

down we are down.

Fortunately, a number of other offices
in the building have Macs, along with
members, friends, and relatives. Unfortu-
nately, the first machine loaned to us died
that very night. Our copy machine failed
the following morning, leading us to be-
lieve that a hardware virus was loose in the
office (it even followed me.home, knock-
ing out my water heater the following day).

But we are getting back to normal

now.

Now, regarding that photo on page 4.
Like most woolly bears, I tend to gather fur
and fat to get through the cold winters. But
when the spring comes, at least the fur thins
out. So by the time of the Backcountry
Horsemen’s convention in early April, I’'ll
shed so much hair that I will look less like

Karl Marx and more like Groucho.

But it was nice to get out, rain or shine.
I guess we’ll just have to go back again to

V

Registration
___ | will be a local conference
coordinator.
___Here is my $15 registration fee.
___Here is $30 for registration +
CWC membership.
___Here is my Conference Mentor
contribution.

Name

California Wilderness Conference

Address

City Zip Code

Please send to:
California Wilderness Coalition, 2655

Make checks payable to:

\s

Portage Bay East, Ste. 5, Davis, CA 95616

California Wilderness Coalition or CWC

California Wilderness Conference

“Celebrating the 25th
Anniversary of the

Wilderness Act”

October 19-22, 1989
Visalia, California

Conference Co-sponsors to
date: Sierra Club Kern-Kaweah
Chapter, The Wilderness Soci-
ety, Tulare County Audubon,
Yosemite Association.
Conference Mentors: Harriet
Allen, Bob Barnes, Liz Caldwell,
Alan Carlton, Jim Clark, Ron &
Mary Ann Henry, Vicky Hoover,
Sarah & John Konior, Norman
B. Livermore, Jr., Julie
McDonald, Brian Newton, Bob &
Anne Schneider, Stan Weidert,
Carl Weidert.

ﬁ
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Celebrate & Confer!

The Wilderness Act, enacted by Con-
gress in September of 1964, celebrates its
25th anniversary this fall! You can join the
joyous celebration of this epoch-making

legislation, which opened a new era for pres- -

ervation of valuable public lands, by coming
to the 1989 California Wildemess Confer-
ence in October.

Four years ago, Visalia, California, was
the scene of one of the most dynamic gather-
ings in the history of California’s Wilderness
movement—the California Wildemess Con-
ference, sponsored by the California Wilder-
ness Coalition. For three days more than 700
wilderness activists met, listened to inspiring
speeches, learned new skills, shared experi-
ences, sparked new ideas, made new friends,
and gained a renewed spirit of commitment
to preserving California’s magnificent
wildlands.

It’s happening again!! Expanded to four
days, the 1989 California Wilderness Con-
ference is scheduled for October 19-22 at the
Visalia Convention Center.

Representative Mel Levine, sponsor of
the California Desert Protection Act, will be
one of the speakers at the conference. The
theme of the conference is “Celebrate 25
Years of California Wilderness,” honoring
the 1964 epactment of The Wildemess Act.
In addition, environmental and political
leaders and experienced activists will share
their expertise in speeches and workshops
covering wilderness management, desert
protection, ancient forests, the nuts and bolts
of passing legislation, appeals, media, and
much, much more.

The excitement won’t end with the
workshops and speeches; there will also be
fine arts, entertainment, music, slide shows,
and, most importantly, comradeship. Sug-
gestions for speakers, workshops, and enter-
tainment are welcome. Please send your
ideas to the address below.

The conference registration fee is a
modest $15 (the same price as 1985). This
registration fee will pay for less than 25
percent of the conference costs. The confer-
ence depends on the good will of those able
to donate more. Please consider becoming a
Conference Mentor for $50 or more, for
which you will receive a free conference t-
shirt. A $30 registration will include mem-
bership in the California Wilderness Coali-
tion.

Four years ago, Visalia,
California, was the scene
of one of the most dy-
namic gatherings in the
history of California’s
Wilderness movement.
...and it’s happening
again!

Organizations are being asked to co-
sponsor the conference for $500 or more. To
date, the California Wildemess Conference
is cosponsored by the Kem-Kaweah Chapter
of the Sierra Club, Tulare County Audubon,
Yosemite Association, and The Wilderness
Society. If your organization or chapter is
not listed, please consider cosponsorship.

Volunteers are needed to help spread the
word about the conference and ensure its
success. If you are interested in volunteer-
ing, please contact Bob Barnes at the address
and phone listed below.

For information or questions on the
1989 California Wilderness Conference,
please call or write: Bob Barnes, Confer-
ence Coordinator, P.O. Box 269, Porter-
ville, CA 93258, (209) 784-44717.

7 )

Uncle Jim’s
Wilderness @rivia
Auiz Auestions
See page 4 for
Uncle Jim’s

special April
maich-'em quiz!
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The headwaters of the West Walker River in the Hoover Wilderness -of the

Toilyabe National Forest.

Photo by Dave Willis

A Chance for Wild Rivers

By Steve Evans

Assemblymember Byron Sher (D-Palo
Alto) has recently introduced AB 1200, a bill
to add the East Carson and West Walker
rivers to the California Wild and Scenic riv-
ers System. The bill would also prohibit
hydroelectric development on the McCloud
River, without designating it Wild and Sce-
nic. AB 1200 is the first real opportunity to
add rivers to the state system since it was
established in 1972.

The East Carson and West Walker are
unique rivers that drain the east side of the
Sierra Nevada and flow into the Great Basin
desert. The East Carson offers a popular
whitewater run complete with hot springs

and the opportunity to catch large trout. The
West Walker drains the Hoover Wildemess
just northeast of Yosemite Park and is a
popular river for backpacking, camping, and
fishing.

The McCloud River is not being desig-
nated in AB 1200 because of the opposition
of riverside landowners and the timber in-
dustry. Instead, the bill prohibits hydroelec-
tric development in order to preserve the
river’s free-flowing values. Rising from
springs fed by glacial melt from Mt. Shasta,
the McCloud is one of the premier trophy
trout streams in California, offering a mag-
nificent setting for anglers, boaters, and all
people of the state.

San Bernardino Forest plan:

Appeal for Wilderness

By Bill Burrows

On March 10 the San Gorgonio Chapter of the Sierra Club filed an appeal against the
Forest Service’s latest California forest plan. The plan for the San Bemardino National
Forest, the Sierra Club claims, would significantly affect their local members’ use of the

forest.

The Sierra Club is requesting a partial stay of the plan’s prescriptions for the manage-
ment of Sugarloaf roadless area, the Granite Peak roadless area, and the Deep Creek roadless
area. Also at issue is the plan’s finding that the North and South Forks of the San Jacinto River
do not qualify as eligible for wild and scenic status.

The Sierra Club is specifically requesting a non-motorized dispersed recreation
management prescription for the Sugarloaf, Granite Peak, and Deep Creek roadless areas.
This prescription would allow road construction for vegetation and wildlife management, for
temporary access roads into the given areas. In the plan’s management presciption,
permanent road construction would be allowed. The Sierra Club’s appeal claims that
construction of permanent roads would destroy the current recreation opportunities available

in these roadless areas.

The appeal also requests that seg-
ments of the North and South Forks of the
San Jacinto River be considered eligible for
wild and scenic status. On the North Fork,
the desired segments are the headwaters
section that originates and traverses the west
side of San Jacinto Wilderness State Park and
the section of river that cuts a deep canyon
down the west slopes of the San Jacinto
Mountains. .-On.the'South Fork, the segment
of concern runs from Lake Hemet to the
private land (in Sec.28).

Grazing Fees Go
Up, But Not Much

Grazing fees for national forest and
Bureau of Land Management lands (includ-
ing Wilderness Areas) were raised to $1.86
per head per month, a 32 cent increase.

Effective March 1, 1989, the increase
(for 16 westemn states only) brings the fees to
roughly 20 to 29 percent of the appraised
market value of federal grazing privileges,
according to expert real estate appraisers.

MCCLOUD
RIVER —

REDDING

EAST

LAKE
TAHOE

SACRAMENTO
.

sanrrancisco WEST

WALKER

Sespe Bill Allows Dams

The legislative flow has begun for a
Wild & Scenic bill for the Sespe and Sisquoc
rivers in the central coast’s Los Padres Na-
tional Forest, and it promises to be a rocky
run. .

The bill, introduced on February 16 by
Representative Robert Lagomarsino (HR
1473) and Senator Pete Wilson (S 637), in-
cludes all 31 miles of the Sisquoc, but only
27.5 miles of the 55-mile Sespe. The bill
does not protect the Sespe from two proposed

dams, Oat Mountain and Coldsprings. Con-_
servationists want to see the entire 55 miles

of the Sespe profectéd from development.

Lori Stillman of Lagomarsino’s office
defended the Representative’s decision to
eliminate the dam sites from the bill, saying
“we feel like our bill is a compromise on this
whole water rights issue.” Stillman points
out that the “bill incorporates the recommen-
dations of the Forest Service plan.”

Alasdair Coyne of Keep the Sespe Wild
Committee, however, points out that the
agency’s plan did not find the Sespe unsuit-
able for Wild & Scenic status, but rather
deferred a decision on the 14.5-mile segment
from Morro Grande to Trout Creek until the
next planning period (at least ten years

hence). Coyne and other citizens have re-
searched the economics of both proposed
dams and conclude that they are “just not
cost-effective.” They also are, concerned
about the fact that the proposed Coldsprings
Dam’s foundation would be built on mi-
caceous shale, a soft material.

Keep the Sespe Wild Committee, based
in Ojai, is campaigning for business endorse-
ments of legislation to protect all 55 miles of
the Sespe. Congressional hearings may be
held on the Sespe legislation within the next
two months.

Managing Ishi

Important direction is set forth for the
Ishi Wildemess in the recently-released pro-
posed implementation plan. The Lassen
National Forest will be accepting comments
on the proposed plan and environmental
assessment until April 27.

The plan explores four alternatives for
managing the wilderness—the “current situ-
ation,” “intermediate,” “nature-oriented,”
and “human-oriented” alternatives. The
Forest Service proposes the “intermediate”
alternative, which would continue livestock
grazing in the wilderness at present levels.

Steve Evans, a long-time Ishi Wilder-
ness explorer and preservationist, believes
that the present level of grazing in the Ishi
area is causing great damage to the area.
“The grazing has been, and continues to
deteriorate and alter the natural vegetation in
the Ishi,” he claims.

On another aspect of the proposed alter-
native, acquisition of wilderness private
inholdings, Evans praises the implementa-
tion plan, calling it “an effective way to
manage wilderness.”

To receive a copy of the proposed plan or
to comment on it, write to Richard A, Henry,
Forest Supervisor, Lassen National Forest,
55 So. Sacramento Street, Susanville, CA
96130;;0r.call. Jane Sylvester or Keith Crum-
mer at (916) 258-2141.
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Uncle Jim’s

Match-

'Em Quiz

FS Releases New
Vicinity Map of California

Forest Service Term:

What they really mean:

Access

Big Game

Created Opening
Decadent Trees

Dust Event
Clearcutting

Decision Space
Discounted Benefit
Even-Aged Management
Final Cut

Hard Snag

Harvest Species
Issue Dispensation Process
Large Woody Material
Non-Vegetative
Overmature Timber
Overstory Removal
Regeneration Cutting
Seed Tree Cutting
Shelterwood Cutting
Stumpage
Unplanned Ignition
Unregulated Timber
Unsuitable Lands
Water Influence Zone
Wilderness

Aerial Wolves

Animalis Hunted

Animals Hunted or Fished
Clearcut

Clearcutting

Dead Tree

Dust Storm

Excellent Forestry

Forest Fire

Forest Pianning Process
George Bush

Lakes and Streams

Large, Slimy Things

‘Limits to Forest Planning
Los Angeles

Marine Mammals
Old-Growth Forest

Present Value of Future Benefits
Review of Public Comments
Rocks

Small, Slimy Things

Spotted Owls

To Build Roads

Trees

Trees Not Available to Log
Uneven-Aged Management

(answers on page 7.)

Vicinity Map

\
Sciamente
s
;

b
San Francisco

S

Los Angeles

All the California
national forest plans
have been appealed
by at least one con-
servation group But
some are a lot more
fun than others...this
map is from the El-
dorado National For-
est 's Final EIS.)

A\

Wilderness Leaders
Trivia Quiz:

Which of these two people in-
spires fear and loathing in the
hearts of conservative segments
of the population?

Who is the real Executive Direc-
tor of the California Wilderness

Coalition?

\

(answers on page 7.) a.

)

J

Castle Mtn. Mine

continued from page 1

of gallons, and then passed through a carbon
filter that strips the gold away.

In Nevada alone, it is estimated that
5,000 to 10,000 birds have died in the solu-
tion ponds of heap leach mines over the last
couple of years. Owils, egrets, mallards,
songbirds, and many other species have died
from ingesting the cyanide solution. Thou-
sands of acres of open pits have been dug,
mostly on public lands, and thousands more
will be dug in coming years. Reclamation

requirements don’t normally include filling
in the pits. The impacted lands may never
recover their original vigor.

CASTLE MOUNTAIN

In the fall of 1987, the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) authorized the Castle
Mountain Project without an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). The agency ac-
cepted the mining company’s own environ-
mental assessment, which claimed that there
was no potential for significant impacts to the
environment. Conservationists, including
The Wildemess Society, Sierra Club Legal
Defense Fund, Desert Survivors, and Citi-

zens for Mojave National Park, protested the
decision.

In the appeal of the decision, the conser-
vation community noted the project’s poten-
tial to destroy the East Mojave’s largest ri-
parian woodland, Piute Spring within the
BIM Piute Wilderness Study Area (WSA).
The cyanide leaching process uses enormous
amounts of water, which at Castle Mountain
would come out of the same ground water
basin that feeds Piute Spring. Deer, bighorn
sheep, and a variety of bird species depend on
that fragile habitat for survival.

The appeal was successful in having the

authorization withdrawn and preparation of
an EIS required. The draft EIS was released
on March 8, 1989.

IMPACTS

The Canadian Viceroy Corporation
plans to cover more than 330 acres of desert
ecosystem with leaching pads piled with 40
million tons of crushed ore. The cyanide
solution ponds would hold nine million gal-
lons and cover five acres. The presence of
cyanide ponds would have significant effects
on birds and other wildlife attracted to the
water source. In just one instance a year ago,

go to next page
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Great Mountain, Boom Town Hopes

By Lois Kent

In 1984 a promotional video was pro-
duced showing “Lemuria Village,” the
brainchild of developer Carl Martin, who
wanted to build a combined ski area/golf
course/motel/condos/shops/multi-village
complex on Mt. Shasta’s west slope at about
the 6,000 to 8,000 foot elevation. The urban-
ized portion of this scheme would be on
several hundred acres of what is now Rose-
burg Resource Company land, which Martin
retains an option to buy. The ski area would
be on national forest land.

In a region starved for economic excite-
ment, many local politicians, real estate
interests, and chambers of commerce sup-
port Martin. They have hired professional
lobbyists to pressure public officials into
supporting the Mt. Shasta Ski Area, poten-
tially able to accommodate up to 4,800 skiers
per day. Meanwhile, developer Martin has,
at least publicly, backed away from the full-
blown “Lemuria” package and thus avoided
having to address the total environmental

Statement (EIS) was released in September.
It was appealed by the California Wilderness
Coalition, the Mother Lode Chapter of the
Sierra Club, and The Wildemess Society,
represented by attorney Roger Beers. The
appeal was denied at the regional level, but a
stay request was granted, prohibiting any
construction while the Forest Service Chief
in Washington, D.C. considers the appeal.

Many local residents fear the adverse
impacts of urbanizing what is now one of the
most rural (3 stop lights in the whole county)
parts of California. But these fears are almost
overwhelmed by the boom town euphoria
surrounding development proposals. The
utility, Pacific Power and Light, was the
producer of the 1984 video, and the County
of Siskiyou has also supported Carl Martin’s
plans by lending him funds.

Just a few of the issues glossed over by
the Forest Service in the EIS are alternative
sites, project segmentation (ignoring poten-
tial future development), cumulative im-
pacts, adequate sewage treatment, economic
feasibility, and Native American concerns.

A few of the things concerned people
can do to help save Mt. Shasta are:

1) Send a tax-deductible donation to the
California Wildemness Coalition, Mt. Shasta
Fund, P. O. Box 429, Davis, CA 95617, to
support legal and research efforts. Some
much-appreciated donations have come in,
but more are needed. Tell your friends.

2) Write letters of support to the State
Attorney General’s office to offset the devel-
opers’ campaign against his appeal of the ski
plan. Mail to: Attorney General John Van de
Kamp, P. O. Box 944255, Sacramento, CA
94244-2550. Van de Kamp has stuck his
neck out to support environmental values
and to question the developer’s economic
analysis.

3) IMPORTANT: Write letters to Dale
Robertson, Chief, U.S. Forest Service, Dept.
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20090-
6090. Let him know that he needs a complete
environmental document, one that speaks to
all of the vital issues before irretrievable
resources are put in jeopardy.

and economic impacts.

The ski area’s promoters have
launched a major campaign. Tac-
tics to date have included rallies,
interviews with the media, fun-
draising dinners, dances, a “roast”
of the developer, and a series of
publicity gimmicks. Even Santa
Claus came out in support of the
project at a rally in Redding last
year. The ultimate media attraction
was the hauling of two dump trucks
full of snow along with a small
army of developers, realtors, and
related pro-growth types from Mt.
Shasta to the State Capitol.

Those opposing the ski area
plan raise the fact that it would be
on public land, including old
growth red fir in potential wilder-
ness adjacent to existing wilder-
ness. As reported in the November
1988 Wilderness Record, the Forest
Service’s Environmental Impact

Goodbye
To Abbey

“A civilization which destroys
what little remains of the wild, the
spare, the original, is cutting itself off

from its origins.” —Edward Abbey

Described as “a voice crying in the
wildemess, for the wilderness,” author
Edward Abbey’s live voice was stilled
with his death on March 14 at the age of
62. Abbey’s echo, however, will cer-
tainly ring in American lore as the
creator of a manifesto for the radical
environmentalist movement.

The Monkey Wrench Gang is
probably the best-known of Abbey’s
dozen fiction and non-fiction books,
and it spawned an underground move-
ment of eco-warriors who take the law
into their own hands. Most recently
published was The Fool’s Progress.

In recent years Abbey, whose
career included a stint as a forest
ranger, taught at the creative writing
program at the University of Arizona.

Abbey died of a circulatory disor-
der at his home in Oracle, AZ.

. J

Castle Mtn. Mine

continued from page 4

more than 300 migratory birds, mostly green
winged teal, died in ponds at a similar mine
in western Arizona.
- While netting over the ponds can reduce
bird mortality, deaths would still occur from
entanglement and exposure to the cyanide
solution on the leach piles. Additionally, if
the project is approved by BLM, more than
300 acres of a unique desert grassland in the
Lanfair Valley will be destroyed. Desert tor-
toise habitat would be impacted, as would
thousands of Joshua trees.

At another cyanide-leaching gold mine
in the desert, California Fish and Game De-
partment officials found dead wildlife, leak-

ing cyanide ponds, and open dumps contain-
ing cyanide drums. Further investigations
uncovered a cyanide solution spill of 24,000
gallons. A ruptured pipe at the Dee Gold
Mining project in Nevada contaminated sur-
face water three miles down Boulder Creek.
In Lander County, Nevada, leaks from a tail-
ings pond threaten to contaminate the local
ground water supplies. Monitoring wells
have been installed to assess the extent of the
contamination.

CA DESERT PROTECTION ACT

The Castle Mountain Project illustrates
the importance of the California Desert Pro-
tection Act, which was recently reintroduced
in the U.S. Congress by Senator Alan Cran-
ston and Representative Mel Levine with the
support of 60 cosponsors. BLM policies for
sensitive resources embraced by the 1980

Desert Management Plan and the East
Mojave National Scenic Area management
plan have failed to protect them from mining.
Clearly, if the BLM’s National Scenic Area
designation allows open pit mines and mo-
torcycle races (like the infamous Barstow-to-
Vegas) within its borders, it is failing to
adequately protect the area’s values.

The California Desert Protection Act
would designate the Scenic Area as Mojave
National Park and provide strong legislated
protection for its resources. The proposed
legislation would also designate as wild 4.5
million acres of BIM desert land and expand
Death Valley and Joshua Tree national
monuments and change them to national
parks. .

APRIL 18 HEARINGS

Administrative hearings for the pro-

ject’s EIS are scheduled for San Bernardino
and Barstow, California, and Las Vegas,
Nevada. Attendance at the San Bernardino
hearing at 7:00 pm Tuesday April 18 will
help demonstrate the public’s support for the
Desert Protection Act and opposition to the
open pit mine and cyanide ponds.

For more information about the Castle
Mountain project, the hearing on April 18, or
the California Desert Protection Act, contact
Nobby Riedy of the Wilderness Society at
(415) 541-9144 or 116 New Montgomery
Street, Suite 526, San Francisco, CA 94105,
or Bill Havert of the Sierra Club in San
Bemardino at (714) 381-5015.

Nobby Riedy works for The Wilderness
Society in San Francisco.
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Land & Water Conservation Fund Figure 1
: _ ; LWCF Appropriations: 1965-1987
continued from page 1
According to Jay Watson of The Wilder- Congress’ “karma fund.” It was originally m‘,‘:;sg
ness Society, considering land acquisition to  financed from the sale of federal property, b0 o Authorized Funding
be deferrable “doesn’t make economic or the motorboat fuel tax, and user fees. from
environmental sense” since prices go up federal recreation lands; now approximately 800 I— A
every year and development threats are often 90 percent of LWCF revenues come from oil \ ;
imminent. The transfer proposal, Watson and gas leases and royalties from the Outer 700 |— \ ‘ .
says, “shows an apparent disregard on the Continental Shelf. The Conservation Foun- \ ggf;‘:’;’r:r::m
part of the Forest Service of the importance dation writes that this funding is “supporting 600 |— ) :

of land acquisition.”

Created in 1965, over the years the
LWCF has received consistent approval
from Congress. However, even with the
recent transfer proposal stopped, the ques-
tion of better utilizing the LWCF for its
intended purpose—buying land—still ex-
ists. For the past eight years the fund has been
underspent due to the discouragement of the
administration. Requests for appropriations
have been very limited (see graph), and no
money has been appropriated specifically for
wildemess inholdings since 1986.

The LWCF has been, one might say,

the principle that some of the returns from
liquidation of the nation’s nonrenewable
natural resources should be reinvested into
land and other assets with long-term recrea-
tional benefits.”

The Fund is the primary source of funds
for acquiring wildemness inholdings, islands
of private land within designated wilderness
areas. Also, potential wildersiess lands could
be purchased, such as those in the Grouse
Lakes Roadless Area in the Tahoe National
Forest, where ownership is a checkerboard
of private and public land.

Land exchanges provide another avenue

f

Reprinted from Biweekly Update

Fund May Become Trust

~

Congress.

LAﬁiou Center.

On February 6, Congressman Morris Udall (D-AZ) introduced the American
Heritage Trust Act (HR 876) with 135 cosponsors. A companion bill was introduced -
in the Senate the following day by Senator John Chafee (R-RI), with 20 cosponsors.

The legislation would modify the existing Land and Water Conservation Fund
and the Historic Preservation Fund so that they become permanent, dedicated trust
funds eventually yielding $1.0 billion annually for land acquisition, recreation
facility construction, and historic preservation.

Under the legislation, Congress would distribute monies according to a prede-
termined formula: at least 30 percent to federal land acquisition, at least 30 percent
for matching grants to state and local governments for recreation facility construc-
tion and land acquisition, 10 percent to a federal grant program called the Urban Park
and Recreation Recovery Act, 10 percent to state govemments as an incentive to set
up paralle] trusts, and the remaining 20 percent to be distributed at the discretion of

The legislation is supported by more than 50 organizations, including the
National Governor’s Association, the National Conference of Mayors, National
Conference of State Legislatures, the Garden Club of America, national environ-
mental organizations, and numerous state and local conservation groups.

Biweekly Update is published by The Wilderness Society’s National Forest

J

Emigrant Dam Dilemma

Rock and mortar dams were built in
what is now the Emigrant Wilderness be-
tween the 1930s and 1950s, and the Forest
Service is evaluating their future.

Most of the small lake dams were origi-
nally built in order to increase the low flows
of streams in the summer for fish migrations.
Now, however, fish are artificially stocked in
the wilderness lakes, rendering insignificant
this purpose.

* Mostly less than 10 feet high and gener-
ally considered to be visually unobtrusive,

the Forest Service has drafted several alter-
native ways to manage the deteriorating
dams. The options include repairing and
reconstructing the dams, phasing them all
out, and taking no action.

The Stanislaus National Forest is
accepting issues or comments on the dam
question in writing until April 10, 1989.
Write to Herb Hahn, District Ranger,
Summit Ranger District, Star Route, Box
1295, Sonora, CA 95370, (209) 965-3434.
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for acquisition, and in the 1980s the word
within the Forest Service has been to seek
land exchanges in wilderness areas. But not
every owner wants to trade their land for
other Forest Service land.

Dan French, Realty Specialist with the
Shasta-Trinity National Forest, has discov-
ered that in the Trinity Alps Wilderness Area
not everyone wants to trade. “Some just want
money,” French says. - “That’s where some of
the people are coming from, and we’re

stuck.”

Working toward better utilization of the
Land and Water Conservation Fund, law-
makers are considering restructuring the law
to create a trust fund (see side story). Con-
gress is searching for a solution that may
prevent future and present administrations
from subverting the fund away from its pur-
pose, preservation of land.

Desert Emblem Rewards

This is the season for traveling in the
desert, and the California Desert Protection
League has just announced the availability of
a pin for desert wilderness visitors: the
Desert Wilderness Emblem.

The attractive enameled emblem pin,
depicting a desert tortoise with a mountain
and cactus background, is not for sale. It is
earned as a reward for visiting desert areas
proposed for wildemness des-
ignation and then writing let-

the Bureau of Land Management, with the
remaining wilderness within the three new
national parks—Mojave, Death Valley, and
Joshua Tree.

The California Desert Wilderness Em-
blem has been established by the California
Wildemess Coalition, Sierra Club, The Wil-
derness Society, National Parks Conserva-
tion Association, Audubon Society, and 100

other environmental organi-

ters to legislators to help
achieve wilderness protec-
tion.

The emblem will be
awarded to activists who visit
ten of the proposed desert
wilderness areas and who
write a letter recommending
wilderness designation for
each area. The letters of sup-

zations that have joined to-
gether as the California Des-
ert Protection League in
order to support the Califor-
nia Desert Protection Act.
The California Desert
Protection League will ad-
minister the awarding of the
emblem. For a listing of the
proposed wilderness areas,
the member of Congress

port may be sent to either the
activist’s representative, the
representative for the area visited, or Senator
Pete Wilson. For activists who visit 50
wildemess areas or more and write a letter on
each there is a special version of the pin.
The California Desert Protection Act
-would designate a total of 121 wildeémess
areas. Of these, 8] would be administered by

representing the area, the
rules of the game, and a
“color your own wilderness” map, send a
contribution of $3 for postage and handling
(checks should be payable to CDPL) to:
Keeper of the Desert Wilderness
Emblem
_""140 Healy
.- Chatsworth, CA 91311, _
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Book Review:

A Fresh Perspective
on the Desert

By Sarah Julian

Sarah Julian is 8 years old and attend
West Davis Elementary School in Davis.

The name of this book is California
Deserts. The authors are Robert D. Shangle
and Paul M. Lewis. This book is about
deserts. The pictures are photographs.

Long ago the desert was a dangerous
place because there was no water, and people
didn’t have enough supplies to cross the
desert. We need to help keep the desert
wildemess.

Death Valley is in the desert and I have
visited Death Valley. Death Valley is the
lowest place in America—282 feet below sea
level. It is also the hottest place in America—
134.6 degrees.

Appealing
Handbook
Available

How To Appeal Forest Service Deci-
sions: A Citizen Handbook on the
1989 Appeals Regulations, by The
Wildemess Society, 1400 Eye Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005,
(202) 842-3400.

The Forest Service’s new admihistrative
appeals regulations went into effect on Feb-
ruary 22, 1989; decisions made after this date
by the agency on appeals such as forest plans
and timber sales are subject to the new rules.
The purpose of the handbook is to provide
citizens with a basic understanding of the
new appeals process.

Key to Uncle Jim’s Match-’Em Quiz

Access

Aerial Wolves
Animals Hunted

Big Game!
Created Opening

Animals Hunted or Fished

Decadent Traes Clearcut

Dust Event Clearcutting

Clearcutting "’v“/ Dead Tree

Decision Space \ // ) Dust Stormy - - - -
Discounted Benefit N Excellent Forestry
Even-Aged Marage \”‘,« Forest Fire

Final Cut X \ / Forest Planning Process
Hard Snag 4 George Bush

Overmature Timber
Overstory Removal
Regeneration Cutting
Seed Tree Cutting
Shelterwood Cutting
Stumpage
Unplanned Ignition
Unregulated Timber
Unsuitable Lands
Water Influence Zone

£\

Large Woody Material / Q
Non-Vegetative / \
oY/,
QW

Y,
Harvest Species '//l~
Issue Dispensation Proces ’//"
)

\

Lakes and Streams
Large, Slimy Things
Limits to Forest Planning

Los Angeles
A\ Marine Mammals

K

Old-Growth Forest

Present Value of Future Benefits
Review of Public Comments
Rocks

Smali, Slimy Things

Spotted Owlis

To Build Roads

Trees

Trees Not Available to Log

A Model Appeal

A model forest plan appeal that can be
used to help write appeals of future forest
plans and timber sales is available for the cost
of copying. '

This 200-page statement of reasons in
support of the appeal of the Plumas National
Forest Plan and Final Environmental Impact
Statement was filed by the Natural Re-
sources Defense Council (NRDC), working
with the Friends of Plumas Wilderness, Si-
erra Club Mother Lode Chapter, Friends of
the River, and other conservation groups.

The brief contains detailed coverage of
legal, policy, and factual issues of impor-
tance to forestry activists in California and
elsewhere. It is supported by a 460-page
appendix containing expert statements,
agency documents, and scientific studies.

The issues raised in the appeal include:
(1) overemphasis on clearcutting; (2) timber
modeling assumptions and FORPLAN er-
rors; (3) inadequate management, data, and
analysis on water quality and fisheries; (4)
inadequate management, data, and analysis
on old growth and spotted owls; (5) failure to
withdraw all physically unsuited lands from
the timber base; (6) failure to protect roadless
areas; (7) inadequate management and
analysis of livestock grazing; (8) inadequate
river management, including wild and scenic
rivers; and (9) important NEPA violations.

The NRDC will be happy to make
additional copies of the appeal, provided
(if at all possible) that their copying costs
be covered—$13 for the statement of rea-
sons, $28.50 for the exhibits, and $41.50
for both documents ($5 extra if you want
the documents sent by first class mail).
Checks should be made out to “NRDC.”
The NRDC can be reached at (415) 777-
0220, 90 New Montgomery, San Fran-
cisco, CA 94105

——
CALENDAR

April 8 BENEFIT DANCE & BAN-
QUET for the Ancient Forest De-
fense Fund, with Guest Speaker
Chris Maser; Willits Community
Center, 7pm to midnight. For more
information contact the Mendocino
Environmental Center at (916) 468-
1660. :

April 10 PUBLIC MEETING for the
ISHI WILDERNESS |IMPLEMEN-
TATION PLAN, in Red Biuff, CA
Department of Forestry Station,
604 Antelope Boulevard, 7pm.

April 13 PUBLIC MEETING for the
ISHI WILDERNESS IMPLEMEN-
TATION PLAN, in Chico, CARD
Center, 545 Vallombrosa, 7pm.

April 18, 19, 20 PROPOSED
CASTLE MOUNTAIN MINE HEAR-
INGS in San Bernardino, Barstow,
& Las Vegas, respectively, at 7:00
pm. For more information, call Citi-
zens for Mojave National Park at
(619) 256-9561.

April 27 DEADLINE for comments
on the proposed ISH!I WILDER-
NESS IMPLEMENTATION PLAN,
send to Richard A. Henry, Forest
Supervisor, Lassen National For-
est, 55 So. Sacramento Street,
Susanville, CA 96130 or contact
Jane Sylvester or Keith Crummer at
(916) 258-2141.

May 28 DEADLINE FOR AP-
PEALS of the Forest Service’s
Vegetation Management for Refor-
estation Final E.I.S. Send to: F.
Dale Robertson, Chief, USDA For-
est Service, 12th and Independ-
ence Avenue, S.W. South Building,
Washington, D.C. 20250 and to
Paul F. Barker, Regional Forester,
Pacific Southwest Region USDA
Forest Service, 630 Sansome
Street, San Francisco, CA 94111.

Wilderness Uneven-Aged Management
(- = A\
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American Alpine Club; El Cerrito

Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club; Los
Angeles

Back Country Horsemen of CA;
Springville

Bay Chapter, Sierra Club; Oakland

Butte Environmental Council; Chico

Cahto Coalition; Leggett

California Alpine Club; San Francisco

California Native Plant Society;
Sacramento

Citizens Commmittee to Save Our
Public Lands; Willits

Citizens for Better Forestry; Hayfork

Citizens for Mojave Nt Park; Barstow

Commitee for Green Foothills; Palo
Alto

Committee to Save the Kings River;
Fresno

CW(C’s Member

Groups

Conservation Call; The Sea Ranch

Davis Audubon Society; Davis

Defenders of Wildlife; Sacramento

Desert Protective Council; Palm
Springs

Ecology Center of So. California; Los
Angeles

El Dorado Audubon Soc.; L ong Beach

Environmental Protection Info. Center;
Garberville

Forest Alliance; Kernville

Friends Aware of Wildlife Needs;
Georgetown

Friends of Chinquapin, Oakland

Friends of Plumas Wilderness; Quincy

Friends of the River; San Francisco

Greenpeace; San Francisco

Kaweah Group, Sierra Club; Porterville:

Keep the Sespe Wild Committee; Ojai

April, 1989

Kern Audubon Society; Bakersfield

Kern Plateau Association; Kernville

Kern River Valley Audubon Society;
Bakersfield

Kern River Valley Wildlife Association;
Lake Isabella

Kern-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club;
Bakersfield

Loma Prieta Chapter Sierra Club;
Palo Alto

Los Angeles Audubon Society

Lost Coast League; Arcata

Madrone Audubon Society; Santa
Rosa

Marble Mtn. Audubon Soc.; Greenview

Marin Conservation League; San
Rafael

Mendocino Environment Center; Ukiah

Merced Canyon Committee; El Portal

Mono Lake Committee; Lee Vining

Monterey Peninsula Audubon Society;
Carmel

Morro Coast Audubon Soc.; Morro Bay

Mt. Shasta Audubon Soc.; Mt. Shasta

Mt Shasta Recreation Council

Natural Resources Defense Council;
San Francisco

NCRCC Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

Northcoast Environmental Center;
Arcata

N.E. Californians for Wilderness;
Susanville

Pasadena Audubon Society

Peppermint Alert; Porterville

Placer County Conserv. Task Force;
Newcastle

Planning and Conservation League;
Sacramento

Porterville Area Environmental Council

Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club; Santa
Rosa

The Red Mtn. Association; Leggett

Salmon Trollers Marketing Assn.; Fort
Bragg

San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club

Sea & Sage Audubon Soc.; Santa Ana

Sierra Ass'n for Environment; Fresno

Sierra Treks; Ashland, OR

Siskiyou Mtns. Resource Cncl.; Arcata

Soda Mountains Wildermess Council;
Ashland, OR

South Fork Watershed Association;
Porterville

Tulare County Audubon Soc.; Visalia

U.C. Davis Environmental Law Society

The Wilderness Society; San
Francisco

Wintu Audubon Society; Redding

Yolano Group, Sierra Club; Davis

agAccess
603 4th Street
Davis, CA 95616

Alpine West
130 G Street
Davis, CA 95616

Daybell Nursery

55 N.E. Street
Porterville, CA 93257

CWC Business Sponsors

Like many citizen organizations, the California Wilderess Coalition depends upon
sponsorship and support. The organization is grateful to the following businesses that have
recognized the need to preserve the wildemess of California.

Creative Sound Recording
Michael W. Nolasco
6412 Cerromar Court
Orangevale, CA 95662

Genny Smith Books
P.O. Box 1060
Mammoth Lakes. CA
93546

Gorman & Waltner
1419 Broadway, Suite 419
Oakland, CA 94612

REI
David B. Kelley
Consulting Soil Scientist
216 F Street, #51

Davis, CA 95616 REI

20640 Homestead Road
Cupertino, CA 95014

Christopher P. Valle-Riestra
Aftorney at Law
5500 Redwood Road
Oakland, CA 94619

9 City Boulevard West

Mike McWherter
Writing and Photography
1231 Bottlebrush Pl.
Oxnard, CA 93030
Art Derby
The Naturalist
219 E Street
Davis, CA 95616

The City, Store #44
Orange, CA 92668

Renewed Resovrces

555 Chapman Place
Campbell, CA 95008

Brock Wagstaff Architect
2200 Bridgeway
Sausalito, CA 94965

Bradlee S. Welton
Atlomey al Law
1721 Oregon Street
Berkeley, CA 94703

Ridge Builders Group

The North Face
1234 Fifth Street
Berkeley, CA 94710

123 C Street

Davis, CA 95616

Wilderness Press
2440 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94704

Ouzel Voyages
314 West 14th Street
Chico, CA 95928

Quality Sew-Ups

Bob Rutemoeller, CFP

Certified Financial Flanner

P.O. Box 7472
Stockton, CA 95207

San Francisco Travel Service

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

Yes Electric .

Come Together

Davis, CA 95616
John B. Friiling

1025 15th Street
Modesto, CA 95354

Box 1415, ¢/o Gary Ball
Ukiah, CA 95482

Froba, Frailing, & Rockwell

Baldwin’s Forestry Services David B. Devine
P.O. Box 22 447 Sutter Hibbert Lumber Company
Douglas City, CA 96024 San Francisco, CA 94115 500 G Street
Davis, CA 95616
Kathy Blankenship-Photogra- Echo, The Wildemess Company
Yy 6529 Telegraph Avenue Jacobs Construction
402 Lago Place Oskland, CA 94609 1130 N. Heritage Drive

Ridgecrest, CA 93555

Richard Karem, M.D.
1290 West Street
Redding, CA 96001

21613 Talisman Street
Torrance, CA 90503

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

P.O. Box 241

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

Siskiyou Forestry Consultants
Arcate, CA 95521

22 Claus Circle
Fairfax, CA 94930

Zoo-Ink Screen Print
2415 St, #270

San Francisco, CA 94107

[ —————————— Join the Coalition === == = == = == ——

) Annual Dues: !
[0 Yes! I wish to become a member of the b e
California Wilderness Coalition. Enclosed Individual $ 15.00
is $ for first-year membership Low-income Individual $ 7.5
dues. Sustaining Individual $ 25.00
[0  Here is a special contribution of Patron $ 500.00
$ to help the Coalition’s work.
Non-profit Organization $30.00
NAME Business Sponsor $50.00
ADDRESS ' tax deductible
Mail to:
California Wilderness Coalition
2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5




