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Legislation would require the Freel Peak area to be sold to Heavenly Valley Ski Area
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Hansen hatches a horror in Utah
Wilderness System under attack

By James Catlin and Vicky Hoover .' .

Last November’s election hurtled wilderness advo-
cates from proactive to defensive efforts. The Republican-
dominated 104th Congress has placed staunch anti-envi-
ronmentalists in key positions of power. They have taken
the opportunity to declare war on almost every vital
environmental law. ‘

One of their central offensives is an attack on the
National Wilderness Preservation System led by Represen-
tative James Hansen (R-UT), new chair of the Parks, Forests
and Lands Subcommittee of the House Resources Com-
mittee. While Rep. Hansen'’s prime focus is on his home
state, his battle plan goes far beyond Utah and takes a
vicious stab at all American wilderness.

Rep. Hansen has introduced a bill which he plans to
use as a model for future wilderness everywhere: HR 1745,
or Wilderness Designation of Certain Public Lands, Utah.
Utah's public lands would be only the first victims of this
legislation which is soon to go to the floor of the House of
Representatives. In effect, Hansen would disembowel the
Wilderness Act.

Utah'’s senators Orrin Hatch and Robert Bennett have
introduced an identical bill (S. 884).

What is so bad about this legislation?

o It demotes the concept of wilderness that Ameri-

cans have come to value by specifically authorizing inap-
propriate uses in wilderness—mechanized activities and
permanent structures that currently are not allowed in
designated wilderness. =

s It sets a precedent for future wilderness bills with
“hard release” language and, perhaps more significantly,
by stipulating that all Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
lands not designated as wilderness must be “managed for
the full range of nonwilderness multiple uses.” This
means that the BLM must favor consumptive and motor-
ized uses and would not be allowed to preserve the wilder-
ness qualities of its lands. For Utah, the mandated
“nonwilderness management” of BLM lands is more seri-
ousthan “hardrelease” language that prohibits the agency
from reexamining areas omitted from the bill as possible
future wildernesses. (In Utah, the BLM has made clear it
will never, unless forced, reconsider any lands for wilder-

- ness anyway.) Buta prohlbmon against managing lands

to protect their wild qualities is unprecedented and, if
enacted, would change future management of all our

. public lands in the-westem U.S. that are not designated

wilderness.

e About 1.5 million acres of Utah federal lands now
protected as wilderness study areas (WSAs) will lose that
interim protection. Another two million acres, including

continued on page 6

Forest Service may
be forced to sell
ski areas

This fall the House of Representatives is expected to
pass legislation requiring the U. S, Forest Service to sell at
least 42 ski areas to developers. Six of the resorts are in
California.

Though most ski resort operators own the land that
encompasses their base facilities, the majority of the area
for lifts and ski runs usually is leased from the Forest
Service. These leased lands frequently are contiguous with
wilderness and roadless areas.

The legislation could provide a financial w1ndfall to
ski resort owners. Under the proposal, both the Forest
Service and the resort owner would valuate the lands to be
sold, with the sale price bring the average of the two
appraisals. But the appraisers must assumne the land willbe
used for ski runs even though how the land will be used
will not be restricted-after ownership is transferred. In
Colorado, some ski resorts sell lots for $2-3million an acre.

In addition, the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized
to sell or exchange additional adjacent lands to further
enlarge ski areas. This provision is likely to affect roadless
lands.

The sale is being promoted as a way to cut the federal
deficit, though the appraisal restrictions assure the lands
will bring a minimal return to the treasury.

Gary Sprung of the High Country Citizens Alliance in
Crested Butte, Colorado, said, “it’s a real raw deal for
taxpayers. We'll get more money ffom the ski areas if we
keep ledsing them the land than if we do this one-time fire

sale.”

Opposition to the legislation quickly arose in Colo-
rado, where 17 ski areas were listed as eligible for sale,
including Aspen, Keystone, Snowmass, Telluride, and Vail.
Governor Roy Romer wrote a letter in opposition to the
plan, and Senator Ben Nighthorse Campbell (R-CO) is
trying to keep the measure from passing the Senate.

Ski areas in California that could be sold include
Boreal Ridge, Alpine Meadows, Kirkwood, Bear Mountain,

continued on page 5
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Ancient forests
Saving the worst for last

Final Mendocino forest plan released

By Ryan Henson .' "

The Mendocino National Forest stretches for nearly 70 miles from
Clear Lake in the south to the Yolla Bolly-Middie Eel Wilderness in the
north, encompassing almost 900,000 acres of public land. This little-
known forest was the first of the Forest Preserves established in California
early in this century, though it certainly has not been treated like a
preserve by the U. S. Forest Service.

Originally a trackless wilderness of oak groves, grasslands, ancient
forests, brush fields, and wild rivers, the Mendocino has been despoiled
by nearly 3,000 miles of roads, countless clearcuts, and overgrazing.
Today, only 141,950 acres of inventoried roadless lands (those recog-
nized as roadless by the agency) remain in a reasonably wild and pristine
condition, along with another 74,540 acres of roadless lands identified
by conservationists but never inventoried by the Forest Service.

The Forest Service’s recently released Mendocino forest plan is the
latest attempt to resolve more than a decade of litigation, policy changes,
and general acrimony'over the management of old-growth forests and
critical fish habitat. The first draft of the plan, released in 1986, was
withdrawn in response to lawsuits over the decline of the northern
spotted owl. President Clinton’s plan to resolve the northwest forest
crisis (Option 9) has subsequently changed how public land is managed
in the Mendocino and other national forests and Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) districts within the range of the northern spotted

owl. Now, with the release of this new plan, the Mendocino
has lost the dubious distinction of being the only national
forest in the United States without an approved forest
lan.
: Most areas receive increased protection
The plan allocates the majority of the forest outside
designated wilderness areas and wild-and-scenic-river cor-
ridors to some kind.of protegtive classification. For ex-
ample, an estimated 162,300 acres of riparian lands are
protected, as are nearly 208,670 acres of old-growth re-
serves. Though these areas are not completely safe from
logging and development under the plan, they are im-
mune from wholesale clearcutting and other types of
commercial exploitation. When combined with areas set
aside for primitive recreation, special interest areas (lands
containing extraordinary geological, botanical, or histori-
cal features), research natural areas (botanical communi-
ties set aside for research and education), wilderness areas,
and wild-and-scenicrivers, about 326,000 acres are left for
intensive logging. From these lands, the Forest Service will
“allow 12.2 million board feet of trees to be cut annually,
down significantly from past levels.
One of the most welcome surprisesin the planisa new
commitment to protect the proposed Yuki Wilderness.

Protection for Eden-Thatcher is a pleasant surprise

Named for the native people who once inhabited the area,
the proposed wildemess is composed of two BLM wilder-
ness study areas and two Forest Service roadless areas.
Together, these wildlands comprise over 70,000 acres of
ancient forest, oak woodlands, meadows, and anadro-
mous fish streams. The California Wilderness Coalition

‘began lobbying the BEM and Fofest Service to progect the

area in 1992, but with little hope of succeeding. To the
surprise of conservationists, the new Mendocino forest
plan dubs the region the “Yuki Management Area” and
commits the Forest Service to “maintain future options for
wilderness designation.” Though the new Mendocino
plan is far from perfect, activists owe a great debt to the
Forest Service for this unexpected and welcome gesture.
With these land classifications and its overall thor-
oughness (past Mendocino forest plans were vague analy-
ses at best) it is the best management plan ever produced
in the history of the Mendocino National Forest. None-
theless, the California Wilderness Coalition, California
Trout, the California Native Plant Society, and other
conservation groups consider the plan to be far inferior to
the new plans for the neighboring Shasta-Trinity and Six
Rivers national forests.
Roadless lands at risk
One reason for the un-
favorablereactionisthat the
future of the Mendocino’s
roadless lands is not very
bright under the plan.
Though it preserves 51,415
. acres of the Deer Mountain,
Elk Creek, Big Butte-Shin-
bone, Thatcher Creek,
Thomes Creek, Briscoe
Creek, and St. John Moun-
tain roadless areas exclu-
sively for backcountry rec-
reation, forest planners care-
fully excluded the remain-
ing 38,250 acres of invento-
ried and uninventoried
roadless lands within these
areas from protective desig-
nations. Indeed, only one
of the roadless.areas is en-
tirely protected under the
plan. Worse, nearly 79,000
acres of the Mendocino’s

Photo by Don Morris

Thomes Creek below Henderson Glade, is protected by the forest plan

Photo by Ryan Henson

roadless lands do not receive any protection. These
threatened wild areas include the Black Butte, Reister
Canyon, Grindstone Creek, and Skeleton Glade roadless
areas and critical additions to the Yolla Bolly-Middle Eel
and Snow Mountain wilderness areas.

Fortunately, Option 9 contains two important provi-
sions that may help. It prohibits road construction.on the
35,470 acres of inventoried roadless lands within the
Middle Fork Eel River, Black Butte River, and Thatcher
Creek watersheds because of the critical role these water-
sheds play in sustaining anadromous fisheries. In addi-
tion, Option 9 requires that a lengthy watershed analysis
be conducted before logging, road building, or other high-
impact activities may occur in roadless areas, a provision
that should make it a bit more difficult for the Forest
Service to justify logging in extremely isolated and inac-
cessible roadless areas.

' Wild rivers too

The wild-and-scenic river proposals in the final forest
plan are just as disappointing. The three streams proposed
for wild-and-scenic status (the upper Middle Eel River, -
Balm of Gilead Creek, and the Middle Fork of Stony Creek)
already are within the Yolla Bolly-Middle Eel or Snow
Mountain wilderness areas. Their designation as wild-

-and-scenic rivers, though desirable as an added layer of

protection, would not protect any of the wildlands now at
risk in the Mendocino. The plan does propose, however,
that Black Butte River and Clear Creek, both famed for
their anadromous fisheries, and the geologically-fascinat-
ing-and ecologically-diverse Thomes Creek be studied for
their wild-and-scenic potential. Activists may be forced to
appeal the plan for its failure to recommend other impor-
tant waterways in the Mendocino for wild-and-scenic
river status: Grindstone, Eik, North Fork Stony, Cold, and
North Fork Cache creeks and the Eel River above Pillsbury
Reservoir.

The Forest Service's failure to recognize the inherent
value of the Mendocino’s roadless lands, wild rivers, and
designated wilderness areas is disappointing but not sur-
prising. But it is not too late for the Mendocino National
Forest to become the preserve it was meant to be when it
was created in 1907. Despite the best (or worst) efforts of
theForestService, thereis still a great deal of wilderness left
in the Mendocino, lands that, if protected now, may one
day serve as the seedbed for ecological recovery in the
northern Coast Range.

.Ryan Henson is the California Wildermmess Coalition’s
conservation associate.
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By Tim McKay

Some 31 million board feet of trees may be put up for
salein the Dillon Creek watershed in the Klamath National
Forest, triggering what Felice Pace, director of the Klamath
Forest Alliance, says will be a “bitter struggle” among
conservationists, the timber
industry, and the Forest Ser-
vice.

Dillon Creek is quickly
becoming the most endan-
gered roadless watershed in
the Klamath-Siskiyou region,
all beacuse of a salvage rider
attached to the recently
passed recissions bill. Under the rider, citizens are’ pre-
vented from appealing Forest Service logging plans and the
arguments they can use against the agency in court are
strictly limited.

The Dillon Creek watershed is part of the Siskiyou
Roadless Area which links the Siskiyou Wildemness to the
Klamath River. For the last two decades logging and road
construction have slowly encroached on the north and
south ends of the roadless area. During the 1950s and
1960s, an open-pit gold mine covering 150 acres yielded
$3.7 million in gold and silver from the watershed. The
1964 flood sent 250 cyanide drums from the mine cascad-
ing down Dillon Creek.

The proposed Dillon salvage sale isthe latest assault on
the roadless area. During the summer of 1994, alightning
fire burned 27,000 acres in the region. As soon as the
flames were extinguished, the Forest Service began plan-
ning to salvage log the Dillon Creek watershed. Recently,
a group of Forest Service employees who surveyed the sale

‘area forgot to douse their campfire and started another
2,000-acre conflagration. The agency now is planning to
salvage log that burn as well.

i Fiery rhetoric

- Pace argues that Forest Service press releases about the
fire promoted the idea that vast areas had been consumed,
when in fact natural fires, including the Dillon fire, burn
in a mosaic pattern across the landscape. At times fires do
wipe out entire stands of trees, but most fires simply burn
alongthe ground, killing small trees and consumingbrush,
downed wood, and other small fuels in the forest under-
story. These “underburns” are essential to forest health.
Even theForest Service admits that we cannothavehealthy
forests without fire. But every time our forests burn the
agency punishes them with salvage logging that com-
pounds the effects of fire and hampers regeneration for
decades.

Pace notes that the For-
est Serviceis trying to justify
salvagelogging androad con-
struction by fostering an
“emergency” atmosphere ev-
ery time a forest burns. The
agency usually argues that if
burned forests are not logged they will burn even more
intensely in the future and perhaps never become forested
again. What the agencyignoresis that North America had
some of the finest coniferous forests in the world before
salvage logging came along.

In the nearby Grider Creek watershed, which flows out
of the Marble Mountain Wilderness in the Klamath Na-
tional Forest, examples of salvaged and unsalvaged areas
can be seen side by side. Not only are the unlogged areas
recovering more quickly from the fire, Pace says, but
between 50 and 75 percent of the trees marked as dead or
dying by the Forest Service are still healthy seven years
after the Klamath Forest Alliance, the California Wilder-
ness Coalition, and other groups stopped an earlier salvage
sale. The lesson of Grider Creek appears lost on the Forest
Service, however; the agency insists it can now identify
dead and dying trees much more accurately.

What the agency ignores is
that North America had some
of the finest coniferous forests
in the world before salvage -~
logging came along. ST

But every time our forests burn
the agency punishes them with
salvage logging.

Sensitive fisheries and old- growth at risk

The Dillon Creek watershed contains thousands of
acres of old-growth forest along its steep, rugged ridges.
These forests host rare amphibians, northern spotted
owls, goshawks, peregrine falcons, martens, fishers, and
perhaps even the elusive wolverine and marbled murrelet.

= Dillon Creek is home to
chinook salmon, winter
steelhead, and possiblycoho
salmon. Dillon Creek may
also support as much as 10
percent of California’s
threatened summer steel-
head population.

Much of the land pro-
posed for salvage logging is so steep that the Forest Service
considers it unsuitable for ordinary timber sales. Unfortu-
nately, salvagc logging is allowed even in areas where the
agency admits trees may never grow again. Though much
of the watershed is in an old-growth reserve established by

President Clinton’s northwest forest plan (Option 9), the -

president agreed to allow salvage logging in the burned
area. -
The Forest Service currently is seeking public com-

ment on the proposed salvage sale, and a tour of the area

is scheduled for October 24, 1995. Call Annie Gibson at
(916) 493-2243 for more information.
What you can do
Write to George R. Harper, District Ranger, Happy
Camp Ranger District, P.O. Box 377, Happy Camp, CA

Salvage Ioggmg threatens Siskiyou W|Id area

96039-0377. Request that the Forest Service avoid logging
in the Dillon Creek watershed except along existing roads.
Stress theimportance of maintaining the Siskiyou Roadless
Area in an undisturbed condition for the sake of old-
growth dependent wildlife, water quality, and salmon and
steelhead habitat.

Tim McKay is executive director of the Northcoast Environ-
mental Center in Arcata.

“Cutting edge" logging experiment slated for the
. = Pilot Creek Roadless Area :

The Pilot Creek watershed in the Six Rivers National
Forest feeds the Mad River and provides needed habitat for
salmon and steelhead. Because of its value as a refuge for
anadromous fish, President-Clinton’s northwest forest
plan (Option 9) dgsignated the area a “key watershed”
where logging and road construction must be balanced
with restoration and habitat preservation. The Forest
Service now believes it has just such a balanced approach
for Pilot Creek. If the agency goes ahead with its contro-
versial plans, up to 16 million board feet of trees will be
logged from the watershed.

The Forest Service's logging plans for the area are
outlined in a draft environmental impact statement (EIS)
released in September. Forthe most part, the plan for old-
growth forests calls for thinning small trees while retain-
ing canopies dominated by
large trees (conventional tim-
ber sales, by contrast, usually
remove these canopies alto-
gether). The plan also calls
for the creation of “shaded
fuelbreaks” (areas where the
forest has been thinned to reduce the opportunity for fire
to move freely from one tree to another), permanent road
closures, streamside restoration, erosion control, oakwood-
land rehabilitation, prescribed fire (i.e., controlled burn-
ing), and landslide rehabilitation. No clearcutting will
occur.

Though the Forest Service's plans are a marked im-
provement on previous logging proposals which stressed
clearcutting and extensive road construction, the new
plan also has several controversial elements. ;

The Forest Service intends to log within the Pilot
Creek Roadless Area. Once a 10,000-acre wildland, the
Pilot Creek Roadless Area now has only 4,600 acres be-
cause of salvagelogging in the late 1980s. Despiteits small
size, the roadless area is critical to the health of the Pilot
Creek watershed and serves as a refuge for species sensitive
to human disturbance. Under the Forest Service's plans
for the region, over 900 actes of the roadless area will be

logged or otherwise disturbed.

The Forest Service also proposes to construct over
seven miles of road in the watershed. Road construction
is allowed in key watersheds under Option 9 (part of a
political compromise), but many biologists argue that no
new road construction should occur in these watersheds.
Option 9 strictly forbids the construction of new roads in
roadless areas within key watersheds. Despite this, the
Forest Service proposes to construct seven hundredths of
a mile of new road in the roadless area. The agency asserts
that the area is no longer roadless since it is now under
5,000 acres in size.

Though the Pilot Creek timber sale clearly is a vast
improvement over the old-fashioned timber sales that
destroyed vast areas of old-growth in the Six Rivers Na-
tional Forest and other public lands, conservationists
argue that roadless areas—especially those in sensitive
watersheds—are no place for forestry experiments. Since
roadless areas constitute no more than 15 percent of the
Six Rivers National Forest, it is ridiculous to argue that the
agency cannot find any less sensitive and controversial
areas to log. The failure of the Forest Service to protect this
important area in its new Six Rivers forest plan (see August
95 WR) is one of the major reasons the California Wilder-
ness Coalition and other conservatlon groups have ap-
pealed the plan.

What you can do

To submit comments on the Pilot Creek draft EIS,

write to Marcia Andre, District Ranger, Mad River Ranger

District, Star Route Box 300, Bridgeville, CA 95526 by

October. 16, 1995 (letters must be post-marked by that
date). Oral comments also are being accepted until Octo-
ber 16 at (707) 574-6233 (ask for either District Ranger
Marcia Andre or Janice Stevenson). Request that the Forest
Service select Alternative C as the preferred alternative in
the final EIS for the sale. Stress that Alternative C will
protect the remaining portion of the Pilot Creek Roadless
Area from further harm and benefit water quality, old-
growth habitat, and primitive recreation in the watershed.
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Forest Serwce trles to log Tom Martin Roadless Area—again

By Ryan Henson

- Rising above the confluence of the Scott and Klamath
rivers in the-Klamath National Forest is Tom Martin Peak,
a steep, dark mountain hosting endangered wildlife, rare
plants, and verdant old-growth forest. The northern and
eastern slopes also are roadless and undeveloped, though
every few years clearcutting, road construction, and other
development threaten the roadless portion. Once 9,400
acres in size, today the Tom Martin Roadless Area has been
reduced to 6,000 acres. Not every attempt at logging the
peak has been successful, however; two large timber sales
have been defeated in the area by the California Wilder-
ness Coalition (CWC) and other groups since 1991.

But now the Forest Service wants to log more of the
Tom Martin Roadless Area, and though the CWC and the
Klamath Forest Alliance had appealed the timber sale, the
signing of the salvage rider

The exemption from administrative appeal and for
the most part, judicial review could not come at a better
time for the Forest Service which currently is planning
several large salvage sales in portions of the Klamath
National Forest that have been jealously guarded by con-
servationists over the years. The Klamath has seen more
of its roadless lands destroyed than any other national
forest in California. Now that destruction has been made
much simpler by the passage of the salvage rider.

Thetimber sale proposed for the Tom Martin Roadless
Area is an excellent example of the abuses allowed under
the salvagerider: it violates two policies critical to protect-
ing watershed health. 2

President Clinton’s northwest forest plan (Option 9)
requires that a comprehensive watershed survey (called a
watershed analysis) be conducted before a roadless area is
logged, a recognition that roadless areas are essential in

maintaining water quality

d health tic habitat.
by ;‘t‘;ﬁ"t‘g‘e‘ f;‘;‘:;“ Injoy The Klamath has seen more At Goeh e et it
therider, all loggingin north- of its roadless lands destroyed }imm& age Ii{s wdilthinAthe
western California and the . o om n Roadless Area,
PictiicNosthwestandallGl thafv any other national forest in neForestservice claimsthat
vage logging (the logging of California. the roadless area begins a
dead and dying trees) in the quarter-mile beyond a road

rest of the United States is

exempt from environmental law and administrative ap-
peal. Access to the federal courts also has been severely
limited; activists now have to find constitutional issues
and non-environmental laws and policies to use against
the agency in court.

‘Though the Forest Service and the Clinton adminis-
tration insist that thé agency will follow all environmental
laws despite the rider’s provisions, even before the salvage
rider the Forest Service had a Well:deserved feputition for
lawlessness. The agency flouted the law so routinely, in
fact, that environmentalists almost always.won in court.
Judges, whether centrist, liberal, or conservative, have
issued stern rebukes to the agency along with a stream of
injunctions. Now, however, the ability of environmental-
ists to expose these violations has been severely under-
mined. :

Fire sale on public land
near ski resorts

continued from page 1

Sugar Bowl, and Heavenly.

Thelegislation was fashioned by Representative James
Hansen (R-UT) and Sénator Frank Murkowski (R-AK).
They intend to attach it to the budget reconciliation bill
now being debated by Congress.

Many in the ski industry expressed surprise over the
proposed legislation. Andy Weissner, a former congres-
sional staffer and ski industry lobbyist said, “I always
thought the ski industry had an excellent working part-
nership with the Forest Service and weren’t looking for any
major changes except in their formula for paying rental
fees.”

But only weeks earller the Sacramento Bee reported
that interests in the Telluride Ski and Golf Company had
purchased 40 percent of California’s Kirkwood Ski Area
and had major expansion plans. In addition to several
hundred new condominiums and homes, more ski runs
are proposed. Under Forest Service ownership these plans
would require an extensive environmental review. Devel-
oping these lands would be a lot easier if they were
transferred to private ownership.

Alpine County Supervisor Cam Craik says he believes
the big new development proposed for Kirkwood can co-
exist with his small county. “We need to have reasonable
growth,” he says. Under the expansion plans for the
resort, the new Kirkwood population could reach 6,500,
nearly six times the current popluation of the county.

bordering the area.” The jus-
tification for this reinterpretation of the word “roadless” is

‘'that the sights and sounds of roads are evident from a.

quarter-mile or more away.

To environmentalists, however, bydeﬁmtlonaroadless
area begins at the edge of a road, clearcut, or other
development and continues until it meets anotherroad or
development. The deciding factorin determining whether
an area is developed or pristine is ground disturbance

(logging, «oadsj etc.), not the sights, sounds, or other .

influences from outside the aréa. To activists, the Forest
Service's redefinition appears to be no more than an
excuse to avoid completing the lengthy watershed analy-
sis required by Option 9. In addition, énvironmentalists
point out that the Forest Service’s novel arguments may
derive from the fact that of the most valuable trees stand

Private land near Granite Chief allows passage by the public—if you stay on the trail

within a quarter-mile of the road.

The second violation of Forest Service policy is the
agency's failure to protect areas of unstable soil on the *
mountain. Under Option 9, the Forest Service must
identify potentially unstable areas and include them in
riparian reserves (streamside protection zones where log-
ging is normally not allowed). Substantial portions of the
Guffy Timber Sale are on known landslides, though the
Forest Service claims that these slides are dormant. Geolo-
gists question whether landslides ever are truly dormant,
but the Forest Service is ignoring the possibility that
logging, road construction, and the reopening of old roads
across these slides may cause them to move again.

The only way to stop or modify the Guffy Timber Sale
now is to appeal to the conscience of higher Forest Service
authorities and to President Clinton himself. Since both
the presidentand the Forest Service claim that existing law-
and policy will be obeyed despite the passage of the rider,
conservationists believe they are duty-bound to stop this
travesty before the trees begin to fall, before the roads are
pushed ever farther across the mountain, and before the
landslides begin to creep down to the salmon spawning
beds of the Klamath and Scott rivers.

- What you can do

Write to President Clinton (1600 Pennsylvania Av-
enue NW, Washington, DC 20500), senators Feinstein and
Boxer (Senate Office Building, Washington, DC 20510),
and your representative in the House (House Office Build-
ing, Washington, DC 20515) and request that they work
to protect national forest roadless areas from logging and
other destructive practices. Stress that roadless areas are
among our last irreplaceable wildlands and are essential to
maintaining clean water, healthy wildlife habitat, and our
overall quality of life. Remind them that the salvage rider

Jis allowing terrible abuses of law and policy to occur (cite

the Guffy Timber Sale in the Klamath National Forest asan
example) and that it must not be renewed. Also request
that they work to cut the Forest Service’s logging and road

. construction budget during the appropriations process.

Ryan Henson is the CWC'’s conservation associate.

Photo by jorma Kaukonen
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Roadless areas and wilderness management

Utah wilderness bill bodes ill for the nation

continued from page 1

some of the most magnificent Colorado Plateau canyons
and Great Basin wildlands, will be left open to all kinds of
destructive uses, including off-road vehicles, mining, oil
and gas drilling, and commercial resort development.
Some of the finest archaeological sites in North America
will be vulnerable to vandalism and illegal pot hunting
because the bill allows vehicle access to archaeological
sites.

o For the first time, a wilderness bill, would expressly
deny a wilderness water right. A special provision would
allow future water claims to dry up rivers and streams
within designated wilderness areas.

e In four of the new
wilderness areas, dams,
roads, power lines, and
other facilities “needed in
the public interest” would
be permitted. In a fifth, a
natural gas pipeline would
be permitted.

» The bill apparently
would grant unlimited re-
construction rights for ex-
isting fadlities, such asstock
ponds, in wilderness. Expansion of present communica-
tion facilities is permitted in four wilderness areas.

e Actions to improve air quality, mandated under the
Clean Air Act, would be prohibited.

e The BLM would be prohibited from closing roads
within the new wilderness.

e The grazing of livestock in wilderness is referred to
as aright, rather than as a permitted activity as it is under
current law. Consequently the managing agency would
notbeable toreduce grazing levels even when overgrazing
is causing evident problems.

* A special provision allows low-level overflights and
expanded military flight training areas over designated
wilderness areas throughout Utah.

Hansen'’s bill, has 33 cosponsors, and seven of them
are from California: Reps. Calvert, Doolittle, Gallegly,
Herger, Jerry Lewis, Pombo, and Radanovich.

What's Next?

Since its introduction in June, HR 1745 quickly passed
Hansen’s subcommittee and the full House Resources
Committee and awaits a floor vote this fall. The Senate bill

Some of the finest archaeo-
logical sites in North America
will be vulnerable to vandalism
and illegal pot hunting because
the bill allows vehicle access to
archaeological sites.

has been heard only in the Senate Energy and Resources
Committee. Nevertheless, senators Hatch and Bennett
confidently anticipate passage of their bill this fall. The
close coordination among Utah’s members of Congress
assures passage of identical bills in both houses, avoiding
the potential delays of conference committee.

Congress’ preoccupation with budget matters during
September is expected to delay action on the Utah bills
until at least the second half of October.

What can we do to avert this disaster?
Since the House of Representatives has obediently
followed the anti-environmental agenda of the Republi-
canleadership, ourbestchance
to stop passage of the Utah
bill is in the Senate. If we fail,
we will need a presidential
veto. We must show the
Senate and the president the
strength and breadth of oppo-
sition nationwide to this di-
rect attackon Utah’swildlands
‘and on the national wilder-
ness system itself.
California’s senators can
be leaders in the battle to stop S. 884. We need them to
mobilize their colleagues to mount an all-out fight, includ-
ing a filibuster. We will ask them to rally opposition to
Hansen'’s and Hatch’s destructive efforts by introducing a
companion bill to HR 1500 (see box at left) in the Senate.

Senator Hatch may use his position as chair of the
Judiciary Committee to stall appointing federal judges.
Only a voluminous outpouring of concern by constituents
can overcome the effect of such political manipulation.

And what are the chances of stopping this bill with a
presidential veto, if needed? In hearings this summer on
HR 1745, Sylvia Baca, a Deputy Secretary of Interior, said
“the Interior Department will recommend to the presi-
dent that he veto thebill, in its present form.” Though this
first public message from the administration is encourag-
ing, it does not ensure that the president will veto this
dreadful legislatiof. We cannot count on a veto, but we
can increase the likelihood of one with an outpouring of
sentiment to the president from around the nation. Cali-
fornia is particularly important because the president
needs California in his 1996 re-election campaign. He has
nothing to hope for from Utah politicians.

ol What you can do

1. Wirite to your senators and the president asking
them to take every action possible to stop this threat to
America’s cherished wilderness. From your senators, urge
afilibuster. From the president, urge a veto. Point out that
many Utahans spoke up strongly in favor of wilderness at
field hearings this spring. Polls have indicated that a

majority of Utahans do not favor their own delegation’s
proposal. Moreover, stress that this is not simply a Utah
issue—it is a nationwide wilderness issue. The founda-
tions of our National Wilderness Preservation System
must not be undermined.
Hon. Barbara Boxer or Dianne Feinstein
U.S. Senate
Washington, DC 20510
To fax a letter:
Feinstein: (202) 228-3954; Boxer: (415) 956-6701
Sen. Boxer's e-mail address is
senator@boxer.senate.gov
To follow up a letter with a phone call (cheap before 8
a.m.)

Feinstein: (202) 224-3841; Boxer (202) 224-3553

President William (or Bill) Clinton

The White House
Washington, DC 20500
White House Opinion Phone line: (202) 456-1111
Fax: (202) 456-2461 .
e-mail: president@whitehouse.gov

2. Ask member organizations of the California
Wilderness Coalition to lend their name to the Utah
wilderness campaign by becominga member organization
of the Utah Wildermness Coalition. (see box at right).

3. Write your congressional representative. If your
representative has cosponsored HR 1500, write a thank
you note and ask your representative to request the presi-
dent to veto a bad bill. If your representative is one of the
seven who has cosponsored HR 1745, write immediately
to express your outrage. Urge him to withdraw his name
from thislegislation that is damaging to California and the
nation. Representatives who have not taken a stand should
be urged to cosponsor HR 1500.

Representative €

House Office Building, Washington, DC 20515

4. Helpin our media campaign to send letters to radio,
television, and newspapers editors. Already, the press in
many states is beginning to take notice of this issue. We
need your helpin getting the word out in California. Great
numbers of people who have visited Utah and fallen in
love with its magical wildlands would respond if alerted to
the threat. Letters to editors are a good way to get our
message to the world. Legislators also watch local media
coverage closely to assess the concerns of their constitu-
ents. The Utah Wilderness Coalition has assembled press
packets that you can give your local media—newspapers,
television, or radio.

For more information, including action alerts, press
packets and UWC membership forms, contact:

In California: Vicky Hoover (415) 923-5527 or
James Catlin (510) 549-9202 .

In Utah: Lawson Legate, Sierra Club (801) 467-929
In Washington, DC: Liz McCoy, Utah Wilderness Coali-
tion, (202)675-7910

Sierra Club activist James Catlin led the volunteer field
work and mapping in Utah during more than a decade that
resulted in the 5.7 million acre wilderness proposal now in
Congress as HR 1500; he now lives in California. Vicky Hoover
chairs the Sierra Club San Francisco Bay Chapter wilderness
committee and is the Califoria Coordinator for the Club’s
Utah Wilderness Activist Network.
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Book review and letters

Wildlife Policies in the U.S. National Parks
by Frederic H. Wagner, Ronald Foresta, R. Bruce Gill, Dale R. McCullough Michael R. Pelton, William
F. Porter, and Hal Salwasser
Island Press, Covelo, 1995, 242 pp., $26.00.

Wildlife Policies in the U. S. National Parks resulted from  reviews the public’s changing values on managing parks,
a five-year review of wildlife management policies in the evaluates current policies and practices affecting wildlife,
National Park System. It is an exhaustive study that and recommends specific actions.
Although this is a scientific study, it is quite easy to
read. The seven chapters are divided into short sections
_‘ and organized logically. There is an extensive list of
4 ; literature cited, but the references are quite unobtrusive.
< Current wildlife policies usually are based on a
report generated in 1963 by the Advisory Board of
Wildlife Management, often referred to as the Leopold
report. The authors frequently refer to this report be-
cause of its widespread influence, and misinterpretation.
Numerous examples.of parks that are losing their
healthy ecosystems, including Everglades, Great Smoky,
Yellowstone, Grand Teton, and Rocky Mountain fill the
book. Theauthors conclude that many parks are straying
s from the goal of preserving biodiversity and protecting
-~ threatened and endangered species.
S While the authors feel that environmental organiza-
. 4. tions have a major influence on the Park Service, they
. point out that 90 percent of the agency’s budget is for
tourism, with only 8 percent allocated to resource man-
agement.
: Concern frequently is raised that park managers
il either let nature take its course (as with the burgeoning
| elk populations in Yellowstone) or suffer from political
constraints. The book has many good suggestions for
correcting these deficiencies, but the current direction in
Congress makes the implementation of these proposals
doubtful.
Wilderness is ignored in the book. There is only a
il mention of the Wilderness Act of 1964, with no discus-
RO SR O 4| sion of the value of wildemness to wildlife or the con-
' il straints wilderness designation places on management.
- But Wildlife Policiés is by far the most comprehensive
book about wildlife management in our national parks
and is a useful addition to the activist’s bookshelf.
—Jim Eaton

Taking cal;éﬂof the wilderness

Although the Wilderness Record is to be commended thesaltinthe wrong place they madea new trail. They also
for allowing many different viewpoints in its pages, Imust  dug up dirt and threw it on the snow, causing damage at
take exception to the Opinionin the Augustissueregarding the place the dirt came from, as well as to the trail.
size of parties and use of pack stock in wilderness. The Forest Service, under pressure from the packers,

I, too, have traveled in the Sierra in parties of thirtyor usually does not take any meaningful action against
more. I alsohave used pack stockboth forawholetripand scofflaw packers. The agency also does not enforce use
for spot packs. When my children were very small, this quotason the packers, while denying permits to backpack-
seemed to be the only option to get them into the back ersrightandleft. Ilove the wilderness, but beforeI can put
country, and we had some very-enjoyable experiences. away my prejudices concerning other users, I would invite

The question is not whether pack stock can or cannot the law-abiding packers and recreational pack stock users
be allowed in wilderness. By law it is allowed, and beyond  to join publically with hikers and backpackers to urge the
that it has value for those who cannot or do not wish to  Forest Service and other agencies to protect the wilderness
backpack. However, pack stock by law must not be from those who misuse it. Voluntary compliance by an
allowed to damage wildemess values. This too often educated, informed public may be the minimum tool to
happens. achieve wilderness objectives, but it also is.an insufficient

Examples abound. Duringa recent backpacktoSouth tool. Meaningful enforcement of regulations is absolutely
Fork Lake above Horseshoe Meadow in the southern necessary.

Sierra, I saw where horses had torn up a very wet meadow Times change. Ethics change. It is no longer permis-
next to where hikers had been able to cross on rocks doing  sible to spit on the sidewalk, and attitudes even are
no damage. The trail from the Horseshoe Meadow parking  changing about smoking in public. Backcountry ethics
lotis much better and less dusty until it joins the trail from  also change. I believe that there is ample evidence that
the pack station. Horses hooves tear up the trail tread large numbers of people, whether or not they are in a large
much more than hikers’ shoes, as a little observatwn will  group, detract from the wilderness experience. Likewise,
show. thereis ample evidence that pack stock tears up trails more

A notorious pack station in the eastern Sierra also has  than hikers do, and that grazing may damage meadows.
been responsible for much resource damage. Packstockis We should all get together, agree on the obvious facts, and
taken around a hardened section of trail becauseitis easier then proceed to protect wildemess from all threats, from
on the animals, the damage to the land be damned. They whatever source.
threw salt on the snow because it was melting too slowly Stan Haye
(damaging vegetation); even worse, because they had put Independence
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Calendar

October 13 COMMENT DEADLINE for the
Pine Creek Canyon mining EIS, Inyo NF. For
more information call Ryan Henson at the
CWC at (916) 758-0380.

October 13 MEETING with Regional Forester
Lynn Sprague in San Francisco. For more
information call Louis Blumberg at the
Wilderness Society at (415) 541-9144.

October 16 COMMENT DEADLINE for
salvage logging in the Pilot Creek Roadless
Area, Six Rivers NF (article on page 4): For
more information call Ryan Henson at the
CWC at (916) 758-0380.

October 19 COMMENT DEADLINE for
salvage logging in the Wamer Mtns., Modoc
NF. For more information call Ryan Henson
at the CWC at (916) 758-0380.

October 20 COMMENT DEADLINE for Los
Padres National Forest oil and gas leasing.
For more information call Ryan Henson at the
CWC at (916) 758-0380.

October 24 FIELD TRIP to the timber sale
proposed for the Dillon Creek timber sale
(article on page 4). For more information call
Annie Gibson at (916) 493-2243.

October 27-29 MAPPING WORKSHOP for
the South-Central Coast portion of the
Wildlands Project. For more information call
Ryan Henson at the CWC at (916) 758-0380.

CWC T-shirts: use your
imagination!

We temporarily ran out of models for
our T-shirts. but if you think back to last
month, Linda sported our newest T-shirt.
The $1 s shirt features our logo in three
colors on a background of jade, royal blue,
birch, or cream. Sheila wore our six-tone
landscape shirt in jade, fuchsia, light blue,
or pale green for $15.

Also not pictured but still available:
our animal design by Bay Area cartoonist
Phil Frank (beige or light gray) for $12. All
shirts are 100 percent double-knit cotton.
To order, use the form on the back page.
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Coalition Member Groups

Andient Forest Defense Fund; Branscomb

Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club; Los Angeles

Back Country Horsemen of CA; Springville

Bay Chapter, Sierra Club; Oakland

Butte Environmental Council; Chico

California Alpine Club; San Francisco

California Mule Deer Association; Lincoln

Califomia Native Plant Society; Sacramento

Citizens for Better Forestry; Hayfork

Citizens for Mojave National Park; Barstow

Citizens for a Vehicle Free Nipomo Dunes;
Nipomo

Committee to Save the Kings River; Fresno

Conservation Call; Santa Rosa

Davis Audubon Society; Davis

Desert Protective Council; Palm Springs

Desert Survivors; Oakland ’

Eastern Sierra Audubon Society; Bishop -

Ecology Center; Berkeley

Ecology Center of Southem California; L. A..

El Dorado Audubon Society; Long Beach

Friends Aware of Wildlife Needs (FAWN);
Georgetown

Friends of Chinquapin, Oakland

Friends of Plumas Wildemess; Quincy

Friends of the Garcia (FROG); Point Arena

Friends of the Inyo; Lone Pine

Friends of the River; San Francisco

Fund for Animals; San Francisco

Hands Off Wild Lands! (HOWL); Davis

High Sierra Hikers Association; Truckee

Kaweah Flyfishers; Visalia
Keep the Sespe Wild Committee; Ojai
Kem Audubon Society; Bakersfield

Kern River Valley Audubon Society; Bakersfield
Kem-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club; Bakersfield

Kilamath Forest Alliance; Etna

League to Save Lake Tahoe; S. Lake Tahoe
Loma Prieta Chapter Sierra Club; Palo Alto
Madrone Audubon Society; Santa Rosa
Marble Mountain Audubon Society; Greenview

Marin Conservation League; San Rafael
Mendocino Environmental Center; Ukiah
Mendocino Forest Watch; Willits

Mono.Lake Committee; Lee Vining

Monterey Peninsula Audubon Society; Carmel
Mt. Shasta Area Audubon Society; Mt. Shasta
Mountain Lion Foundation; Sacramento
Native Species for Habitat; Sunnyvale

Natural Resources Defense Council; S.F.
NCRCC Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

Nordic Voice; Livermore

Northcoast Environmental Center; Arcata

Northemn Coast Range Biodiversity Project; Davis

Pasadena Audubon Society

Zn

CWC Business Sponsors

Like many citizen organizations, the California Wilderness
Coalition depends upon sponsorship and support. We are grateful
to the following businesses that have recognized the need to

preserve the wilderness of California.

Acorn Naturalists
Env. Education Resources

Business Industrial Group .

7300 E. 17th, )-236 P. O. Box 305 2311 Capitol Ave.
}us3tin, Ec:A 926'&0 Northfield, VT 05663 Sacramento, CA 9587%
i iforni i Genny Smith Books
Ascent Technologies California Native Landscapes
obert iewski c/o Steve Henson P. O. Box 1060
225 iji Ba}’, Suite 15 355 Patton Avenue Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546
Ann Arbor, M| 48108 San Jose, CA 95128 T GustL:fson,
rk Bagl Come Together Attorney at Law
g:nsuglgg;%idogist c/o Gary Ball 1570 Alameda, #150
P. O. Box 1431 Box 1415 San jose, CA 95126
Bishop, CA 93514 Ukiah, CA 95482 gob Havl:rg o5 1
Echo, The Wilderness Company usiness Acquisitions & Sales
gel(l)esssgl# 5592% 6529 Telegraph Ave. 362 Freeman Road
Davis, CA 95617 Oakland, CA 94609 Walnut Creek, CA 94595

Peak Adventures; Sacramento

People for Nipomo Dunes Natl. Seashore;
Nipomo

Peppermint Alert; Porterville

Placer County Cons. Task Force; Newcastie

Planning & Conservation League; Sac.

Range of Light Group, Toiyabe Chapter,
Sierra Club; Mammoth Lakes

Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

Redwood Coast Law Center; Mendocino

The Red Mountain Association; Leggett

Resource Renewal Institute; San Francisco

Rural Institute; Ukiah

Sacramento River Preservation Trust; Chico

Salmon Trollers Marketing Ass'n:; Fort Bragg

San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club; San Diego

San Fernando Valley Audubon Society; Van
Nuys

Save Our Ancient Forest Ecology (SAFE),
Modesto

Sea & Sage Audubon Society; Santa Ana

Sequoia Forest Alliance; Kemville

Sierra Ass'n. for the Environment; Fresno

Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund; S. F.

.Sierra Treks; Ashland, OR

Soda Mtn. Wildemess Council; Ashland, OR

South Yuba R. Citizens League; Nevada City

Tulare County Audubon Society; Visalia

U.C. Davis Environmental Law Society

Ventana Wildlands Group; Santa Cruz

Western States Endurance Run; S. F.

The Wildemess Society; San Francisco

Wintu Audubon Society; Redding

Yolano Group, Sierra Club; Davis

Yolo Environmental Resource Center; Davis

Hurricane Wind Sculptures
c/o Peter Vincent
Allegheny Star Rt.

N. San juan, CA 95960

Optometrist

Instant Replay Communications

E. Jack Ottosen, O.D.

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

7601 Sunrise Bivd. #4
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

Solano Press Books
Warren W. Jones, Prop.

Ellison & Schneider, Attorneys

14 Buccaneer Street James P. Pachl
Marina Del Ray, CA 90292 Attorney at Law :
80 Grand Ave., Sixth Floor
Luis & LaVeme Ireland Oakland, CA 94612

Information Searching

664 San Pedro Lane Pata%:,)nia, Inc.
Morgan Hill, CA 95037 259 W. Santa Clara St.
Ventura, CA 93001

David B. Kelley, .
Consulting Soil Scientist
2655 Portage Bay East
Davis, CA 95616

William M. Kier Associates

Recreational Equipment, Inc.

20640 Homestead Road
Cupertino, CA 95014

Ridge Builders Group

2015 Brid ay, Suite 304 129 C Street

Sausalito, CA 94965 Davis, CA 95616

Don Morris, Bob Rutemoeller, CFP, EA
Environmental Design Certified Financial Planner
P. O. Box 1551 P.O. Box 587

Willits, CA 95490

Gualala, CA 95445

Neurohealth Hypnotherapy ~ Drs. Helene & Rob Schaeffer
lagl B. Cohen P?chological Corporation
537 Newport Ctr. Dr., #250 225 West Granger

Newport Beach, CA 92660

Modesto, CA 95350

P.O.Box 773
Point Arena, CA 95468

Toot Sweets
1277 Gilman St.
Berkeley, CA 94706

Christopher P. Valle-Riestra,

Attorney at Law
. 5500 Redwood Road
Oakland, CA 94619

Wilderness Press
2440 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94704

Wilson's Eastside Sports
James Wilson

206 North Main
Bishop, CA 93514

Zoo-Ink Screen Print
707 Army Street ;
San Francisco, CA 94124
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O ves! 1wish to become a member of the California

Wilderness Coalition. Enclosed is $ for first- Individual $ 20.00 1. /andscape design in light blue, pale green, jade, or
L membt_zrship dl!es' it Low-income Individual $ 10.00 2 ;:fr:i;?d;;n in beige (no med.) or gray: $12
Elp thzeéeozi:i;ﬁicxlxnmbuuon == gusmmmg Individual § 35.00 3. logo design in jade, royal blue, birch, or cream: $15
- enefactor $ 100.00 . .
NAME Patron  $500.00 Design Sizees, m, |, x) Color Amount
Non-profit Organization $ 30.00
ADDRESS Business Sponsor $ 50.00
Y tax deductible
Mail to: Subtotal
California Wilderness Coalition Shipping
CITY STATE ZIP 2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5 ($1.50 + .75 for each additional shirt)

Annual Dues: 1

T-Shirt Orders

Davis, California 95616
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