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Clinton S|gns Ioggmg without laws bill

By Ryan Henson

Six Rivers Plan still bad
newsﬂfor‘roadless
areas

By Ryan Henson

The million-acre Six Rivers National Forest stretches like a long,
thin ribbon from southern Humboldt County north to the Oregon
border. At its widest point, the forest is only 22 miles wide.

As the name implies, the Six Rivers National Forest contains
portions of several of California’s most important rivers, including the
Eel, Smith, Van Duzen, Mad, Trinity, anid Klamath. At one time the
forest hosted some of the most prolific salmon and steelhead runs in
the state, but today these fisheries are on the decline and are proposed
for listing under the Endangered Species Act.

The forest’s recently released Land and Resource Management Plan=
(LRMP) and Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) is the latest
attempt to resolve more than a decade of litigation, policy changes, and
general acimony mostly over the management of old-growth forests
and critical fish habitat. The first draft of the LRMP, released for public
comment in 1986, was withdrawn due to lawsuits over the destruction
of ancient forest ecosystems as symbolized by the decline of the
northern spotted owl. In 1994, President Clinton’s Northwest Forest
Plan (Option 9) was approved and permanently changed land manage-
ment in the Six Rivers and other national forests and Bureau of Land

In a stunning blow to environmentalists, on July 27,
1995 President Clinton signed the Rescissions Act (a bill
designed to cut millions of dollars in spending allocated by
the previous Congress) which included an amendment
exempting salvage logging (the logging of supposedly
dead, dying, or diseased_trees) from all major federal
environmental laws until December 31, 1996. Theamend-
ment also prohibits conservationists from opposing these
sales through the administrative appeals process or the
courts. This lawless logging amendment was appended to
the Rescissions Act as a “rider.”

Riders are often used to pass controversial measures
that could never survive on their own without being
attached to a larger, more popular bill. Riders often
becomelost in the language of the larger bill, thus making
them more difficult for the press, public, and politicians to
detect. Often, opponents do not become aware of riders
until it is too late to effectively oppose them. For this
reason, they are becoming increéasingly popular in Con-
gress among those bent on undermining federal law for
the sake of special interests, without garnering any nega-
tive publicity in the process.

This secrecy was intensifiedsby the Clinton adminis-

tration itself which kept the details of the final version of
theRescissions Act quiet until the president signed thebill.
Thus, there may be other riders attached to the bill,

4400 including one that exempts the issuance of grazing. per-

Photo by Jim Eaton Management districts within the range of the northern spotted owl.

mits on federal land from environmental laws (as we go to
press we could not confirmwhether or not this “grazing
rider” made it into the secret, final version of the bill
signed by Clinton).

President Clinton vetoed an earlier version of the bill
because of the drastic cutsit proposed in education funding.
At the time, he expressed grave reservations about the
salvage rider, but in the weeks thereafter, rumors flew that
Clinton had accepted the rider in exchange for smaller
cuts in education and job training programs, as well as
increased earthquake disaster aid for politically important
California. i

This confirmed the worst fears of many conservation-
ists who believe that Clinton views environmental con-
cerns as mere bargaining chips for the issues he cares more
about. Ironically, Vice-President Gore strongly opposed
the rider and personally lobbied the president to veto it
once more. Vice-President Gore also publicly lambasted
Senator Slade Gorton (R-WA) and other authors of the
rider as shameless servants of big timber and chided them
for not having the political courage to introduce the
amendment as a bill in its own right.

Frightening possibilities

The rider leaves few stones unturned in its quest to
exempt salvage logging from all oversight, scrutiny, and
law. For example, the rider exempts salvage logging from

> 28 N2 i continued on page.4:

In addition to the protections required by Option 9,
Congress designated the majority of the Smith River
watershed as the Smith River National Recreation Area
(NRA) in 1990. The 306,000-acre NRA is mostly off-limits
to logging, but a small logging program will continue in
portions of the area.

The LRMP is being hailed by many conservationists
for its reduced logging program—it calls for cutting 15.5
million board feet (MMBF) of trees annually, down
substantially from the 175 MMBF per year called for in the
1986 draft. While this reduction is due mostly.to the old-
growth and riparian reserves designated by Option 9, the
LRMP could have allowed far more logging than it did.

continued on page 5
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Wilderness Record

With Lucy off on her three-month sabbatical, this
is my first issue as acting (pretending?) editor. I'd
forgotten how much detail goes into the Record, and
Lucy did much of that for this issue before she left. I
also have her high standards to strive for.

I'm easily distracted, though, so while in the final
stages of layout I got a call from Sue Rodriquez-Pastor
,askingif Thad time forlunch. 1 call Sue one of the “wolf
women” from her days with Friends of the Wolf; but
she now works for the Bnodxvetsxty Legal Foundationin
Boulder, Colorado.

% On my way to meet her, I ran across David Orr
holding courtin Mishka’s, a new coffechouse in Davis.

By the time we returned, he had found Bob and Jan
_ Mountjoy of Hayfork wandering around town and

_invited them to the party. CWC co-founder Bob
Schneider joined us as well..

2 Our lunch discussions went on and on, until 1
realized that I did have an obligation to get the Record
finished and printed for our faithful yolunteers who

_ attend our monthly mailing party. There have been
occasional glitches that have resulting in a gathering
with nothing to do (like the time [ simply forget to pick
up the printed newsletter from the printer), and my
penance has been to do the entire mailing myseif.

But it was nice to get out of the office to see old
friends. It's not like I have been chained to my
computer and telephone—Ryan and I have been wan-
dering around the state this summer. And with his
work on the province advisory committee and other

* meetings, he has become a Redding commuter.

¢ We travelied to Ventura and Santa Barbara to meet
with local activists and conduct several clinics on The
Wildlands Project at Patagonia stores. Ryan had to hop
a plane to getbackin time fora meeting with Represen-
tative Vic Fazio, while I stayed on for some more
meetings and a wonderful reception hosted by the
environmental community in Santa Barbara. 1 got to
meet some CWC members there and had a great time.

Monthly Report

on the 1996 calendar). We did have a June weekend

From there it was off to Redding to meet with
activists working on the four northwest California na-
tional forests. The final forest plans are now finished,
and we needed to plan our joint strategy.

I also got in a four-day backpack. Wendy decided
the only way to keep one weekend a month free of
meetings was to getit on the calendar long in advance
(she already has a February weekend for snowshoeing

planned, but my ribshad notyetrepaired themselves by
then.

After asking around about snow condmons, we
settled on Silver King Creek in the Carson-Iceberg
Wilderness. There was one bank of snow about 8,800',
but it ' was on the highest ridge we crossed. :

We crossed three ridges to get to Silver King. Coy-
ote and Cattle creeks were small, but I'm glad we didn’t
have to cross Silver King Creek. It would have been a
deep wade. '

Flowers were unbelievable. Wonderful abundance
and variety. Same went for mosquitoes.

Wendy was taken aback at the miles of fences
crisscrossing Upper Fish Valley, so we camped down-
stream in the trees. The fences were builtin an attempt
to allow the endangered Paiute cutthroat trout and
cows to coexist, but that experiment apparently had
ended. The Toiyabe National Forest recently told the
casino-owner permittee that the cattle were coming off
theland. We'll seeif they can make their decision stick.

The final day we awoke to a cloudy sky and beat a
retreat. After hiking downstream several miles, we
ascended 1,200' through a delightful garden of flowers
that changed in composition as we rose. Dozens of
species were in full bloom.

It was so much fun, we've got another weekend
blocked off for August.

By Jim Eaton

J

Against bringing back the grizzly

“Bring back the griz!” (WR, June 1995) is a bad idea.
Here's why:

I prefer to hike and backpack the California moun-
tains solo. One of the reasons I stick to California is that
I won’t have to confront grizzlies. Call me chicken, but I
face enough backcountry risks without grizzly bears. I'm
unimpressed by statistics showing that the risk of grizzly
attack is very low. The nuclear power industry uses
statistics to show me that my risk from nuclear waste is
very low. Thanks all the same, but when it comes to
grizzlies and nuclear waste, I choose zero risk. I want to
remain at the top of the food chain, and I'd rather not be
eaten alive. When and if the grizzly returns to the Sierra,
I'll have to go. Please don’t drive me from the trails.

The idea that returning grizzlies to California would
increase tourism is nonsense. The majority of tourists
can’t tell one kind of bear from another. They're thrilled
to see any bear, and California’s black bears are just as big
a thrill as grizzlies are for tourists. Further, if grizzlies
return to California, I predict a wave of human-bear
encounters that will lead to many injured and some dead
humans and a lot of dead bears. To return grizzlies to
overused, overpopulated California might be a death
sentence for them. We kill bears that raid our food. What
do you think we’ll do to bears that carry off Sis or Junior?
Andwhen those inevitable attacks are publicized—as they
surely will be—tourism will plummet. In any case, why do
the California Wilderness Coalition and the Mountain

-~

Lion Foundation think an increase in tourismis desirable?
California’s ecosystems are suffering from too much ex-
ploitation already.

There are no measures that hikers can count on to be
sure of avoiding grizzly attacks. Black bears at least behave
predictably. Grizzlies are notoriously unpredictable.

What will become of the present ecosystem? Grizzlies
vanished from a sparsely settled California where most
peoplelacked private transportation. Now, grizzlies would
face a California that’s densely populated by highly mo-
bile people. Also, ask yourself what would become of the
ecosystem that’s developed in the grizzly’s seventy-year
absence. Theblackbear’s range has greatly expanded since
the California grizzly became extinct. Caught between the
grizzlies and the people, where would the black bears go?

'If the intent of restoring the grizzly is to start restoring an

extinct ecosystem, consider these: The “restoration” of
thebighornsheepis afailure. Wetlands mitigation doesn'’t
work. The truth is that we can’t restore an extinct ecosys-
tem. Our besthopeis tosaveitfrom destructionin thefirst
place, which is why I belong to the California Wilderness
Coalition. Faceit: it's toolate for the grizzly in California.
Finally, anyone who's anxious to encounter grizzlies
can go where the grizzlies still exist. There’s no need to
bring them here.
—Kathy Morey
Mammoth Lakes
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Dying to help the CWC?
Perish the thought!

Putting the California Wilderness Coalition in your
Will is an excellent way to assure we can continue protect-
ingand preserving California’s precious wildlands far into
the future.

Currently, the Coalition’s Smoke Blanchard fund, an
endowment honoring the late mountaineering guide,
supports wilderness preservation efforts on the Sierra
Nevada's East Side, an area Smoke particularly loved.

To leave a bequest, simply add a paragraph to your
Will stating: “I bequeath to the California Wilderness
Coalition the sum of Dollars [or, for insurance
policies, land, or other property, please specify].”

If you would like to discuss leaving a bequest to the
Coalition, please call Executive Director Jim Eaton at (916)
758-0380. All information will be held in strict confi-
dence.

*

CALIFORNIA REPUBLIC

For the grizzly

I hate to inject a note of scientific accuracy into the
grizzly reintroduction debate, but I had to respond to a
letter printed in the last Wilderness Record that accused
Mark Palmer of “missing the fundamentals of mountain
ecosystems” because Palmer allegedly failed to recognize
that “our wildlife heritage is not a heritage of bears at the
top of the food chain.” According to the letter, Indians
skillful at killing bears were the top predators in early
California.

Sorry, that’s just not true. The best archeological
evidence we have is that humans ventured across the
Bering Straits no earlier than 14,000 years ago. At the Page
Museum at the La Brea tar pits, where paleontologists have
found a wealth of megafauna that is now extinct, includ-
ing the short-faced bear, twice a large as the grizzly, the
dire wolf, and the sabre tooth cat. According to Paul
Martin at the University of Arizona'’s Desert Laboratory,
these animals were pushed over the edge by the arrival of
human hunters to this continent.

If the writer is trying to imply that hunting has a place
in the natural world as we know it today, there are many
who would agree. However, predators should respect one
another and play fair. Hunters, along with environmen-
talists and government land managers, have to use good
science in their arguments if they want to be taken seri-
ously. As far as what the writer calls “the black bear
problem” which he’d like resolved before grizzliés are
reintroduced, well, problems are in the eye of the be-
holder. Many of us would consider this, along with the
conflicts between mountain lion habitat and suburban
development, a “human problem.”

Susan Zakin, Contributing Editor
Sports Afield Magazine
Tucson

leldem'es_s Trivia Question

What three mountains ranges are
found in the Six Rivers National Forest?

Answer on page 7

o
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How many are too many’

By Ann Lange and Charlie Morgan

How many visitors should be allowed to visit any
wilderness? Managers of public lands wrestle with that
question as they write their management plans—there is
no easy answer. Management of the wilderness by regulat-
ing the size of parties and the number of stock allowed on
a wilderness pack trip is a simplistic attempt to address the
impacts created by uncaring or ignorant visitors. A single
unknowing person (hiker or horseman) can do more
damage and create more of a social impact than a party of
100 people that are well educated and know how to
minimize their impacts on both the land and other visi-
tors. Well-educated users regulating themselves is the goal
managers should be seeking.

The Wilderness Act allows, with very few restrictions,
recreational use by all. This reflects the view of all early
environmentalists from Senator John Conness to David
Brower. The bill introduced by California’s Senator
Conness, granting the State a tract of land including
Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove and
signed by President Lincoln on June 29, 1864, contained
the unique language. “upon the express conditions that
the premises shall be held for public use, resort, and
recreation and shall be held inalienable for ail times.” The
Wilderness Act specifically allows for a primitive and
unconfined type of recreation, with the use of wilderness
areas “devoted to the public purposes of recreational,
scenic, scientific, educational, conservation, and historic
uses.”

Aldo Leopold wrote that “the environment does not
belong to humans: we share it and everything alive, and it
is not something to be taken lightly.” But he well under-
stood the conflict between preservation and use. He
wanted a functional wilderness “big enough to absorb a
two weeks pack trip.” Leopold mused about the man who
lived in the city having “the opportunity to flee to the
wilderness, throw a diamond hitch upon a pack mule, and
disappear into the wilderness of the Covered Wagon Days,
heis just that more civilized than he would be without the
opportunity. It makés him one more kind of man, a
pioneer.” He also cautioned, “the time is aimost upon us
when a pack train must wind its way up a graveled
highway and turn its bell mare in the pasture of a summer
hotel. When that day comes, the pack train will be dead,
the diamond hitch merely rope, and Kit Carson and Jim
Bridger will be names in a history lesson.”

David Brower recently expressed the opinion that the
famous Sierra Club High Trips (150 people for two or three
two-week periods traveling up and down theSierra) should
be allowed even today. He felt that the 65 or 70 head of
stock required to support such a trip could and were
managed in such a way that physical impact by the stock
was negligible. The social impact of that many bodies
couldbeand was concentrated in a very small area, and the
total social impact minimized.

David Cole of the Forest Service is often cited as a
scientist who feels that stock use is destructive to the
resource. Much of Cole’s work has been with impacts of
campsites which is a problem of use by visitors with or
without stock. For example, Mirror Lake on the Whitney
Trail in the John Muir Wilderness has been closed to all use
due to the severe damage done by campers over the years.
Mirror Lake was never a destination for pack and saddle
supported visitors. Timberline Lake, Bullfrog Lake, and
the Kearsarge Basin in Sequoia National Park were closed
for the same reason. Careless and badly informed people
caused the damage, not pack and saddle stock. The
Whitney Trail is such amanagement problem that consid-
eration is being made tomanageit outside any backcountry
wilderness management plan. The trail has been closed to
pack and saddle stock for over 25 years.

Pack and saddle stock use in Sequoia-Kings Canyon
National Parks is about 84 percent less that it was in the
1930s and 75 percent less than in the 1950s. The average

‘stock-supported party uses less than ten animals with an

average party size of four
orfive. Over 75 percent of
the commercial packers’
business today are trips
where the stock does not
stay overnight or graze on
public lands. Most pack
trips in the 1940s and
1950s were of long dura-
tion with large numbers
of stock (up to 150 head).
Common sense suggests
that there cannot be much
of a threat to the resource
at the use levels of today.

Wilderness problems
are caused by human be-
havior and how people
manage themselvesin the
backcountry. Regulations
setting number limits
must be enforced to be ef-
fective. This enforcement =
isnot only costlyand prob-
ablynotpractical but tram-
mels the visitors’ wilder-
ness experience.

It is time for all who love the wilderness to put aside
personal preferences and prejudices concerning other
users and join together to preserve what many of us have
foughtso many years to protect. Voluntary complianceby
an educated, informed public is the minimum manage-
ment tool to achieve wilderness objectives. Let us all join
hands to educate, educate, educate our fellow user so that

Wilderness Reflections

Sequoia

‘By Canyon Fred

It was a long winter in the Sierra. Nearly everyone
who lives above 5,000 feet had a full six months of the
white stuff. So when the first days of summer rolled
around, and my flatland buddies were headed to ski the
High Route, I was instead looking for a nice hike.

My thinking was that there should be someplace
where the snow had just melted off and the mosquitoes
weren’t out yet. Someplace where the creek crossings were
high but the people were few. Someplace where I could
camp on some good clean dirt.

Driving down U.S. 395, Icouldn’t help but notice that
all the high places were still blanketed, and that a substan-
tial number of vehicles included skis in their quiver of
toys. I took some comfort, at least, in knowingthat I had
remembered my gaiters and ice axe.

Once I picked out a canyon, picked up a permit, and
left the roads behind, it became immediately obvious that
things were just getting started in the high country.
Where the snow had burned off, grasses were just begin-
ning to emerge. Wildflowers were absent. I paused to
watch a clutch of down-covered nuthatches jumped cau-
tiously from tree to tree, testing out their climbing legs
and newfound wings in the protection of the understory.

My walk on dry ground didn’t last long, and soon I
was out in the exposed glare of a suncupped snowfield.
After pausing to deploy my gaiters, sunscreen, and glacier
glasses, I proceeded over the snow for some miles, made
my way around a comice, and descended into Sequoia
National Park. A few more miles and I was on dry earth
again. I camped above raging waters next to the Pacific
Crest Trail and delightedin the solitude and the complete
absence of mosquitoes. I mused that the latter two

An “improved” campsite on an archeological site in the proposed Caples
Creek Wilderness, Eldorado National Forest.

Photo by Jim Eaton

our progeny will enjoy the wilderness as we have. The
alternative is to narrow the base of wilderness support to
the point that such designation becomes politically
unviable.

Ann Lange is chairwoman of the Public Lands Committee
of the Back Country Horsemen of California (BCHC) and
Charles Morgan BCHC's executive director.

Solstice

conditions won't recur in much of the Sierra until Septem-
ber.

The following day I roughly paralleled the PCT, using
amap to find myway over the snow. Ididn‘tseeasoul and
thoroughly enjoyed the storybook foxtail pine forests and
lofty vistas. I stopped to camp on a granite bench with a
breathtaking view of the west face of Mt. Whitney. If it
weren't for the continuous stream of low-flying military
jets, you could have a real wilderness experience out here.

Watching the peak at sunset, I thought of a recent
form letter from the Inyo National Forest that describes it's
new policy for managing the Mt. Whitney area. It seems
that agency personnel have finally decided that some-
thing must be done to address the extremely high level of
usein the Whitney area that is resulting in ruined solitude,
wildlife conflicts (conditioned marmots that tear into
packs, tents, etc., looking for food), and human waste that
peeks out from underneath seemingly every rock. The
solution seems obvious and simple: reduce the hundreds
of day users that attempt the peak from the east side each
day. But the Forest Service won’t implement the obvious
because the merchants in Lone Pine want all the day hikers
in town to buy maps, moleskin, and mosquito repellent.

So the feds propose instead to create a “special man-
agement zone” that will require, you guessed it, a special
permit. Backpackers traveling through the zone, no mat-
ter how experienced, will now need two permits. Muir
Trail hikers starting in Yosemite Valley will even have to
inform the Park Service of the exact day they will be
passing through the Whitney zone at the end of their trip.
Get pinned down by a thunderstorm at Mather Pass and
enter the Whitney zone a day late and you’'ll be commit-
ting a federal crime. In the meantime, the hundreds of
dayhikers will still be crawling all over Mt. Whitney like
ants, and the desk-bound bureaucratsin Lone Pinewill pat
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continued from page 1

the National Forest Management Act, Endangered Species
Act, National Environmental Policy Act, and every other
law designed to prevent special interests from exploiting
our public lands. Unfortunately, abuses still occur even
with these laws in place, and often the only way to fight
bad Forest Service or Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
proposals is to bring the agency to court—but even this
option has been eliminated by the rider.

This is a terrible blow to conservationists since salvage
logging, even under existing law, is the most frequently
abused form of logging practiced on our federal lands.
This is largely because it is difficult at best to tell whether
or not some trees are dead, dying, or diseased, much less
whether or not they will recover. For example, 75 percent
of the trees marked as dead or dying in the'Grider Salvage
Sale in the Klamath National Forest are still alive over five
years after environmental groups saved them fromlogging.
If the Forest Service had had its way, the Grider area would
today mostly be clearcut, Under the salvage rider, such
sales cannot be stopped.

It is estimated that the salvage rider will double
logging on our national forest and BLM lands over the
next year and a half. This is because the amendment
requires that the non-salvagelogging program continuein
tandem with the lawless salvage. Since the sole purpose of
the rider is to accelerate the flow of logs to the timber
industry, the amendment makes it clear that federal land
managers will be held accountable by Congress for any
failure to maximize the number of salvage sales they offer.

Meeting the logging goals of the rider may be difficult -

in some regions, especially California. Few national for-
ests can legitimately find large areas to salvage log eco-
nomically. The Shasta-Trinity, Mendocino, Six Rivers,
andKlamath nationalforests in particular will have trouble
finding many dead trees to cut in their wet, hospitable
climates.

While there are countless dead and dying treesin some
Sierran forests (such as the Tahoe National Forest and the
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit), most of these trees
are of little commercial value because of their small size
and (often) advanced state of decay. These dying forests
are the legacy of past clearcutting during the last century’s
mining booms, more recent clearcutting since World War
11, as well as the exclusion of fire. The Forest Service cannot
make money cutting these trees (otherwise they would
have done it already in many areas)—so they will have to
spend millions of dollars todoit. Unfortunately, when the
Forest Service loses money on timber sales, it often does
not clean up the highly-flammable logging debris it leaves
behind. Thislogging debris, coupled with the dense stands
of young trees planted after clearcutting, are the principal
fire threats facing the Sierra Nevada today. Ironically, the
salvage rider was justified as an antidote to the danger of
catastrophic wildfire. Even President Clinton mentioned
this as a positive aspect of the amendment.

The rider was careful to help the Forest Service and
BLM justify increased cutting even when it cannot legiti-
mately be justified for “forest health” or other reasons. For
example, notonly aredead, dying, and diseased trees open
to lawless logging under the rider, but trees that are likely
to die, burn, or get diseases may also be logged. Activists
note that all trees, like all people, are inevitably going to get
sick, suffer accidents, or die, and thus the rider allows
nearly every tree on our federal lands to be logged in the
name of “forest health.” The only areas exempt from
logging under the rider are wilderness areas, national
parks, roadless areas recommended for wilderness designa-
tion (only a small percentage of the nation’s roadless
wildlands are recommended), and other areas where Con-
gress specifically banned logging in the past, such as
national monuments and some national recreation areas.

Forest Service and BLM procedures in limbo

Sothat therider is not too great an exercisein anarchy,

the amendment does require that the Forest Service and

BLM prepare environmental assessments and biological
evaluations (a biologist’s determination as to how a pro-
posed project will affect threatened or endangered plants
and animals) prior to logging an area. 'However, there is
noway to ensure that these analyses areadequate, accurate,
or meaningful, nor is there any way for the public (or even
other government agencies) to challenge the conclusions
of these documents.

Any requirements beyond these are solely at the
discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture (when dealing
with Forest Service lands) and the Secretary of the Interior
(when dealing with BLM-areas). According to the rider,
these officials may require additional forms of analysis
prior to logging but cannot require additional oversight
from citizens or the courts. The rider concludes that any
environmental documentation prepared prior to logging
satisfies all applicable’federal laws. However, the amend-
ment does not contain any provisions to deal with propos-
als that do violate federal law.

A faint hope for conservationists is that Agriculture
Secretary Glickman and Interior Secretary Babbitt will
require public comment and extensive environmental
documentation prior to allowing individual salvage sales
to goforward, especially in ecologically critical areas. This
directive also could be issued by the president, who
assured the public when he signed the bill that the
agencies would adhere to federal law despite the rider.

The effects of the rider will have to be highlighted in
‘the press to keep it from simply being renewed next year.
Conservationists feel that only if the American people
wake up to this and other threats facing their publiclands,
can such destructive proposals be thwarted in the future.

What do we face losing over the next year while the
rider is in effect? Every salvage sale we have defeated over
the last few months may re-emerge, and every sale we
anticipated appealing will go forward despite the damage

President Clinton signs logging without laws bill

itwill cause. Roadless areas potentially slated for destruction
include Raymond Peak in the Toiyabe National Forest,
Bald Mountain in the Tahoe National Forest, Polk Springs
in the Lassen National Forest, BonanzaKing in the Shasta-
Trinity National Forest, and Tom Martin and Siskiyou in
the Klamath National Forest. Logging these irreplaceable
wildlands in the name of “forest health” is a tragic irony,
one that should not be lost on those who support sound
conservation policies for our public lands.
What you can do

Write at the addresses listed below President Clinton,
Senators Feinstein and Boxer, your representative in Con-
gress, and your local newspaper to express outrage at the
passage of the salvage rider. Tell them that you will not
tolerate the squandering of public land for the sake of
timber companies and other special interests. In particu-
lar, request that the president issue a directive requiring
that all salvage sales conducted under the rider have
extensive environmental analyses and full public com-
ment periods, and that they avoid roadless areas, old-
growth groves, and other sensitive areas.

President Bill Clinton
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20500

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

The Honorable Barbara Boxer
Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510 -

The Honorable [your Representative]
House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Off-road vehicles threaten Los Padres wildlands

The Los Padres National Forest contains some of the
most extensive tracts of roadless wild lands in California.
It is the last refuge of the condor, and its habitats range
from dry grasslands and chaparral to lush riparian areas,
with hardwood and pine forests occupying its upper
slopes. It is a region of great diversity in its climate,
topography, and plant and animal life.

TheLos Padres alsoisintensively used by recreationists
from the cities of southern and central California. The
heavy demand for wilderness protection and recreation in
the region led to the designation of the Sespe, Chumash,
Dick Smith, San Rafael, and Machesna Mountain wilder-
ness areas, most recently with the passage of the Condor
Range and Rivers Protection Act in 1992.

The Act included the unusual provision that an off-
road vehicle (ORV) route through the newly-designated
Chumash Wilderness remain open to vehicles until a
replacement could be constructed. The act also specifi-
cally dictated where the replacement route would begin
and end, thus forcing the Forest Service to consider not
whether there should be an ORV route between these two
points, but simply where the new route should be.

The Badlands Trail
In the Badlands Off-Highway Vehicle Trail Project

Environmental Assessment (EA), the Forest Service pro-

poses to construct over 15 miles of ORV routes through
Dry Canyon Wash, Sulphur Springs Canyon, and other
areas. The route also would use nearly nine miles of
existing roads to meet the Act’s requirement that the
replacement route link the Hungry Valley and Ballinger
Canyon areas. Motorcycles and other off-road vehicles
would be allowed to use the route, and the Forest Service
predicts that over 2,300 vehicles will use the area annually.
Up to four races and other large-scale events also would be
allowed on the route with as many as 300 riders at a time.

- While the Forest Service worked carefully in the EA to
minimize the negative impacts the proposed route will
have, the agency seems to have forgotten that the con-
struction they are considering will occur in the Sespe-
Frazier Roadless Area. Indeed, the EA fails to mention the
roadless area at all, even though Forest Service regulations
require that projects that may “substantially alter” the
primitive character of roadless areas be analyzed-in full
environmental impact statements, not less comprehen-
sive EAs. Conservationists contend that the construction
of a new ORYV route over 15 miles long certainly will alter
substantially the roadless area’s primitive character.
Though Congress may have ordered the [Forest Service to
construct a replacement route for the one included in the
Chumash Wilderness, this does not free the agency from
the duty to comply with its own regulations.

In addition, the Forest Service failed to seek less
destructive routes to follow, such as one paralleling the
east side of Highway 33 (away from private property) and
the Quatal Canyon Road. This would skirt the edge of the
Sespe-Frazier Roadless Area and concentrate ORV impacts
near existing highway and road corridors. To activists,
road corridors are where motorized vehicle impacts be-
long.

What you can do

Wirite to Mark Bethke, District Ranger, Mount Pinos
Ranger District, HC1, Box 400, Frazier Park, CA 93225 by
September 5, 1995 (letters must be postmarked by that
date). Request that a route paralleling the east side of
Highway 33 and the Quatal Canyon Road be considered
in the final version of the Badlands Trail EA in order to
minimize impacts to the Sespe-Frazier Roadless Area. Also
request that at the very least, a full environmental impact
statement be prepared prior to constructing ORV routes in
the roadless area. . y
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Six Rivers plan

continued from page 1

Most areas receive increased protection

The LRMP designates some protective classification to the majority
of the forest outside of designated wilderness areas and wild-and-scenic
rivers: Once again, this is primarily the result of Option 9.

Forexample, an estimated 142,000 acres of riparian areas are slated
for protection, as well as nearly 367,000 acres of old-growth reserves.
While these areas are not completely safe from logging and develop-
ment under the plan, they areimmune from most types of commercial
When combined with areas set aside for primitive
recreation, special interest areas (lands containing geological, botani-
cal, historical, or other features of interest), research natural areas
(botanical communities set aside for research and education), wilder-
ness areas, and wild-and-scenic rivers, only about 139,000 acres (about

exploitation.

14 percent of the forest) are left for intensive logging.

Dueto theseland classifications and the comprehensiveness of the
plan (most national forest LRMPs offer vague analyses at best), many
conservationists are hailing it as the best forest plan in the nation.

Some roadless areas fail beauty contest

Despite these enlightened aspects of the LRMP, activists are per-
turbed by the plan’s decidedly old-fashioned roadless area analysis.
Taking its cue from a roadless area rating system developed in the

1970s, the Six Rivers LRMP examined the “roadless area
characteristics” of the forest's 23 roadless wildlarids using
natural integrity, apparent naturalness, remoteness, op-
portunities for primitive recreation, and special features
(striking rock formations, etc.) as their criteria for judging
the overall value of these areas.

While this would appear to offer a useful way to assess
the ecological health and recreational and scenic potential
of roadless areas, the guide used to evaluate these qualities
ranks treeless, high alpine areas with plenty of water as the
height of beauty. Not only must the wild areas themselves
fit these strict criteria,- but surrounding regions must be
fairly undeveloped as well. Thisis thesame system used by
the Angeles National Forest to deny protection to the
Magic Mountain Roadless Area in partbecause the screams
of people enjoying the rides at a nearby amusement park
could be heard by hikers using the roadless area.

Using this method, the Six Rivers LRMP concludes
that 13 of the forest’s roadless areas “no longer meet
roadless area characteristics.” While this is certainly true
for the two roadless areas in the forest that have been
logged and roaded since they were first mapped in the
1970s (Pilot Creek and Monkey), it certainly is not true for
the areas that simply fail the Forest Service’s beauty con-
test. For example, the ecologically critical Mount Lassic
and Big Butte-Shinbone roadless areas are deemed unwor-
thy of protection for primitive recreation because visitors
can see grazed lands within the roadless areas and roads
and clearcuts in surrounding regions. Interestingly, the
Big Butte-Shinbone area also received low marks on the
beauty scale because of a recent brush fire and because of
an old mine not in the roadless area itself, but more than
a mile away in the Yolla Bolly-Middle Eel Wilderness.

While grazing and distant logging, mining, and road
construction is certainly disappointing for those seeking
pristine landscapes and perfect views, the Forest Service's
assessment method ignores the fact that grazing occurs in

" most of California’s designated wilderness areas as well as
most of its roadless areas, and that there are few areas
anywhere in the forested parts of the Golden State where
evidence of roads and logging cannot be seen somewhere
on the horizon. Most importantly though, the roadless
area assessment system used by the Six Rivers almost
completely ignores the values roadless areas have in main-
taining biological diversity, watershed health, and other
important ecological values. As for beauty, most conser-
vationists find undeveloped, wild landscapes beautiful
despite the human alterations visible outside of them.

To conservationists, there is only one true way to
make a roadless area “no longer meet roadless area charac-
teristics"—to log, mine, or generally developit until itis so
fragmented thatitno longer qualiﬁes for protection under
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each other on the back for another ineffective program
well done.

The next morning I decided to leave the snow en-
tirely, and dropped 3,000 feet down to the Kern River.. The
snowpack in the Kern watershed measured about 200
percent of average this year, and I had packed my Tevas
expecting a little high water. What I found in the canyon
bottom, however, was a flood.

The trail was under three feet of water in many places,
and I had the option of wading for miles or sharing the
high ground with the rattlesnakes. I decided to avoid the
vipers and follow the fish down the trail. It was slow going
through often thigh-deep water, but I found the hiking
(wading) in sandals to be surprisingly comfortable, and
after a while even meditative.

My only encounter (other than the birds and the
buzzworms) was an adventurous fellow on horseback. I
wondered what his animals were going to eat with all the
meadows under water. When his mule vacated its bowels
with a splash, I thought about the thousands of manure
piles and countless catholes (dug by humans) that were
now part of the Kern River. All of the meadows and camp
areas, after all, were completely submerged. It's times like
these that you wish you had a water filter.

I shared some high ground with a king snake (non-
poisonous) for the night, taking in the high canyon walls

two roadless areas in the Six Rivers have met this fate, and

mere aesthetic concerns will not deter the conservation

community from fighting to stop development proposals

in the forest’s remaining irreplaceable wildlands.
Misleading statistics offered

The LRMP claims that over 90 percent of the forest’s
roadless areas will be protected. What it does not directly
admit is that the 90 percent figure is derived primarily by
excluding the 11 roadless areas that did not pass the
beauty contest described above. Unfortunately, these
roadless areas receive little protection.

For example, of the roadless areas that remain unde-
veloped but “do not meet roadless area characteristics,”
the plan will allow logging and other development on
nearly 26,000 of their combined 69,000 acres. Particularly
threatened are the Big Butte-Shinbone, Soldier, and
Underwood roadless areas which could eventually lose
from a third to half of their acreage to logging under the
plan. Like most of the roadless areas the plan fails to
protect, these wild areas are in the little known southern
part of the forest, an area that, until recently, was virtually

Snow bank towers over hikers along the Lassen Volcanic National Park road.

Sequoia Solstice

Page 5

Photo by Eric Knapp

and waterfalls as the moon passed overhead. Lying under
the stars I thought about the fine folks down at the CWC,
sweltering in the trenches to save these last ﬁny pieces of
American Wilderness.

In the morning I left the park, and it was as if passing
from day to night. The adjacent Forest Service land was
littered not only with candy wrappers, beer cans, and fire
rings, but also barbed wire, cow.dung, broken plastic water
pipes, and signs telling- me what the good folks the
Backcountry Horsemen are for maintaining all the won-
derful fences. Make no mistake: the Golden Trout Wllder-
ness has become a filthy barnyard mess.

1left the trail to get back to nature, and roamed cross-
country the rest of the day, pausing for my requisite nap
and to sit out a late-afternoon thunderstorm. I camped at
a beautiful spring tucked in a foxtail forest, far away from
everything and everyone. It was my last night in the
wilderness (for this trip)—always a melaricholy time. I
reminisced about all the fine places I had seen, as well as
afew of the eyesores. Although the Sierra seemsalittleless
wild every year, it’s all we’ve got. May all who read this do
their part to save it.

Canyon Fred send us occasional dispatches from his
sojourns in the Sierra. His last piece was from the Yosemite/
Hoover/Emigrant area (August 1994 WR).

ignored by the conservation community.

Full protection for these areas is important because
the Big Butte-Shinbone and Soldier roadless areas are in
the North Fork Eel River “Key Watershed,” a watershed
identified by Option 9 as being a critical refuge for salmon
and steelhead trout threatened with extinction. Several
scientific reports over the last decade, including one pro-
duced by the Forest Service itself, identified roadless areas
as critical components in key watershed protection and
restoration strategies.

Combining these unfortunate roadless lands with the
roadless areas found worthy of protection yields a brighter
picture. Overall, of the approximately 170,000 acres of
roadless land remaining in the forest, nearly 126,000 acres
will receive additional protection.

However, if “protection” is strictly mterpreted to
mean areas where little or no logging will ever be allowed,
only 59,000 acres of roadless land will be preserved by the
plan. Withoutwilderness designation of course, noroadless
area is emirely safe from logging
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The politics of fire

When the snow leaves the Sierra Nevada, fire
season is upon us. Unless we can learn from the
mistakes of the past, every fire season will be inflam-
matory: a time of fear, ignorance, anger, and blame.
In this sixth installment of our series on understand-
ing fire, we look at some of the constraints on
controlling fire.

By John Buckley

Budgets are tight. Even when budgets were larger,
though, fire fighting forces were insufficient to meet the
extent of the fire threat in California. Now, with less
money and ever-growing public expectations, Forest Ser-
vice and California Department of Forestry and Fire Pro-
tection (CDF) fire fighting forces are stretched to thelimit.

Over the past two decades, great numbers of homes
have popped up in the middle of national forests or
downslope from public lands. When fires start during
extreme weather conditions, available forces usually are
allocated to save as many homes (and lives) as possible.
Consequently, publicforestlands often are low priority for
fire suppression. During extreme fire weather, that means
high-intensity fires will consume large blocks of the for-
ests.

So far, the Sierra Nevada has never had a major fire
that killed numerous residents or fire fighters. But it is
onlya matter of time. When it happens, we can expect the
media and politicians to focus on the “overstocked” fuel
loads of the range. Environmental leaders and activists
need to be prepared to deal with such an emotional
situation.

In recent years, the environmental community has
actively supported the controlled use of fire (in Forest
Service lingo, prescribed burns) to underburn sections of
the forest toreduce fuel loading and the threat of devastat-
ing wildfires and to provide greater levels of herbaceous
regrowth for deer and other wildlife species. ‘But pre-
scribed burning, whether for fuel reduction or other rea-
sons, is heavily constrained by air quality regulations.

Air quality regulations are especially restrictive for the
Sierran national forests west of the wilderness areas that
occupy the High Sierra, because air quality in wilderness
areas is not supposed to be degraded below established
standards and pollution in California usually travels from
the west on prevailing winds. Wilderness areas designated
before 1977 are supposed to have Class 1 air, the cleanest
in the country. In the Stanislaus National Forest, 118,000
acres of wilderness is designated Class 1 under the terms of
the Clean Air Act.

In the past, “smoke management” and air quality
monitoring in the Stanislaus Forest has been minimal—
just enough to satisfy the state Air Resources Board that
implements the federal Clean Air Act. But as increasingly-
tight air quality monitoring and regulations restrict when
and where burning can occur, the “easy” solution of
burning forest fuels to reduce fuel loading will become
more and more difficult.

The biggest window for effective fuel-reducing burns
in the Sierra Nevada comes in mid to latefall afterthere has
been enough rain to make the transition from fire season
to burn season. That window is not the same for all Sierra
Nevada national forests.

The Plumas, Lassen, and perhaps the Tahoe national
forests may get an early fall storm that soaks the soil,
increases fuel moisture, leaves snow at the upper eleva-
tions, and effectively ends fire season. Yet that same storm
may bring only traces of precipitation to the Sierra and
Sequoia national forests at the southern end of the range,
andintense, stand-replacingfires may occur thereamonth
or longer after northern forests have begun laying off fire
fighters and beginning their burn season. An even greater
disparity exists between northern Sierra Nevada forests
and the forests of Soﬁthern California.

forests sometimes remain dry as late as Thanksglvmg, and

occasionally Christmas. When Santa Anas (east winds
from the desert) blow hot, dry air across fuels that haven'’t
been soaked since the spring rains six or seven months
before, hillsides becomewalls of flames that devourhomes
and denude steep hills and canyons. These conflagrations
can take every available Forest Service fire fighter, not just
from thelocal national forests but from forests throughout
the state, and sometimes all across the West.

Since fire crews must be ready to leave at short notice

for Southern California’s seasonal wildfires, the amount of

préscribed burning that can be done in the Sierra Nevada

during the fall season is lessened. During years of low fire
riskin thesouth, many prescribed burns canbedonein the
forests of the Sierra Nevada. Butin years when fire danger
is high in Southern California, fire crews are either com-
mitted to southern fires or standing by in case fires erupt.

One final constraint on prescribed burns to reduce
fuels comes from escaped fires. If a controlled burn should
get away from its controllers and threaten private prop-
erty, the agency is legally and politically constrained to use
all its resources to try to suppress the blaze.

Soit’s always safer for fire officials and forest supervi-
sors to avoid burning the difficult-to-burn-safely fuels at
the low and lower-middle elevations where human com-
munities and national forests meet. Since fire suppression
always appears heroic, the pressure to deal with the situa-
tion before fires threaten homes and private property is
not as powerful as the incentive to take no risks and
respond to “acts of God” when summer wildfires do burn.

In 1993 and 1994, years when large wildfires in the
burned throughout the West and killed fire fighters, the
Forest Service, CDF, and other local and regional agencies
agreed that the fire threat in the Sierra Nevada is unaccept-
able. Butnot everyone canagree on how besttoreduce the
fuelloadsin the Sierra and thereby reduce the threat of fire.

In 1994 the Forest Service released its Western Forest
Health Initiative calling for salvage logging to reduce fuel
loads on as many as 130,000 acres of national forest roaded
areas and another 50,000 acres of roadless lands. During
this same period, the agency’s philosophy of “ecosystem
management” has been translated by many national for-
est officials to mean large-scale thinning operations to
keep theSierra Nevadaforests from being burned to a crisp.
With a conservative Congress dominated by members
who favor the timberindustry, there is even more pressure
to-log.

Even the new plan to protect California spotted owl
habitat in the Sierra Nevada has at its foundation the issue
of fire and fuels. All of this pressure to log the forests to
save them from fire means it will be difficult for environ-
mentalists to stop ill-considered logging in the name of
forest health unless they can agree on an alternative
strategy for improving the health of forests and reducing
fire danger.

John Buckley worked as a Forest Servicefire fighter and hot
shotbefore becoming director of the Central Sierra Environmen-
tal Resource Center.

Let it burn!

By George Wuerthner .

Although it is now being used as a rationalization for
a wholesale attack on our forest, there is some scientific
justification for -concern over forest health.  For years
ecologists havebeen warning that the forestry practiced in

- the United States was degrading forest ecosystems. West-
ern forests have suffered immense changes in stand struc-
ture from fire suppression, livestock grazing, and commer-
cial logging.

Now the chickens have come home to roost. Treesin
many forest ecosystems are experiencing accelerated die-
offs from drought, disease, and insects. Forest fires are
becoming more difficult to control. These are natural
forces, acting just as starvation and predation do on a deer
herd. They are thinning the forest of excess individuals
and restoring balance to the ecosystem.

Despite the acknowledgement that our forest have
changed for the worse, the very activities that everyone
agrees contributed to the current situation continue, for
the most part, unabated. Westill attempt to suppress most
fires. We still allow grazing in national forests and other
public lands even though livestock eat fine fuels that help

carry fire and their hooves compact soils, aggravating

drought conditions for plants. When we log, we still take
the best trees out of the woods, leaving behind the geneti-
cally-inferior individuals or species like fir that are more
prone to insects and disease.

Fire fighting has little impact on slowing or stopping
blazes. Rather, it is a change in weather that extinguishes
the flames. The 1988 Yellowstone fires went out not
because there were 10,000 fire fighters tossing a little dirt
around, but because it snowed on September 10.

I recall reading a 1930 report by a fire fighter who
quipped that his crew battled a blaze for ten days and
finally got it under control. According tohis account, they
“had a hell of a time breaking camp in the rain.” Indeed,
there s a lot of evidence to suggest that fire suppression is
a waste of time under extreme weather conditions. We
send out the troops just to put on ashow, notbecauseit has
any real effect on fire control. '

It is important to remember that large fires, like the
1988 Yellowstone fires, are not an aberration. In fact, they
arethe norm in extreme weather conditions. Our tempo-

continued on page 7
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Let it burn!

continued from page 6

the forests with the perspective of centuries or millennia—
after all, that is the time scale of forests.

Large fires have occurred for thousands of years
throughout the West, even when there was no fire sup-
pression to contribute to higher fuel loads. Even ponde-
rosa pine and other low or middle elevation forests where
small understoryburns (sometimes called “friendly flame”)
typically kill just small trees without harming most of the
mature trees occasionally experience large, stand-replac-
ing fires. In the low to middle

fighting fires in drought years, we should be getting out of
the way and letting it burn. .
Now I know this sounds like heresy to people spoon-
-fed Smokey Bear propaganda, but our forests require
fires—big fires—just as the rain forest in Brazil requires
deluges, not just a sprinkling of moisture.

Even if salvage logging could lower fire hazard, the
amount of fuel abatement necessary to have any real effect
on the spread and size of fires would involve millions of

acres. Logging a few

elevations of the Sierra Nevada,
a “friendly flamme” kind of place,
recent research by Tony Caprio
and others ‘has shown that
historically, stand-replacing

We should be looking at the
forests with the perspective of
centuries or millennia.

thousand acres here and
there make almost no
difference. We just can’tlog
the West fast enough to
éffectively reduce fuel loads

blazes occasionally roared
through the forests, killingmost
of the mature trees as well as the small ones. However, it
is important to note that fires typically do not consume
everything in their path but leave a patchy mosaic with
islands of unburned trees among the snags.

There are some good ecological reasons why weshould
promote, not interfere with, large fires. Fires produce
snags for nesting birds and woody debris that creates
habitat for wildlife on the forest floor and fish in streams.
The heatkills some soil and forest pathogens. But only big
fires are ecologically significant. The small fires that occur
auring “normal” summers make almost no difference in
overall forest composition and structure. It is only when
hundreds of thousands, even millions of acres burn that
future fire hazard is significantly reduced. Instead of

in any significant manner.

Rather than trying to
control fires and forests, we should learn to live with them.
Big fires are like floods in rivers. They are essential to
properly functioning forest ecosystems. We ought to treat
fires the way we treat floods. Just as you shouldn’t build
in a flood plain, you shouldn’t build where fires are likely.
We should make insurance premiums higher for people
who want to live in the woods, not subsidize their choice
to live in a hazardous environment with government-
financed fire protection. We should even think about
zoning areas with high firerisk as off-limits for construction,
just as we zoneriver flood plains, In the absence of zoning,
we should do what we can to make communities and
homes defensible: reducefuels withlogging and prescribed
burns, outlaw wood roofs, and create good access for fire-
fighting equipment.

Then, instead of wasting taxpayer
moneyfighting fires or subsidizing salvage
sales, we shouldlet most of the fires in the
West burn unrestricted except where they
directly threaten lives or property.

George Wuerthner is an ecologist and
firebrand who lives in Oregon.

Support the CWC;
sport CWC T-shirts

Linda (right) sports our newest T-shirt.

The $15 shirt features our logo in three
colors on a background of jade, royal blue,
birch, or cream. Sheila likes our six-tone
landscape shirt in jade, fuchsia, light blue,
or pale green for $15.

- Not pictured but still available: our
animal design by Bay Area cartoonist Phil
Frank (beige or light gray) for $12. All
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Calendar

August 11 COMMENTS DUE on a Lassen
National Forest plan to protect anadramous
fish in Deer, Mill, and Antelope creeks (article
in July 1995 WR). Send to: Leonard Atencio,
Forest Supervisor, Lassen NF, 55 South
Sacramento St., Susanville, CA 96130.

August 17 EXTENDED DEADLINE for com-
ments on the Forest Service’s proposed
changes to its National Forest Management
Act regulations (article in July 1995 WR).

Send to: Director, Ecosystem Management
(1920), USDA Forest Service, P.O. Box 96090,
Washington, DC, 20090-6090.

September 5 COMMENTS DUE on a Los
Padres National Forest plan build an off-road
vehicle route through the Sespe-Frazier
Roadless Area (article on page 4). Send to:
Mark Bethke, District Ranger, Los Padres NF,
HC1, Box 400., Frazier Park, CA 93225.

September 11 MEETING of the California
Ancient Forest Alliance in Redding. For more
information call }im Eaton or Ryan Henson at
(916) 758-0380.

September 17 MEETING of the board of
directors of the California Wilderness Coalition
in Davis. For more information call Jim Eaton
at (916) 758-0380.

September 23-24 ‘WATERSHED RESTORA-
TION WORKSHOP in Georgetown, sponsored

~ by the Pacific Rivers Council. . For more

information call Terry Terhaar at (916) 444-
8726 x 84.

Wilderness Trivia Answer

The North Coast Range, the
Salmon Mountains, and the
Siskiyou Mountains.

1

shirts are 100 percent double-knit cotton. : .
To order, use the form on the back page. k‘ﬁpm page _2 : )
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Coalition Member Groups

Ancient 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

California Native Plant Society; Sacramento

Citizens for Better Forestry; Hayfork

Citizens for Mojave National Park; Barstow

Citizens for a Vehicle Free Nipomo Dunes;
Nipomo

Committes 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 Southern California; L. A..

El Dorado Audubon Society; Long Beach

Friends Aware of Wildlife Needs (FAWN);
Georgetown

Friends of Chinquapin, Oakland

Friends of Plumas Wilderness; 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

’ League to Save Lake Tahoe; S. Lake Tahoe

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
Northern Coast Range Biodiversity Project; Davis
Pasadena Audubon Society

Kaweah Flyfishers; Visalia

Keep the Sespe Wild Committee; Ojai

Kern Audubon Society; Bakersfield

Kem River Valley Audubon Society; Bakersfield
Kern-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club; Bakersfield
Kiamath Forest Alliance; Etha

Loma Prieta Chapter Sierra Club; Palo Alto
Madrone Audubon Society; Santa Rosa
Marble Mountain Audubon Society; Greenview

“Wilderness helps us preserve our ca-
pacity for wonder—the power to feel, if
not to see, the miracles of Ilfe of beauty,
and of harmony around us.”

—William O. Douglas
Supreme Court Justice

Peak Adventures; Sacramento

People for Nipomo Dunes Nat'l. Seashore;
Nipomo

Peppermint Alert; Porterwlle

Placer County Cons. Task Force; Newcastle

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; Kernville

Sierra Ass'n. for the Environment; Fresno

Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund; S. F.

Sierra Treks; Ashland, OR

Soda Min. Wilderness 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

Waestern States Endurance Run; S. F.

The Wilderness Society; San Francisco

Wintu Audubon Society; Redding

Yolano Group, Sierra Club; Davis

Yolo Environmental Resource Center; Davis

_ CWC Business Spo

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.-

Acomn Naturalists
Env. Education Resources

17300 E. 17th, }]-236 P. O. Box 305

Business Industrial Group

Ellison & Schneider, Attomeys
2311 Capitol Ave.

Hurricane Wind Sculptures

Luis & LaVerne Ireland

E. Jack Ottosen, O.D.

c/o Peter Vincent Optometrist
3 50]’5 AII heny Star Rt. 7601 Sunrise Bivd. #4
""""" an ]uan CA 95960 Citrus Heights, CA 95610

James P. Pachl

Information Searching Attormney at Law
664 San Pedro Lane 80 Grand Ave., Sixth Floor
Morgan Hill, CA 95037 Oakland, CA 94612

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

Patagonia, Inc.
259 W. Santa Clara St.
Ventura, CA 93001

Recreational Equipment, Inc.

Tustin, CA 92680 Northfield, VT 05663 Sacramento, CA 95816 William M. Kier Associates 20640 Homestead Road
- NGOk 2015 'Brldgeway, Suite 304 Cupertino, CA 95014
Ascent Technol California Native Landscapes enny Smith boo Sausalito, CA 94965
Robert J. Ra]ew;)kgnles c/o Steve Henson * A P. O. Box 1060 '. Ridge Builders Group
525 Avis Dr., Suite 15 355 Patton Avenue Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 EDnor} Morns,tal = :)29 C (S:a\rege;s1
. San Jose, CA 95128 i vironmen sign avis, 6

Ann Arbor, M 48108 J Xﬁ"lam Gusgfson, EUATRHIEnG q
Mark Come Together ttorney at Law . Willits, CA 95490 Bob Rutemoeller, CFP, EA
C:nsu?grg\g yBIOngISt c/o Gary Ball 1570 The Alameda, #150 Certified Financial Planner
P.O. Box 1431 Box 1415 San Jose, CA 95126 ]NeuBroge?‘Ith Hypnotherapy (P;.O.' Blox 587

Ukiah, CA 95482 ay ohen ualala, CA 95445
ERRRACAP I3t Bob Havlan 537 Newport Ctr. Dr., #250
Belless Nu Echo, The Wildemess Company Business Acquisitions & Sales Newport Beach, CA 92660 Drs. Helene & Rob Schaeffer
P. O. Box 1936 6529 Tel raph Ave. 362 Freeman Road Psychological Corporation
Davis, CA 95617 Oakland ?A 94609 Walnut Creek, CA 94595 225 West Granger

Modesto, CA 95350

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

Solano Press Books
Warren W. Jones, Prop.
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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3 Yes! Iwish to become a member of the California ) Annual Dues: * * ¥ Shiit Orders
Wilderness Coalition. Enclosed is $ for first- Individual $ 20.00 1. landscape design in light blue, pale green, jade, or
)Elar m:mbership duels. \ i Low-income Individual  $ 10.00 :‘;;:;;;" d“s T 2
ere is a special contribution o to 8= . o . esign in eige (no meda.) or gray:
help the Coalitioﬁ's work. g‘ej;tea;:(':?g Individual : 13(5)88 3. logo design in jade, royal blue, birch, or cream: $15
r . 3 AR * o
NAME Patron $ 500.00 Design Sizes, m, |, x) Color Amount
Non-profit Organization $§ 30.00
ADDRESS Business Sponsor $ 50.00
Y tax deductible
Mail to: Subtotal
Califomia Wilderness Coalition Shipping
2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5 (3$1.50 + .75 for each additional shirt)
ciTy STATE — ZIP Davis, California 95616 Total
8




