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Agency
on the loose

Eldorado scandal
tarnishes what'’s left of the
Forest Service’s reputation

By Paul Spitler

When Jack Ward Thomas took over the Forest
Service in 1991, his first official act was a promise:
the Forest Service would tell the truth and obey the
law. Fiveyears later, with the Forest Servicerocked
by scandal, Thomas is imposing strict new limits
on therelease of information and curtailing public
access to agency documents.

The scandal that broke the Chief’s back was
chronicled in a recent report by Public Employees
for Environmental Responsibility, a government
watciidog group. The report describes a series of

- violations of lawin the Eldorado National Forest—
and an ensuing cover-up—that could leave tax-
payers with a $30 million tab. ‘

The fiasco came to light in the early 1990s
when forest activists in the central Sierra learned
of several planned timber sales, sales for which
they had not received notice. After inquiring
about the environmental documents that must
accompany logging plans, they found in some
cases that no environmental analysis had been
done and in others that the analyses were more
than a decade old.

The missing and aged documents violated a
federal law, the National Environmental Policy
Act, that requires new analyses when environ-
mental conditions change. Five years of drought,
catastrophic wildfires, salvage logging, and new
requirements to protect the California spotted owl
certainly qualified as environmental change. But
the Forest Service, in an attempt to meet logging
quotas, decided to proceed with the sales anyway.
And then the trouble began.

Placerville Ranger District timber manage-
ment officer Pat Ferrell understood this back in 1991. In
an interoffice memo she wrote, “Most of our EAs do not
meet todays standards....If we are put into a position to
redo EAs (as is required by law) or respond to a multitude
of appeals, then we will be unable to produce volume for
sale in "92.” Ferrell’s pleas to redo the environmental
analyses fell on deaf ears. Forest Supervisor John Phipps
already had decided to offer the sales for bid.

Environmentalists were outraged at the flouting of
federal law. In response to their complaints, Phipps sent
a letter to forest activist Erin Noel stating that none of the
salesin question would be offered and that each was being
reviewed by an interdisciplinary team of scientists. Both
statements were false. Trees continued to be sold, and the
only review taking place was a file review by timber
management officer Rex Baumback.

The pressure from environmentalists continued, and
eventually Phipps agreed to create a scientificreview team.
The team met immediate resistance from timber officers

The proposed Echo-Carson Wilderness is a serene contrast .
to the lawsuits and scandal bedeviling the Eldorado National Forest.

Photo by Kathy Blankenship

and district rangers eager to “get out the cut.” After
meeting with the scientists, USDA General Counsel Jack
Gipsman wrote to the regional forester that they had
complained of “undue pressure” to “backdatedocuments”
and “change opinions as to the effects of a project on
threatened or endangered species.” Gipsman continued,
“They expressed feelings of intimidation and jeopardy to
their careers if they stood against such pressure.”

The scientists were right about the potential impacts
of the projects. Subsequent reviews of 24 sales found they
would have destroyed the old-growth forests that are
critical habitat for the spotted owl, caused extensive ero-
sion and sedimentation, and further imperiled rare forest-
dependent species like the goshawk and fisher.

Finally in 1994, after conceding that numerous sales
lacked the required environmental analyses, the Forest
Service wasforced to suspend the 24 approved and sold but
still-uncut timber sales. The suspension of over 110

........... cantinyed on page 6, .

Cleveland’s
twin wilderness
areas overrun
with smugglers

Forest Service cautions
recreationists

By Lucy Rosenau

The ironies are ineluctable. We go to the
wilderness to escape the travails of everyday life.
So do they. We seek solitude. So do they. We
understand the importance of migration corri-
dors. So do they. :

“They” areillegalimmigrants and drug smug-
glers who now are using two Southern California
wilderness areas in such numbers that the Forest
Service is warning recreationists who choose to
visit Hauser or Pine Creek wildemess in the
Cleveland National Forest not to confront any-
one suspicious. An internal Forest Service report
put it more bluntly: “The entire Hauser Wilder-
nessisin the control of the smugglers. The public
should not use that part of the forest because of
the dangers associated with trafficking drugs and
smuggling aliens.”

Because of their proximity to the California-
Mexico border (see map on back page of Wilder-
ness Guide), the wilderness areas have been used
by immigrants and smugglers in the past. But
stepped-up enforcement at other parts of the
border are driving illegal immigrants and drug
smugglers into ever more remote wildlands. In
1995, the Forest Service apprehended 511 of the
774 illegal immigrants sighted in the forest and
seized 160 pounds of cocaine and almost 1,000

' ' continued on page 6
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I never know quite what to expect when filling a
position here at the Coalition. It's not a frequent event; we
have but few paid jobs, and our employees stay with us for
a long time.

But [ was surprised when 16 people applied to be the
editor of the Wilderness Record. We expected many would
be newly-graduating students looking for a fxrst job; in-
stead we found an amazing array of seasoned and experi-
enced people. I don’t know if I should be flattered that
such talented folks want to work for the Coalition or
alarmed at the current state of the economy which drove

‘them to our low-paying, part-time job.

Assuming that our salary would dissuade those not
living close to Davis, we advertised the position mostly
locally. For a while it seemed that we would not look far
for Lucy’s replacement—many applicants were from here
in Village Homes, with three from her street alone.

Résumes make fascinating reading. Some cover letters
showed the love of wilderness and fire in the belly I want
in a Coalition staffer. We had folks with varied back-
grounds: an attorney, former professors and administra-
tors, a store manager, writers, and activists. After sifting
through the papers and conducting interviews, we settled
on an editor.

Herb Walker should make a smooth transition to the
Coalition. As editor of Friends of the River’s Headwaters, he
produced a paper similar to ours. Already used to
Macintoshes and PageMaker, he can concentrate on the
content of the Record rather than the mechanics.

But as important as his background is, we felt Herb
also fit the team we have assembled. The editor not only
works with our staff and volunteers to produce the Record,
she (now he) works with Lora on-fundraising letters and
grant applications, with Ryan and me on wilderness alerts
and reports, and with interns developing their writing
skills. I intend to have Herb also increase our media
presence which has been mostly reactive in recent years.

During the interviews, I had to turn my back to the
blue skies and flowering plums outside the glass doors.
Spring fever was biting me, and it turns out that wasn’t the
only thing that would.

Before the Department of Fish and Game closed the
Cache Creek area to public entry (it's fawning season here
in theflatlands), I found a day to hike down Harley Gulch.
Accompanied by intemn Kathy and office dog Inyo, I had
a great day. We saw a bald eagle and two goldens as well
as tracks of raccoons, bobcats, and a very largebear. It also
was tick season.

Inyo pioneered the cross-country route for us, so he
gleaned the majority of the critters. I combed well over a
hundred off him that afternoon, and in the following days
found at least that many feasting on his blood. And
despite frequent tick checks, one dined on me. .

With a red ring forming around the bite, my doctor
asked questions like a Clue player: when, where, and
who? When I told her yesterday in Lake County by a deer
tick, she told me I would be taking tetracycline (and
cautioned me not to get pregnant). You don’t mess with
Lyme disease.

Armed with my vial of tablets, I journeyed with Ryan
to Joe Fontaine's house in Tehachapi for a gathering of
activists convened by biodiversity organizer John Hopkins.
It was a good meeting, and it led to a September date for a
Wildlands Project workshop in Kernville.

But we didn't drive all that way just to come right
home, so Ryan got his first taste of the Mojave Desert. We
camped next to the El Paso Mountains Wilderness, where
in the clear, crisp desert air we watched in awe the comet
Hyakutake.

Then after circumnavigating the Owens Peak Wilder-
ness by truck, we hiked up the Pacific Crest Trail to the Jim
Jenkins plaque on the peak named in his honor. It was a
beautiful day. To the northwest we could see across the
Dome Land Wilderness to the peaks above Mineral King;
in the northeast were ranges all the way to Telescope Peak.

Have a meeting planned for a remote part of Califor-
nia? Ryan and I always are interested in receiving invita-
tions.

By Jim Eaton
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Meet your new editor

Herb Walker joins us this month as the California
Wilderness ‘Coalition’s new editor. Herb spent four years
atFriends of the River, working in the membership depart-
ment before becoming editor of that other newsletter,
Headwaters.

Making the transition to dry land should be easy
because, he confesses, he’d just as soon hike along a river
as raft it. His favorite places to backpack are “just about
anywherein theSierra,” southern Utah, the Mojave Desert,
and Alaska. We think he’ll fit in just fine.

A CWC member for several years, Herb sees the
Coalition as vital to the state’s conservation movement.
In particular, he cites our role as a watchdog for public
lands and our efforts to educate the people who use them.

As for the Wilderness Record, he promises not to water
it down, to float some new ideas, and to stay current.
Whether he’ll deluge us with bad puns, too, only time will
tell.

Your Coalition needs you

If you work for Hewlett-Packard, that is. The Coali-
tion needs a Hewlett-Packard employee to sponsor our

" request for a new printer from the company’s Community

Donations Program. If you can help, please contact Lora
Leerskov at the Coalition office, 2655 Portage Bay East,

CW(C is going GIS ... Gee!

The California Wilderness Coalition is going high-
tech (by our decidedly modest standards) thanks to a
$12,000 grant from the Conservation Technology Support
Program of the Conservation Research Center in Virginia.
The grant of geographic information system (GIS) equip-
ment and training will enable the Coalition to better map
and protect the network of core wilderness areas, buffer
zones, and migration corridors needed to preserve
California’s biological diversity.

Though primarily intended to support our work on
the California portion of the Wildlands Project, the com-
puter equipment from the Conservation Technology Sup-
port Program will be a boon to everything we do. In
human terms, the Coalition staff will no longer have to
fight over who gets to use the Macintosh LC (we'll fight
over who gets to use the PowerMac, instead). Ah, progress.
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activists both have identified overutilization of browse as
a key problem in the Sequoia National Forest, one with
important implications for wildlife. Browse is the woody

and the numbers in a draft amendment to the Sequoia

National Forest plan do not look good. Intended to ,

clarify and supplement the Forest Service's existing o
guidelines on grazing and range management in the AN ’
Sequoia, the amendmentisinadequate on both counts.

Brett Matzke of Cal Trout commented, “The pro-
posed alternative falls way short of providing the direc-
tion needed for this forest. The figures for desired future
condition are politically based, not science-based.”

Theplan'sinadequacies can be traced to theagency'’s
determination that only 10-20 percent of the stream
reaches in the forest need remediation. Local activists
familiar with riparian conditions find this figure exces-
sively conservative, even when the Forest Service's
definition of desired condition for streams, which
underemphasizes the role of vegetation, is taken into
account.

A deficiency of botanical expertise has long plagued
the Sequoia National Forest, and the proposed grazing
amendment reflects the lack of long-term botanical
monitoring and thelack of botanical input in determin-
ing desired future condition of riparian areas and up-
land native plant communities. The natural return of
native shrubs to their original habitats (where they
flourished prior to bush clearance for livestock) is
chronicled in the amendment as “losing some open
areas to dense brush.”

The Forest Service’s proposed alternative would
allow the Sequoia’s streams to have width-to-depth
ratios of 20 to 1, even though most scientists consider
the still-shallow 10 to 1 the highest ratio possible for a
healthy stream. A deep,; narrow, U-shaped stream, the
kind that provides good habitat for aquatic species, can
have a ratio of 4 to 1 or less. The Forest Service also
would tolerate bank disturbance in the Sequoia at a rate
of 25 percent a year, a figure higher than in any other
forest plan in the region that addresses the problem.
Water quality would be monitored only by tempera-
ture; bacteria, nutrients, turbidity, and sedimentation A healthy stream along the trail to Cottonwood Lakes
will be ignored. in the Golden Trout Wilderness. Many Sequoia National Forest

A team of outside range experts brought in by the riparian areas don’t look this good, and if the Forest Service

‘Forest Service to review its range program and local adopts its proposed range plan, grazing will continue to degrade

the forest’s streams. Photo by Bob Barnes

Another agency
herd from

“Why don't you people practice range conservation?”

-« » -Soil-Conservation-Service-graphic - - - -

scrub species that cattle—and deer—like to eat. In
addition to being an important food source for native
species, scrub provides shelter from summer’s heat and
winter’s cold. The preferred alternative addresses the
issue not as an'indication of serious range management
problems but as a useful tool, saying overbrowsed areas
“will...meet objectives for fuel breaks and other open
areas.” |

In the environmental impact statenient that ac-
companies the draft amendment, the Forest Service did
consider two alternatives that would improve range
conditions. But better monitoring means increased
administrative cost; the agency’s preferred alternative
involves only a minor increase in cost. The cost of good
management is not addressed as an issue.

Activists criticized an earlier draft of the grazing
amendment for focusing only on riparian areas. Now
the plan addresses uplands and annual grass/oak habi-
tats, but in the most superficial way. There is no
meaningful direction for managing livestock in oak
woodlands, annual grasslands, or chaparral. Even lower-
elevation annual grassland riparian areas are not ad-
equately addressed.

What you can do

Because grazing management plans, with their
arcane terminology and references to “pounds of square
matter left on the ground,” can be intimidating even to
committed activists, Range Watch will be providing

* some help to people whe want to submit comments on

the draft Sequoia amendment. By mid-April, Range
Watch will have available an information packet on the
deficiencies of the plan and a video that shows current
conditions in the Sequoia National Forest. You can
reach Range Watch at Rural Route 1, Box 450, Posey, CA
93260; (805) 536-8668.

. Comments on the Sequoia grazing EIS are due May
3. Wirite to Forest Supervisor Art Gaffrey, Sequoia
National Forest, 900 West Grand Avenue, Porterville,

CA 93257-2035. Tell him to:

® use a meore realistic assessment of stream damage in

the forest;

¢ allow only 10 percent of streambanks to be disturbed

by cattle; and

e reduce the amount of browse utilization allowed.
Jane Baxter is the director of Range Watch.




environmental piece of legislation in history.” Whetheror
not it is worse than its closest rival (the 1872 mining law),
even its supporters cannot deny its impact: ancient forests
are falling to the chainsaw every day, and the pace of the
destruction is expected to double this summer when the
snow recedes. ;

Opposition to the salvage rider continues to grow in
Congress, but the response from the White House has been

slow, tepid, and muddled. In February, President Clinton -

offered some of his first remarks on the rider since signing

the measureintolawlast year. The president admitted that’

approving the rider (which was attached to a large—and
popular—budget bill) was a mistake and seemed to call for
its repeal. From his speech it was unclear, however,
whether he supported a full repeal or just a repeal of the
amendment’s most egregious provisions. Forest activists
and some members of Congress, particularly representa-
tives George Brown (D-San Bernardino) and Elizabeth
Furse (D-WA), urged the president to support full repeal in
the days following his speech. The president finally
clarified his position and called for full repeal in early
March. ‘

Nevertheless, the Clinton administration has done
little to stop the Forest Service from abusing its discretion
under the salvage rider. Indeed, many activists complain
that the Forest Service has become a rogue agency under
therider. A few weeks after the Department of Agriculture
assured activists that the proposed Barkley salvage sale in
the Lassen National Forest would be cancelled, the Forest
Service said the logging would go forward. This left
conservationists wondering who really is in charge of the
Forest Service.

Until the rider either expires at the end of this year, as
it is supposed to, or is repealed by Congress, activists
believe their only recourse is for the White House to police
more vigorously how the Forest Service is implementing
therider’s requirement that a stipulated level of logging be
maintained. Nothing in the rider prevents President
Clinton from stopping most salvage sales in old-growth
groves and roadless areas and instructing the Forest Service
not to plan more.

Meanwhile, efforts to repeal the rider in Congress
continue. Speaker of the House Newt Gingrich refused to
allow Rep. Furse’s repeal bill to reach the floor for a vote in
February, but she continues to fight. Rep. Gary Condit (D-
Ceres) is expected to introduce a bill that would restore the
rightto challenge salvage sales and expedite uncontroversial
projects. -

In the Senate, Senator Bill Bradley (D-NJ) recently
introduced a repeal bill, and Senator Patty Murray (D-WA)
has advanced a bill that would repeal the salvage rider but
substitute different pro-salvage language in its place. This
provision of herbill raised the ire of many activists, though
most accept it as a vast improvement over the status quo.
The Murray bill was defeated on March 14 by a vote of 54
to 42, but she is expected to try again. Both California
senators Feinstein and Boxer support repealing the salvage
rider. i

Thus far, California’s forests have been spared the
destruction visited on Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and
other states. Only oneroadless area has been clearcut (Bald
Mountain in the Tahoe National Forest), but many others
are on the chopping block (see map). The salvage logging
proposed for the Sierra Nevada alone is expected to double
this year even as scientists are urging more protection for
the range, not less.

_ . What you can do

President Clinton has the discretion to order the
Forest Service to cancel destructive salvage sales, especially
in California where there are no court-mandated logging

projects. . Call or write the president and; uzge him to
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1. Mendocino National Forest: Saddle Timber Sale*—Will log old-growth forest adjacent to a Northwest
Forest Plan late-successional (old-growth) reserve in the sensitive Eel River watershed.

2. Six Rivers National Forest: Pilot Creek Timber Sale*—Will log in riparian areas and in the Pilot Creek
Roadless Area despite at-risk fishery downstream. 3 .

3-4. Klamath National Forest: Pony and Dillon Salvage Sales—Will log a Northwest Forest Plan late-
successional reserve and the Siskiyou Roadless Area and remove trees from unstable slopes despite at-risk
salmon and steelhead fisheries.

5. Klamath National Forest: Specimen Salvage Sale—Will log in riparian areas despite at-risk salmon and
steelhead fisheries. :

6. Klamath National Forest: Lick Salvage Sale—Will log on unstable soils and in the Tom Martin Roadless
Area despite at-risk salmon and steelhead fisheries.

7. Modoc National Forest: Poison Spring Salvage Sale—Region considered for logging includes rare
California spotted owl habitat and at-risk fish habitat. ;

8-10. Lassen National Forest: Eastside analysis area salvage sales—Rare eastside Cascade old-growth
habitat at risk.

11. Lassen National Forest: Barkley Salvage Sale—Will log old-growth forest in the Polk Springs Roadless
Area despite at-risk salmon and steelhead fisheries.

12. Lassen National Forest: Almanor Ranger District Windthrow Salvage Sales—Region considered for

- logging includes Heart Lake and Chips Creek roadless areas.

13. Plumas National Forest: . Moonlight Peak/Indian Creek project areas—Region considered for logging
includes rare old-growth forest habitat hosting pine marten, wolverine, and other threatened species.

14, Tahoe National Forest: Treasure and Davies Salvage Sales—Will construct miles of new roads in a
watershed already heavily damaged by logging and road construction.

15. Toiyabe National Forest: Poor Boy Salvage Sale—Region considered for logging includes rare eastside
Sierra old-growth and the Raymond Peak Roadless Area. '

16-17. Sequoia National Forest: Tule and Hot Springs Ranger Districts’ salvage programs—Regions considered
for logging include old-growth forest hosting rare sub-populations of pine marten, fisher, and wolverine. The
Agnew, Jennie Lakes, and Slate Mountain roadless areas also are being considered for logging. May violate the
Sequoia Mediated Settlement Agreement between the Forest Service and conservationists which requires the
protection of sensitive areas.

b d b s Wm0

* Though not salvage sales, these !o'gg'!rig projects are covered by the salvage rider. ‘ it
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New fire policies spark little optimism
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If Smokey ever gets a new motto, it won't be ”Bum,
baby, burn.” The Departments of Agricultuie and the
Interior are adopting new policies on how their land-
managingagencies—the Forest Service, National Park Ser-
vice, Fish and Wildlife Service, and Bureau of Land Man-
agement—will respond to wildfire, and suppression still
carries the day.

The new policies are the result of a collection of
recommendations, the Federal Wildland Fire Manage-
ment Policy and Program Review, by an interdisciplinary
team of scientists. The recommendations seem progres-
sive, but the policies mostly support the status quo.

The report recommends that fire, “as a critical natural
process, will be integrated into land and resource manage-
ment plans on a landscape scale, across agency bound-
aries” and acknowledges that fire suppression diminishes
“the long-term sustainability of theland.” But the policies
the agencies are adopting do not seem significantly to
advance the one or correct the other.

For the Interior Department and the Forest Service, all
fires are either wildfires or ”prescnbed” firesthat, whatever
the source of their ignition, meet agency criteria as benefi-
cial. The Interior Department says “all wildfires will be
suppressed” on the lands administered by its agencies—
the National Park Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, and
Bureau of Land Management. The Forest Service requires
an “appropriate suppression response.”

Consequently, how the agencies determine which
fires are prescribed is all-important. For the Interior
Department, fire is prescribed only when it is part of a
defined plan, and a lightning fire will be allowed to burn
if it is “provided for in a management plan, a valid
prescription exists, and the fire is monitored.” The Forest
Service encourages the use of prescribed fire, managed or
natural, and would allow lightning-caused fires to fill
“their natural ecological 1ole in wilderness.” Although the
report repeatedly acknowledges the role of fire in ecologi-
cal systems, when it comes to policies, management and
administrative considerations take precedence over scien-
tific ones.

‘Fire haslong been an
integral part of the ecol-
ogy of many areas. Natu-
rally-occurring fires clear
away accumulated vegeta- -
tive debris and release nu-
trients into. the soil. In
addition, Native Ameri-
cans ignited fires for cen-
turies before Europeans
arrived on this continent.

In areas which arefire-
adapted, fire is integral to
theecosystem. Plants, ani-
mals, and even soils have
biochemical adaptations
to fire. In some ecosys-
tems, fire is essential to
the reproductive cycles of
plants. Fire, or the ab-
sence of fire, dramatically
changes the vegetation of
an area over time. Fire- °
adapted vegetation in ar-
eas where fire has been
suppressed may be more
susceptible to insects and
disease. Other more wide- -
scale effects of fire sup-
pression are changes in wildlife populations, hydrological
processes, soils, and nutrient cycling. These effects may be
compounded if, as a result of many years of fire suppres-
sion, an extremely severe fire burns.

The report also acknowledges that the importance of
fire regimes is not well-recognized at the local offices of
land-managing agencies where decisions are made. Local
managers decide which fires meet agency criteria for
prescribed fire, and hence which fires will be allowed to
burn and which will be suppressed. Another problem is
the fragmentation of land ownership. Although this
report strongly emphasizes interagency cooperation, the
variance between the specific policy goals of the Forest

still have the final say.

New federal policies could restore the role of wildfire to wildlands
like Lava Wilderness Study Area on the Modoc Plateau, but local managers

Photo by Jim Eaton

Service and Interior Department is a roadblock.

However disappointing the new federal fire policies
are, the real test is how they will be implemented locally.
Clearly, before fire is allowed to play its vital role in fire-
adapted ecosystems, there is much work and education
that still needs to be done.

Kathleen Brennan is an intem at the California Wilder-
ness Codlition. Copies of the report can be ordered from the
Office of External Affairs, National Interagency Fire Center,
3833 South Development Avenue, Boise, ID 83705-5354 or
downloaded from the Internet (http://www.fs.fed.us/land/
wdfire.htm).

Seventh forest congress a first for conservationists

By Steve Holmer & Ryan Henson

The Seventh American Forest Congress brought 1,200
people to Washington, D. C., in February to try to develop
a common vision for America’s forests. For the conserva.
tion dctivists who attended, the specter of the salvage
rider, which exempts certain forms of logging on public
lands from citizen appeals and federal environmental
statutes, loomed large over the event and poisoned the
debate. With the rider allowing so much of our nation’s
remaining ancient forests to be logged, it was hard for
activists to concentrate on rosy visions for the future.

Though sponsored by the Yale School of Forestry, the
forest congress receives most of its financial support from
the timber industry, which has complained loudly about
the need to reform environmental laws it finds contradic-
tory and burdensome. That conservationists participated
at all is a testament to the congress’s significance: the six
previous forest congresses (in 1882, 1905, 1946, 1953,
1963, and 1975) led to major revisions in natural resource
law and policy. When the forest congress speaks, the U. S.
Congress listens.

The 1996 congress was the first to include conserva-
tionists, who comprised 20 percent of the attendees. The
activists’ minority status was troubling because majority
vote determines which forest management principles are
adopted by the gathering. Though badly outnumbered,
activists were able to broadcast their message about the
need to repeal the salvage rider. Every press conference

held by the organizers of the congress was dominated by
the rider, and much of the resulting media coverage
focused on this issue as well.

Activists succeeded in garnering approval for several
general principles that undercut the salvage rider’s chill-
ing effect on public involvement in the management of
federal lands. One principle endorsed by the congress

states that “citizens and interests have the right to seek -

administrative and judicial review to ensure that land
management decisions com-
ply with existing laws....”
Another says changes in en-
vironmental laws should be
pursued through an open
legislative process allowing
free and fair debate (the sal-
vage rider was stealthily attached to a large, must-pass
budget bill, with little debate or consideration).

An attempt to gain approval for a principle that calls
for theé repeal of the salvage rider faced opposition on both
ideological and process grounds (many participants felt it
was too specific to be a general forest management prin-
ciple). The principle was voted down 711 to 252, a tally
which reveals just howbadly outnumbered conservation-
ists were. Despite the highly unrepresentative nature of
the congress, the timber industry touted this vote in the
national press as an indicator of wide support for the rider
even though several principles the congress adopted
roundly condéemn everythmg the salvage rider represents.

listens.

When the forest congress
speaks, the U. §. Congress

Initially, some of the strongest supporters of the
salvage rider at the congress were unionized pulp and
paper workers. Many of them were convinced to oppose
the rider when conservationists asked them how they
would feel if workplace health, safety, and collective
bargaining laws were suspended by a hastily written,
hastily passed rider on an appropriations bill..

Other key principles passed at the congress called for
the preservation of biological diversity, the maintenance
and restoration of healthy aquatic
ecosystems, and the protection of
ancient forests on public lands.

Unfortunately, a principle call-
ing for the protection of roadless
areas failed to pass. Given the over-
5 whelming industry presence at the

congress, the 40 percent of the vote the prinicple won was
\a pleasant surprise.

The timber industry, which ran ads in the Washington
Post calling on the forest congress to endorse substantial
charnges to our nation’s environmental laws, was unable
even to have these issues discussed in the face of conserva-
tionist opposition. Off-road vehicle enthusiasts also were
losers—even the timber industry voted against the prin-
ciples they proposed.

For the California activists who attended, the most
useful outcome of the congress was the many new allies
they discovered. Activists found they had much in com-

continued on page 6
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Cleveland wilderness areas in the hands of smugglers

continued from page 1
pounds of marijuana, according to the report. The in-
crease is also attributed to the recent collapse of Mexico’s
economy.

The rugged terrain of the wilderness areas and budget
limitations mean that despite increased enforcement by
the Forest Service and Border Patrol the smugghng will
not easily be stopped so long
as there is an economic in- "
centive to reach the United TREES
States. The Forest Service re-
port details the economics
andlogistics ofthe smuggler s
trade:

“[Allien and drug smug-
gling is very lucrative. The
aliens that are smuggled into
theUnitedStatesalready have
some family members living
here. A fee is charged for
each alien, approximately
$400 per male and $600 per
female. Females cost more
because they are considered
slower for the smuggler.

“If they get into the
United States, they are taken
to a safe house where the
smuggling operators call the
family...and advise them
they may come pick up [their
relative] for the price. The
family...usually makes pay-
ment. Ifnopaymentismade,

‘I} r

Pine Creek Wilderness, Cleveland National Forest

the person is basically put out on the street.

“When the smuggling occurs [in] the forest, members
of the party that fall behind are left behind. This usually
includes the very old, very young, or sick. We will
probably be locating bodies of those that didn’t make it.

“Smugglers are in it for the money. If one or more in
the party cannot keep up, it ]eopardlzes the entire group

\r._ s
.l- - L ”

I
»

Forest Service photo

Thank the BLM for cleaning up its act

Thedifferences between the Forest Service and Bureau
of Land Management (BLM) grow wider every day. While
the Forest Service squanders its budget (and the national
treasury) selling off our old-growth forests and punching
roads through wildlands, the BLM (at least in California)
appears to be increasing its efforts to protect wildlife and
wilderness.

Witness the BLM's recent proposal to remove build-
ings, debris, and trash and clean up a dump site in the
Little Picacho Wildemess. The agency also proposes to
erect barriers to prevent off-road vehicle trespass into the
wilderness.

The BLM currently is seeking public comments on
these proposals, though oddly, the agency does not want
letters of praise. According to the BLM, “Simply agreeing
or disagreeing.. does not help us-to identify and correct
problems.”

Thousand Lakes
additions in the clear—
instead of the clearcut

The Forest Service says it will not log two Lassen
National Forest roadless areas that the California Wilder-
ness Coalition wants protected as suitable additions to the
Thousand Lakes Wilderness. Responding to a flurry of
letters from Coalition members who opposed the agency’s
plan to log the Devil’s Garden and Cypress roadless areas
as part of the Wilcox and Bellow salvage sales, the Forest
Service announced thatlogging would be limited to forest-
lands outside the roadless areas.

The only remaining wildlands adjacent to the Thou-
sand Lakes Wilderness, the roadless areas are vital to future
efforts to establish a migration corridor linking Lassen
National Park with wildlands to the north. Thanks to
everyone who wrote letters, the roadless areas w111 live to
see another day. - - .- - R A S O

We think otherwise: our land management agencies
should always be praised when they do therightthing. We
look forward to the day when we can send a nice letter to
the Forest Service.

' What you can do

Write to Joy Gilbert, Area Manager, Yuma Resource
Agency, 3150 Winsor Avenue, Yuma, AZ 85365. Thank
the BLM for proposing to restore the wilderness character
of the Little Picacho Wilderness and working to prevent
off-road vehicle trespass into the area. Encourage the
agency to conduct similar restoration projects in
California’s other desert wilderness areas.

Salvage rider repeal

continued from page 4

prevent the Forest Service from offering any salvage sales
inroadless area or old-growth groves until the salvage rider
isrepealed or expires. You can reach President Clinton at:

The White House (202) 456-1414
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue fax (202) 456-2883
Washington, DC 20500  president@whitehouse.gov

Forest congress

continued from page 5
mon with urban tree planters, small woodlot owners,
“eco-friendly” logging companies, progressive foresters,
conscientious government officials, recyclers, outdoor
sports enthusiasts, scientists, and academics. So while
activists did not achieve everything they had hoped for at
the congress, at least the timber industry failed to get its
legislative agenda endorsed, and the conservation com-
munity reached out to many new friends.
Steve Holmer and Ryan Henson represented the Western
Ancient Forest Campaign and the California Wilderness Coa-
lition; respectively, at: the Seventh-American-Forest Congress:

When groups of 25-100 are being smuggled through the
forest, one or two that are left behind are no worry for the
smuggling operation.

“Each smuggler knows the terrain and how long it
takes to get to the pick-up points. Since the initiation of
Border Patrol checkpoints, smugglers know what parts of
the forest they can use,...which routes to take, and how

many days it takes to get to their first destination. The
wilderness areas are prime routes for the smuggler for
both drugs and aliens.”

The human toll of the smuggling is accompanied
by an environmental toll. According to the report,
“resource damage continues to iricrease with each
group that is smuggled across the Cleveland National
Forest. With each group, more trash is strewn, more
items are left, more one-gallon plastic containers are
thrown about, more sanitation problems develop, more
unauthorized trails are made, and those that are con-
stantly being used are widened and deepened.” Only
when the smuggling is under control and the danger to
Forest Service personnel lessens will the agency turn its
attention to rehabilitating the “tremendous amount of
resource damage” in the wilderness areas.

k If you're considering a trip to either wilderness
area or neighboring portions of the Cleveland National
Forest, check with the Descanso Ranger District (3348
Alpine Boulevard, Alpine, CA 91901; (619) 445-6235)
for current conditions.

Eldorado scandal

“% continued from page 1

million board feet was thelargestin U. S: history. Eldorado
National Forest spokesman Frank Mosbacher explained
the suspensions in a well-publicized remark in 1993, “In
some cases we have no options other than to follow the
law.”

The suspensions opened the door to a barrage of
breach of contract suits. In January of this year, the Forest
Service paid $400,000 to settle three claims, but more suits
are underway. According to the Forest Service, the total
cost to taxpayers from these suits could reach $30 million.

The unofficial Forest Service response to the pricy
affairis “hearno evil, seeno evil.” The officials responsible
for the mess have retained their positions or been pro-
moted. The biologists, soil scientists, and hydrologrsts
who risked their careers to point out the environmental
dangers associated with the sales have been stripped of
theirresponsibilities under areorganization plan. And the
Eldorado’s timber program continues without reform.

Meanwhile, Jack Ward Thomas issued a new policy
that no documents that could affect “prospective or cur-
rent litigation” are to be released to the public, a policy in
contradiction with the Freedom of Information Act which
requires that, with a few specific exemptions, all govern-
ment records and documents are to be accessible to the
publi¢. Documents that could affect prospective litigation
are not exempt.

‘Activist Erin Noel discovered the illegal timber sales.
She says that the new policy of withholding information
sets a dangerous precedent: “That the Forest Service
responded by removing information and preventing the
public from being informed about what's happening on
public land is a serious problem.” If the new policy had
been in effect in the early 1990s, she points out, the
agency’s actions might never have come to light. “This is
... why we need to have public access to information. This
was happening up and down the Sierra. We just caughtthe
Eldorado.”

Paul Spitler is an intern at the California Wilderness
Codlition. Copies of the Public Employees for Environmental
Responsibility report on the Eldorado scandal, “Business as
Usual: A Case Study of Environmental and Fiscal Malpractice
on the Eldorado National Forest,” are available for $5 each
from PEER, 21105 Street, NW, Washington, DC 20009-1125.
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The Farallon Islands: Sentinels of The Golden Gate
By Peter White, Scottwall Associates, San Francisco, 1995, 133 pp., $17.95.

I have long been fascinated by the Farallons, having
peered at them from Pt. Reyes and once sailed around
them on a whale watching cruise. ButI didn’t know much
about the one California wilderness area we're notallowed
to visit.

All thathas changed. The Farallon Islands is chock full
of interesting history, from their modern discovery by Sir
Francis Drake in 1577 to the 1969 designation of the
Farallon National Wildlife Refuge. The book covers 200
years of human occupation of the islands, including the
early fur traders, gold rush—era egg gatherers, lighthouse
tenders, and wildlife researchers.

Though Drake and other explorers gave the islands
formal names, Spanish sailors referred to them as the
farallones, their word for rocky promontories rising from
the ocean. By the mid-1800s, the name Farallons had
passed into common use.

Marine mammals and seabirds enjoyed the run of the
islands for many years. It was not until the 1800s that
Yankee seamen, followed by Russians, began decimating
the wildlife. Later, phenomenal numbers of murre eggs
were gathered (500,000 in just two months in 1854!) for
sale in the growing city of San Francisco.

Rabbits were introduced in the 1850s and quickly
became a nuisance, leading to a 1920 rabbit war between
the rodents and 60 sailors armed with clubs. The rabbits
endured until they finally were eradicated in 1975.

So that “bleakness will be replaced by greenery,” a
1949 forestation project planted 397 apple, eucalyptus,
and pine trees. But between the rabbits and the poot soil,
thesolesurvivor afterone year was a wind-pruned Monterey
pine still thriving today. Three cypress trees later planted
are known as the “Farallon forest.”

Past and current conservation problems are detailed,
including the shooting of the wildlife by fishermen, dump-
ing of oil and radioactive waste, and the military’s use of
Middle Farallon as a target. But with the protections
currently in place, wildlife in the Farallons are making a
strong comeback.

Peter White’s thorough and documented research
makes this complete and interesting history of the Farallons
ajoy toread. Nearly 100 photographs, sketches, and maps
complement the text. :

My only complaint is a minor one: the 141-acre
Farallon Wilderness is not mentioned. But this is a small
quibble with an otherwise fascinating book. —Jim Eaton

Mount Shasta: Where Heaven and Earth Meet
Edited by Jane English and Jenny Coyle, Earth Heart, Mt. Shasta, 1995, 120 pp., §19.95.

As a picture book alone, Mount Shasta is a pleasure to
browse. Over 150 images by two dozen photographers
capture the many moods of the mountain and the crea-
tures that populateits slopes. A number of spectacular full-
page pictures in this 12”x9” volume, especially those by
Jane English and Michael Zanger, stop you in thrall of this
magic mountain. For the photographs alone, this mod-
estly priced book is a bargain.

But there are words, too. The book features interviews
with scores of people who live near or have been greatly
influenced by California’s 14,162-foot Cascade volcano.

You will encounter many different points of view.
There are climbers, Native Americans, new-age seekers, ski
area developers, environmentalists, loggers, ranchers, and
others. In their own words, they tell why Mount Shasta is
important to them. No doubt readers will closely identify
with some points of view and find others completely
foreign.

e

Letter

One of the aspects of your publication I've always
appreciated, over any other environmental publication in
circulation today, is your “What you ‘can do” section
following the main article text. While reading the most
recent issue (March 1996), I became a little panicked
because I couldn't find that section in any of the articles.

(I finally did find one, but only for one of eleven articles-

which were alerting us to dangerous environmental loss
and destruction.) I was especially interested in trying to
help take action on the loss of wildemess land to snowmo-
biles in the Carson-Iceberg Wilderness.

So, my request is: Please, more “What you can do”
sections in your publication. Being informed but impo-
tent is a terrible feeling. David Silva

Oakland

A number of ourreaders have told us they too want to
know what they can do, and the more specific the better.
We provide guidance whenever possible, but unfortu-
nately some comment deadlines fall within our “dead
zone,” the period between the publication of the Wilder-
ness Record and the date it arrives in your mailbox.

With regard to snowmobile trespass in the proposed
Carson-Iceberg additions, there was no “What you can
do” section because the publiccomment period had ended
(in October 1994) and the Forest Service, had issued. its

Jennifer Hall states that “many come to the mountain
on spiritual journeys: Christians, Buddhists, Jews,
channelers, new agers, shamans, and others of many
different practices. The spirit of the mountain knows no
religion and accepts all without prejudice.”

Including Siskiyou County Sheriff Charlie Byrd, who
likes the mountain but believes “there’s nothing spiritual
about that mountain, though.”

And the mixture of science and awe from Richard
Lucas, describing the warm water in the fumaroles near the
summit: “The mountain is hot, and is a thermal channel
down to where the Pacific continental plate, going under
the North American plate, becomes liquid rock, here and
there bubbling up to become the Cascade volcanoes.
When I'look at the mountain, I know that it's just the tip
of a volcanic crystal that's 100 miles deep.”

The contrasting views help explain why the manage-
ment of this world wonder remains controversial. —JE

Much to-do about what to do

decision. At that point, the only thing left to do is file an
administrative appeal, if you have the standing to do so
(the Coalition did). The Forest Service has scheduled an
April meeting to negotiate a settlement to our appeal.
We'll keep you apprised.

The alternative to the agency'’s appeal process is legis-
lation: Congress can designate the area as wilderness or
otherwise forbid its use by snowmobiles. The Coalition’s
non-profit tax status limits how much lobbying we may
do, however, so only rarely will you see a “What you can
do” section that asks readers to write their senators and
representatives. .

Some of our members elect to receive Wilderness
Alerts from the Coalition. When an important comment
deadline cannot be included in the Wilderness Record, we
mail alerts to Coalition members who have expressed
interest in doing more to protect wildlands. If you would
like to be added to our Wilderness Alert mailing list,
contact the Coalition office. —Ed.

Calendar

April 12-14 ENVIRONMENTAL FILM FESTI-
VAL in San Francisco. For more information
about The Big Green Screen, call Food First at
(510) 654-4400.

April 13-14 MEETING of the Califonia
Ancient Forest Alliance to plan its Sierra
Nevada campaign, in Davis. For details, call
Jim Eaton at the CWC, (916) 758-0380.

April 15 COMMENTS DUE on a coordinated
management plan being developed for the
California and Arizona wildlands along the
lower Colorado River. To submit scoping
comments or request a copy of the draft plan,
write to Ron Morfin, Outdoor Recreation
Planner, Bureau of Land Management, 3150
Winsor Ave., Yuma, AZ 85365.

April 22-25 PUBLIC MEETINGS to discuss
issues relevant to the development of man-
agement plans for the Caribou, Ishi, and
Thousand Lakes wildernesses of the Lassen
National Forest. Meetings begin at 6:30 p.m.
in Chester (April 22 at the Almanor Ranger
District conference room), Chico (April 23 at
Holiday Inn), and Redding (April 25 at Red
Lion/Hilltop).

April 27-28 WORKSHOP on monitoring
forest ecosystems, at Feather River College in
Quincy. For details, call Hannah Kerner,
Cooperative Extension, U. C. Berkeley, at
(510) 642-2360.

April 27-28 KERN VALLEY FESTIVAL, cel- .
ebrating bioregions, in Weldon and Kemville.
For information about field trips and work-
shops, call the organizers at (619) 378-2407.

May 13 COMMENTS DUE on the draft
management plan for the Emigrant Wilder-
ness in the Stanislaus National Forest (article
in May WR). Send to: Summit Ranger
District, #1 Pinecrest Lake Road, Pinecrest, CA
95364 Attn. Lisa Gowe. For a copy of the
plan, call the ranger district at (209) 965-
3434,

May 17 COMMENTS DUE on new wilderness
management plans being developed for the
Caribou, Ishi, and Thousand Lakes wilder-
nesses. Send your ideas about what issues
the plans should address to: Wildemess Plan
Amendment, Lassen National Forest, 55
South Sacramento Street, Susanville, CA
96130.

May 18-19 WORKSHOP on grazing reform
sponsored by the California Grazing Reform
Alliance, in Sonora. For more information,
call the California Mule Deer Association at
(916) 645-3288.

May 19 FOREST CONFERENCE at Farnsworth
Park in Altadena, organized by the Ancient
Forest Task Force of the Angeles Chapter of
the Sierra Club. Speakers include Jeffrey St.
Clair, Jeff DeBonis, and Tim Hermach. . For
details, call the chapter at (213) 387-4287.

*
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Ancient Forest Defense Fund; Branscomb

Back Country Horsemen of CA; Springville

Bay Chapter, Sierra Club; Oakland

Bay Chapter Wilderness Subcommiittee; S. F.

California Alpine Club; San Francisco

Califomia 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 Subcommittee, Sierra Club; San Diego

Desert Survivors; Oakland

Eastern Sierra Audubon Society; Bishop

Ecology Center; Berkeley

Ecology Center of Southemn 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; Sacramento

Friends of the River Foundation; S. F.

Fund for Animals; San Francisco

Hands Off Wild Landsl (HOWL); Davis

L Coalition Member Groups |

High Sierra Hikers Association; Truckee
International Center for Earth Concerns; Ojai
Kaweah Flyfishers; Visalia

Keep the Sespe Wild Committee; Ojai

Kern Audubon Society; Bakersfield

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

Klamath Forest Alliance; Etna

League to Save Lake Tahoe; South Lake Tahoe

Loma Prieta Chapter, Sierra Club; Palo Alto

Los Padres Chapter, Sierra Club

Mendocino Forest Watch; Willits
Mono Lake Committee; Lee Vining

Mt. Shasta Area Audubon Society; Mt. Shasta

Mountain Lion Foundation; Sacramento
Native Species for Habitat; Sunnyvale «

NCRCC Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

Nordic Voice; Livermore

North Coast Center for Biodiversity &
Sustainability; Leggett

Marble Mountain Audubon Society; Etna
Marin Conservation League; San Rafael
Mendocino Environmental Center; Ukiah

Natural Resources Defense Council; S.F.

“In some cases we have no options

other than to follow the law.”

—Eldorado National Forest
spokesman Frank Mosbacher
(article on page 1)

Northcoast Environmental Center; Arcata

Northem Coast Range Biodiversity Project;
Davis

People for Nipomo Dunes Nat'l. Seashors;
Nipomo

Peppermint Alert; Porterville

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

The Red Mountain Association; Leggett

Resource Renewal Institute; San Francisco

San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club; San Diego

San Fernando Valley Audubon Society; Van
Nuys

Save Our Ancient Forest Ecology (SAFE);
Modesto

Sequoia Forest Alliance; Kemville

Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund; S. F.

Sierra Nevada Alliance; South Lake Tahoe

Sierra Treks; Ashland, OR

Soda Mtn. Wildemess Council; Ashland, OR

South Fork Mountain Defense; Weaverville

South Yuba R. Citizens League; Nevada City

Tulare County Audubon Society; Visalia

Tule River Conservancy; Porterville

U.C. Davis Environmental Law Society

Ventana Wildlands Group; Santa Cruz

Woestern States Endurance Run; S. F.

The Wildemess Land Trust; Carbondale, CO

The Wildemess Society; San Francisco

Wintu Audubon Society; Redding

Yolano Group, Sierra Club; Davis

Yolo Environmental Resource Center; Davis

CWC Business Sponsors

A A Rich & Associates California Native Landscapes
Fisheries & Ecol. Consultants  ¢/o Steve Henson

150 Woodside Drive 355 Patton Avenue

San Anselmo, CA 94960 San Jose, CA 95128

Acom Naturalists

Env. Education Resources c/o Gary Ball

17300 E. 17th, }]-236 Box 1415

Tustin, CA 92680 Ukiah, CA 95482

Ascent Technologies Echo, The Wilderness Company
Robert . Rajewski 6529 Telegraph Ave.

525 Avis Dr., Suite 15
Ann Arbor, Mi 48108

Oakland,

Ellison & Schneider, Attorneys

Come Together

94609

Mark Bagley 2311 Capitol Ave.
Consulting Biologist Sacramento, CA 95816
P.O.Box 1431
Bishop, CA 93514 Genny Smith Books

P. O. Box 1060
Belless Nursery Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546

P. O. Box 1936

Davis, CA 95617

William Gustafson,
Attorney at Law

1570 Alameda, #150
San Jose, CA 95126

Bob Havian

Business Acquisitions & Sales

362 Freeman Road
Walnut Creek, CA 94595

Hurricane Wind Sculptures

c/o Peter Vincent
Allegheny Star Rt.
N. San Juan, CA 95960

Instant Replay Communications

114 Buccaneer Street
Marina Dgl Ray, CA 90292

Luis & LaVerne Ireland
Information Searching
664 San Pedro Lane
Morgan Hill, CA 95037

David B. Kelley,
Consulting Soil Scientist
2655 Portage Bay East
Davis, CA 9561

William M. Kier Associates Recreational Equipment, Inc. Toot Sweets
2015 Brid y, Suite 304 1338 San Pablo Avenue 1277 Gilman St.
Sausalito, CA 94965 Berkeley, CA 94702 Berkeley, CA 94706
Mill Valley Plumbing . Recreational Equipment, Inc. Christopher P. Valle-Riestra,
P.O.Box 1037 - 20640 Homestead Road Attorney at Law
Sausalito, CA 94966-1037 Cupertino, CA 95014 5500 Redwood Road
Oakland, CA 94619
Don Morris, Ridge Builders Group
Environmental Design 129 C Street Wildemess Press
P. O. Box 1551 Davis, CA 95616 2440 Bancroft Way
Willits, CA 95490 Berkeley, CA 94704
Bob Rutemoeller, CFP, EA
Neurohealth Hypnotherapy Certified Financial Planner Wilson's Eastside Sports
la{ B. Cohen P.O. Box 587 James Wilson
537 Newport Ctr. Dr., #440 Gualala, CA 95445 206 North Main
Newport Beach, CA 92660 Bishop, CA 93514
Drs. Helene & Rob Schaeffer
E. Jack Ottosen, ©.D. Psiychological Corporation Your Business
Optometrist 225 West Granger 1 Wilderness Way

7601 Sunrise Blvd. #4

Citrus Heights, CA 95610

Modesto, CA 95350

Siskiyou Forestry Consultants

Relict, CA

Zoo-Ink Screen Print

James P. Pachl P.O. Box 241 707 Army Street
Attormney at Law Arcata, CA 95521 San Francisco, CA 94124
80 Grand Ave., Sixth Floor

Oakland, CA 94612 Solano Press Books

Warren W. Jones, Prop.

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

P.O. Box 773
Point Arena, CA 95468
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O Yes! 1wish to become a member of_ the California

Annual Dues: ' -

T-Shirt Orders

Wilderness Coalition. Enclosed is $ for first- Individual $ 20.00 1. landscape design in light blue, pale green, jade, or
Eear membership dues. Low-income Individual § 10.00 i Z‘:)‘,’:ﬂﬁggﬂ b oo a1
Hereis a ial contribution of § _ t S i . ani i ; :
help theeézgliti;gicxo:‘:l? IDittionics) . SUStammg Individual § 35.00 3. logo design in jade, royal blue, birch, or cream: $15
g Benefactor $ 100.00 Desi i L e s
Non-profit Organization $§ 30.00
ADDRESS Business Sponsor $ 50.00
1 tax deductible
Mail to: Subtotal
California Wilderness Coalition Shipping
| 2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5 ($1.50 + .75 for each additional shirt)
arTy STATE — ZIP Davis, California 95616 Total
n _



