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Mount Williamson in the southern Sierra is.one._of few sites in California.inhabited.b

y bighorn sheep.

Photo by Bob Schneider

Relic Bighorns Menaced By Domestic Sheep Disease

By Joe Bogaard

The future of the Sierra Nevada big-
horn sheep has long been of concern in
California. But it has only been recently
that the Department of Fish & Game (DFG),
in conjunction with other state and federal
agencies, has begun to take strong actions to
maintain viable, secure populations of this
rare subspecies, which resides only in
California’s Sierra Nevada.

The bighorn is threatened in part by
previous overexploitation, habitat loss, and
livestock competition, but a highly conta-
gious bacteria carried by domestic sheep
poses the greatest hazard to the survival of
the wild sheep. The DFG’s efforts to in-
crease numbers and sizes of populations
have been met with sometimes disappoint-
ing results.

As is true of most North American
wildlife, these sensitive creatures’ popula-
tions plummeted with the European inva-
sion. Over a century ago, in 1873, the
California legislature afforded all wild
sheep full protection in an effort to avoid
possible extinction. Contrary to hopes and
expectations, the populations did not re-
cover but have maintained themselves at
relatively low densities in a few isolated
herds.

The bighorn in California, Ovis cana-

danesis, consists of 3 subspecies. The Si-
erra race is found in disjunct pockets in our
state’s eastern backbone, primarily near
Bishop and Lone Pine. Two subspecies are
found in the desert; the Nelson bighom
ranges throughout the Southern California
desert, and the rare Peninsular bighom is
restricted to specific regions in San Diego
and Riverside counties.

While all three subspecies’ popula-
tions have dropped greatly and their ranges
have contracted in the last two centuries, the
O. canadanesis sierra, the Sierra bighorn, is
clearly the most imperiled. Of the total of
4,800 sheep throughout California, Sierran
sheep number only 300.

In October 1968, at the request of the
state legislature, the DFG undertook to
determine the current status of bighom
sheep in California. In the quarter century
preceeding, the populations in many areas
experienced declines and local extinctions,
which are generally attributed to water
shortage, habitat encroachment, and live-
stock-propagated disease.

At present, the Sierra bighom seems
threatened mainly by habitat intrusion
coupled with the highly contagious pas-
teurella parasite, carried primarily by do-
mestic sheep which are themselves immune

to its effects.

Recent efforts to ensure a future for
these majestic creatures have taken the form
of reintroductions. The largest herd, the
Baxter herd, presently consists of about 180
members; it has been the primary source of
DFG-mediated herd relocations.

The reintroductions have met with
mixed results. Sites are chosen based on the
sheep’s historical distribution and have
included areas of the Southem Sierra as well
as more northerly regions, including the
Modoc National Forest (NF) and Lava Beds
National Monument (NM).

Lee Vining Canyon, near Yosemite’s
eastern boundary, is the site of a recent
reintroduction. Despite poor weather, pre-
dation, and disease, that herd persists. Two
years ago, soon after the release, the original
24 sheep were ravaged by a late storm and
eight animals seeking refuge in the high
country perished.

Mountain lion predation has resulted in
the loss of five sheep. Two lions have been
killed by DFG biologists in efforts to protect
the herd. This strategy of lion elimination
will continue, according to Vern Bleich, the
DFG bighorn reintroduction coordinator,
until the sheep numbers have stabilized in
the, ¥ continued on page 4

Mono Lake Water
Rights Upheld

Fish were big winners in a state appeals
court ruling that gave first priority of water
downstream of dams to sustaining fish
populations. State water licenses for unlim-
ited diversions, specifically those granted
the Los Angeles Department of Water and
Power (LADWP) for a key Mono Lake
tributary, were ruled illegal. The court
ordered that Los Angeles’ 14-year old state
water licenses in the Mono Basin face revo-
cation hearings.

Released on May 25, the court decision
was reached by a 3-judge panel from the
third Yistrict court of appeal. State Fish and
Game Code Section 5937, passed in 1937,
and Section 5946, added by the state legis-
lature in 1953, require downstream fishery
flows from all dams. The State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
grantea LOS Angeles permis wmar pypassed
the laws. In a 1986 ruling, Sacramento
Superior Court Judge Lloyd A. Phillips had
said that LADWP did not have to comply
with the section enacted after the original
L.A. permits were granted.

A statewide fishing group, California
Trout, was the lead plaintiff, and the Mono
Lake Committee a co-plaintiff, in the action
to force the SWRCB to update the licenses
and require water releases for the protection
and preservation of both fish and Mono
Lake.

The ruling was “a great victory,” ac-
cording to Martha Davis, Executive Direc-
tor of the Mono Lake Committee.
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. Report

Last month 1 mentioned that I was
looking for an excuse to go to Lee Vining or
somewhere else on the east side of the
Sierra. Sally Miller gave me the pretext
with the need to meet with the developers of
the June Mtn. Ski Area.

The developers were anxious to meet
with us since their plans for building this
summer were foiled when the Forest Serv-
ice granted us a stay of any construction
while our appeal of the ski area expansion
was being decided.

Since the meeting appeared to dovetail
with the long-awaited CWC backpack into
the Granite Chief Wilderness on Memorial
Day Weekend, I said I’d come.

The owner of both resorts, Dave
McCoy, has a long-standing dream build-
ing ski lifts, runs, and facilities all the way
from June Mtn. to Mammoth Mtn. A
number of environmentalists have a dream
of designating San Joaquin Ridge and
Glass Creek as wilderness. These two
views of the future are in direct conflict
with each other.

Negotiations continue, but it seems
likely that the appellants will not object to
some development this summer, such as the
upgrading of a ski lift, as long as it is clear
that such construction is not part of the ski
area linkup. We may be obstructionists, but
we aren’t conpletely unreasonable.

It was time to head up Hwy. 395 to get
to the Granite Chief trailnead. Here came
the first sign that all was not to be perfect
this weekend: Inyo and I left Lee Vining at
\/:30 and got to the trailhead after 11 p.m.

By Jim Eaton

I had expected to spend more than four
hours driving. But the road from Soda
Springs to French Meadows Reservoir had
a few surprises waiting. The trees across
the road were manageable; it was the snow
that stopped me. Five patches of snow, and
1 was but six miles from my destination.

So I gave it a try. An hour later, after
digging El Trucko out of the snow bank, I
retreated to Altemate Route B, a 150-mile
detour that brought me back to Aubum.

But everything looked bright Saturday
moming, and the puppy and I hiked the five
miles to the big waterfall in the middle of
Picayune Valley. We set up camp, ex-
plored, and waited for the seven Coalition
volunteers who were due in the afternoon.

Light showers started after noon, and
by the time the backpackers showed up
there was a steady rain. As the evening
wore on, the rain changed to sleet and soft
hail. Just before dark the clouds briefly
lifted and gave us a view of what was about
to come—the snow line was only a few
hundred feet above us.

Like many other campers that week-
end, we awoke to several inches of freshly
fallen snow. And it was cold. After thaw-
ing around a fire, the consensus was to hike
back out and try again some other weekend.

1 know our friends in the Pacific North-
west probably think we are wimps. But we
were in the Sierra Nevada. And we all
know that in the “Gentle Wilderness” it
never rains at night or snows on Memorial
Day. Maybe Mother Nature is sending us
mortals a message?

Members Say:

Misconceived
Emergency

Dear Stephanie,

Much thanks to you and Lisa Miller
for the great job on the Lake Pillsbury
Basin Salvage fiasco article.

The Forest Service has taken a solid
position on the issue ...salvage logging is
mandated by NFMA—regardless of
environmental consequences. Since it’s an
“emergency situation,” other environ-
mental laws don’t seem to apply. The
. “emergency” is not watershed restoration,
% but revenue loss caused by waiting too
long to salvage the trees. They will
mitigate the damage if “economically
feasible” but salvage logging is the “prime
objective.”

Thanks again!

Don Morris
Willits, CA

Wllderness
Trivia
Question:

Which wilderness ar eas
contain Sierra red-
woods ( Sequoiadendron
giganteum)?

-Answer on page 6-
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"They don't know that they need this progam, but they do," said Chuck Sisco, Wildlife
Biologist with the National Audubon Society. Sisco helped coordinate and lead the
Adopt-a-Forest workshop held in Weed, CA on May 21 & 22.

Forest Service to Tighten Appeals Process

The Forest Service formally announced
far-reaching proposed revisions to the gen-
eral appeal regulations in a briefing at agency

headquarters in Washington, D.C., on May

13.

The appeals process was designed to
resolve disputes short of going to court.
Despite the fact that most appeals are denied
and do not result in legal actions, pressure
from the timber industry and local govem-
ments has resulted in the new rules, the
second such tightening of appeal regulations
in the past decade.

Two sets of regulations are proposed.
One would govern appeals dealing with
agency administration of written instru-
ments, such as special use permits. The
second set of regulations -would apply to
appeals of National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) related decisions, such as a
challenge to a forest plan or timber sale.
Following is a listing of important changes
proposed for the latter category of appeals.

+ Notices of appeal would be called
“requests for review.” The statement of
reasons would be combined with the request
for review into a single document.

» All “review” documents — inciuding
the request for review (with statement of
reasons) and stay requests — must be filed
within an unextendable 45-day period from
the date of publication of the decision in a
local newspaper. Current regulations allow
the agency to approve time extensions for
filing statements of reasons when requested.

 The Forest Service must decide on
reviews of forest plans within 90 days from

the time the review record closes (at the end
of 45 days from the date of publication) and
on all other reviews within 30 days from the
fime the review record ¢loses. =

+ Reviews will be limited to a single
level, although the agency will be allowed
discretion to provide a second level of re-
view. All review decisions will automati-
cally be sent forward to the next highest
administrative level of the Forest Service.
The decision to take a review under consid-
eration at a higher level rests with the Forest

" officer at the higher level.

» Forest Service responsive statements,
appellant replies to responsive statements,
and oral presentations will be eliminated.

« No opportunities for formal interven-
tion are provided; however, third parties will
be allowed to submit comments for the re-

_ view record.

» Stay requests (to be called “delays of
implementation”) may be granted only if
implementation of the action under review is
imminent. Procedural decisions such as the
denial of a stay request will not be review-
able.

While the Forest Service is not propos-
ing any type of filing fee, the agency is
specifically requesting public comment on
this controversial item.

The proposed revisions are open to writ-
ten public comment until July 15, 1988.
Comments should be sent to: F. Dale
Robertson, Chief, USDA, Forest Service,
P.O. Box 96090 Washington, D.C. 20090-

600, ¢ continued on page 5

Save this date: October 19 —22, 1989 is the California Wilderness Conference!
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Roadless Area Studied for
Salvage Logging Potential

Bald eagles and peregrine falcons are
among the creatures that make their homes in
the steep, fragile slopes of the South Fork
roadless area, nestled in prime timber coun-
try. Salvage logging has been recommended
for the area in the Shasta-Trinity National
Forest’s “Draft Environmental Impact State-
ment for the South Fork Fire Recovery/Sal-
vage Project,” released at the end of May.

Fhe Forest Service recommends
clearcutting 700 acres and selectively cutting
1,216 acres more. About 67 percent would

be harvested by helicopter, 16 percent by

skyline, and 15 percent by tractor. New roads
constructed in the released South Fork
roadless area would total 7.3 miles.

The South Fork Mountain Defense
Committee is opposed to the Forest Service’s

preferred alternative, and would like to work
with concerned people on comments. Con-
tact:

South Fork Mountain Defense

Committee

Third & F Streets

Eureka, CA 95501

(707) 442-0208

Comments on the planr will be ac-
cepted by the Forest Service until July 18,
1988. AmpyoftheEISmbeebtamed by
contacting: -

Forest Supervisor

Shasta-Trinity National Forests

2400 Washington Ave.

Redding, CA 96001

(916) 628-522

“We need the tonic of wildness, to wade sometimes in marshes where the
bittern and the meadow-hen lurk, and hear the booming of the snipe; to smell
the whispering sedge where only some wilder and more solitary fowl builds
her nest, and the mink crawls with its belly close to the ground.

"At the same time that we are earnest to explore and learn all things, we
require that all things be mysterious and unexplorable, that land & sea be
infinitely wild. unsurveyed and unfathomed by us because unfanthomable.

"We can never have enough of nature. “We must be refreshed by the
sight of inexhaustible vigor, vast and titanic features, the seacoast with its
wrecks, the wilderness with its living and its decaying trees, the :
thundercloud, and the rain which lasts three weeks and produces frashets
‘We need to witness our own limits transgressed, and some life pasturing

freely where we never wander.”

—Henry David Thoreau

Page 3

While thousands of species languish on
the candidate endangered species list, the
Senate is delaying action on reauthorization
of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), S.
675. Although the House passed its version
of the bill by an overwhelming: majority last
December, action on this impertant and
popular bill is being held up by the objections
of a few senators. Environmental groups
have been lobbying hard to get the Senate
leadership (majority leader Robert Byrd), to
schedule the bill for action on the Senate
floor.

A letter urging action on the bill, written
by Senators Daniel Evans (R-WA) and
Wyche Fowler (D-GA) has been signed by
29-senators. The letter calls for “timely
consideration” of the act so that “this vital
program will be reaffirmed and improved
without further delay.” Both California
senators Alan Cranston and Pete Wilson,
who are among the 36 co-sponsors of the
ESA bill, have signed the letter.

A major stumbling block before the bill
is the objection of Senator Howell Haflan of
Alaska to the use of turtle excluder devices
(TEDs) in fishing nets. According to Jim

-o- RS

Endangered SpeCIes Act Held
Over Turtle Excluder Devices

Pissot of the National Audubon Society,
TEDs are one of the great success stories of
ESA. In the past 35 years the female popula-
tion of the Kemp’s Ridley sea turtle has
dwindled from 40,000 to only about 500
individuals. The inexpensive and easy to use
TEDs have been proven to work by keeping
the turtles from becoming entangled and
drowning in fishing nets.

There are currently about 4,000 candi-
date species on the waiting list for considera-
tion as endangered species. If the reauthori-
zation bill passes, there would be an increase
in the funding available for the monitoring of
the candidate species. The bill also mandates
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to use its
emergency powers to place a species on the
endangered list when there is an immediate
danger of extinction. Since 1973 there have
been 80 confirmed extinctions, but the actual
number many be_as high as 200.

Other provisions of the bill include in-
creased protection for endangered plants, a
requirement for more explicit and uniform
recovery plans by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and stiffer penalties for intentional
violations.

Sespe, Sisquoc, and Upper Klamath Rivers Considered For Wild andScenlc Status

Portions of the Sespe, Sisquoc, and
upper Klamath Rivers are on the way to
becoming federally protected as Wild and
Scenic Rivers.

Representative Robert Lagomarsino (R-
CA) has announced his intent to introduce

California

San Francisco

Monterey

J

Santa Barbara
Los Angeles

Los Padres Nationai
o« Forest Boundary

Wild & Scenic River legislation for eight
miles of the Sespe River and for the Sisquoc
River. Although a good step, his bill would
delete the lower two miles of the Sespe,
which even the Forest Service has recom-
mended for Wild and Scenic protection, in

Pacific Ocean

order to save room for a future reservoir
project.

Also awaiting Wild & Scenic designa-
tion are 19 miles of the upper Klamath River,
from Boyle Reservoir in Oregon to Copco
Reservoir in California. Two bills that would

\ \ Bakersfield

-Los Padres National Forest

protect the Klamath have been introduced in
the House of Representatives, H.R. 4164 and
H.R. 3738, both of which are sponsored by
Representatives Peter DeFazio (D-OR), Ron
Wyden (D-OR), and Les AuCoin (D-OR).

H.R. 4164 would place 47 Oregon rivers
and five miles of California’s upper Klamath
in the National Wild and Scenic River sys-
tem. H.R. 3738 would protect just the upper
Klamath.

A large dam and reservoir for the upper
Klamath has been proposed by the City of
Klamath Falls. Called the Salt Caves project,
it would reduce California flows and flood
the river from the J.C. Boyle powerhouse to
the Oregon border. The upper Klamath is a
designated Wild Trout Stream.

(See the WR Nov.-Dec., 1987 for a
longer article on the Sespe)

For more information, contact:

Steve Evans

Friends of the River

909 12th St., Suite 207

Sacramento, CA 95814

(916) 442-3155

Partially reprinted from Cross Cur-
rents, a Friends of the River publication.
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Salvage Appeals Aren't Frivolous, Congressional Hearings Find

On May 20 the House Agriculture Sub-
committee on Forests, Family Farms and
Energy held a one-day field hearing in north-
ern California concerning the Forest
Service’s fire salvage program. The hearing
was requested by subcommittee member
Wally Herger (R-CA), who attended along
with Congressman Harold Volkmer (D-
MO), Chairman of the subcommittee. Rep-
resentatives of national and local conserva-
tion organizations testified, as did Forest
Service personnel, the timber industry, and
local government officials.

Conservationists expressed strong criti-
cisms of the salvage program and charged
that the agency is grossly underestimating

“the cumulative impacts of aggressive salvage
logging on water quality, anadromous fish-
ery habitat, and soil stability. The timber
industry charged that “obstructionists” are

blocking the timely salvage of timber
through frivolous appeals. In California, the
Forest Service has offered a total of 450
million board feet (mmbf) of salvage timber,
with 150 mmbf currently under appeal.
Since no stays have been awarded, several
salvage sales under appeal are already being
logged.

Conservationists presenting testimony
at the hearing were the Sierra Club, The
Wilderness Society, Citizens for Better For-
estry, Marble Mountain Audubon Society,
and the Forest Issues Task Force.

Patricia Schifferle, California/Nevada
Regional Director for The Wilderness Soci-
ety, explained in her testimony that the ap-
peals process has resulted in better resource
management decisions for salvage opera-
tions, as in the case of the Gulch Salvage Sale
in the Shasta-Trinity National Forest. Repre-

sented by the Sierra Club Legal Defense
Fund, The Wilderness Society appealed the
sale because the Forest Service had made
serious sale planning errors and did not in-
corportate adequate environmental safe-
guards. For example, the Forest Service
failed to include site-specific environmental
mitigation measures, neglected to protect the
riparian or appropriative water rights of sev-
eral local landowners, failed to identify and
protect sensitive drainages, and did not ob-
tain key rights-of-way required to operate the
sale. The agency agreed with many of the
allegations set forth-in the appeal and, in
response, has improved the design of the
sale.

In his closing summary, Chairman
Volkmer expressed an overall confidence in
the Forest Service, but stated that like any
agency, the Forest Service sometimes makes

mistakes. Mr. Volkmer did not accept indus-
try allegations that the salvage program is
being obstructed by frivolous appeals.
Rather, he said that from what he heard
during the day’s testimony, conservationists
are not abusing the appeals process and are
not halting the salvage prcgram.

Chairman Volkmer also stated that
while the appeals process is a logical forum
for the public to air disagreements over the
conduct of the salvage program, concerned
parties should make efforts to resolve their
differences outside of appeals where pos-
sible.

Reprinted from The Wilderness
Society’s Bi-Weekly Update of the Na-
tional Forest Action Center, May 30, 1988.

Majestic Vegetarian Climbers

The bighorn sheep, Ovis canadenisis, is a wild mountain sheep in
North America. Its range contracted significantly with the onslaught of
Europeans. While it previously existed fairly contiguously throughout
the western half of this continent, only disjunct relic populations persist

today. These occur in British Columbia and Alberta, Canada, into the- RO

Rockies, the southern Sierra, and the deserts of the southwest.

The sheep is a nimble-footed beast that has a tawny yellow coat in the
summer and a grayish brown color in winter. The underparts and buttocks
are conspicuously white year-round. While females’ horns are compact
and slightly arrived, the male rams develop large horns that spiral

backwards.

Bighorn prefer the dry and upland mountain regions in the summer,
often.occupying precipitous and rough regions. Here they find grasses,
flowers, and young shoots, feeding generally during early morning and late
afternoon to avoid the heat of the day. The cold winter season sends the
sheep into the forests, within the protection of timber and mountain gorges.

When threatened, the bighorn can display amazing agility, speed, and
endurance on seemingly sheer faces. Their cloven hooves, resembling
rubber in elasticity, are sharp-edged and concave, forming suction cups.

Although they are herd animals, males and females do not generally
interact except in the mating season of late fall and early winter. During this
period, males fight for females, but after this reproductive season, the males

rejoin in a harmonious flock.

Lambs, usually one and occasionally two per female, are born in May
and June. The young usually mature in their third year.

The sheep’s seasonal altitudinal migration and low reproductive
potential combine potently to the bighorn’s disadvantage. Human distur-
bance and/or domestic livestock in the lowlands has facilitated disease
transmission. The bighom’s low reproductive capacity, fluctuating with
browse conditions and climate, has decreased the recovery potential for
herds whose populations fall dramatically due to disease, drought, or

habitat loss.

Bighorn sheep

continued from page 1

But the greatest threat to the Lee Vining
sheep, most experts agree, is the interaction
with domestic sheep. An always-lethal,
highly contagious bacteria, pasteurella, can
decimate a herd in weeks. The pasteurella
bacteria transmission process is not fully
understood by biologists. Nose to nose con=
tact is the suspected mode and presumed to
be the same between wild and domestic
sheep and among the wild sheep herds.

BN

Prospects for the Lee Vining herd are
generally improving, however. A supple-
ment of 11 animals, removed from the Baxter
herd in late March, brought the herd popula-
tion to nearly 30, and, according to Bleich,
about 15 ewes are ready to calf this spring.

The northern releases, in Modoc NF and
Lava Beds NM, met with far less success.
Both herds showed great promise, but both
were were decimated. Once pasteurella is
contracted it is only a matter of time.

Travelling along with a hunting party on
future Lava Beds NM lands, John Muir re-
ported the presence of sheep in the late 19th
century. But they have not been seen since
1906, until the mid 1970’s, when a herd was
released. It maintained itself through 1980
generally free of predation and human inter-
ference. In this same year, the bacteria in-
fected the herd and 100 percent mortality was
reported shortly thereafter.

“We have no plans to reintroduce big-
horn sheep,” states Lava Beds NM inter-
preter, Gary Hathaway. Though alternative
sites have been considered, the habitats are
not ideal and biologists fear the sheep might
migrate to the original site and suffer an
identical' fate of their predecessors o

This winter’s loss of the over 50 member
South Warner herd, in Modoc NF, is “the
biggest setback the program has had,” ac-
cording to DFG veterinarian Dave Jessup.

Fourteen sheep, introduced in the early
1980s, grew to over 50 by winter, 1987. For
capacity, this success was exceptional. A
die-off began in December, however, and at
least 51 animals died. DFG hopes that a
small band survived up an isolated canyon
nearby, but these hopes appear to be wishful
thinking; all radio collars that were attached
to the sheep are accounted for.

Besides total herd loss, the Lava Beds
NM and Modoc NF sites have something in
common: adjacent domestic sheep allot-
ments. A generally-accepted, sufficient
buffer zone between domestic and wild
sheep is five miles. Neither of these unsuc-
cessful reintroductions were afforded this
protection.

Prior to the South Warner project,
Modoc and DFG officials decided that no
present grazing allotments would be altered.
According to Bill Britton of the Modoc NF,
if for some reason the lessee voluntarily
relinquished rights or circumstances de-
manded revocation, the region would not be
reissued for domestic sheep.

The Lava Beds NM present policy ex-
cludes bighom releases. The most appropri-
ate site is bounded by the Modoc NF with
another domestic sheep allotment. The For-
est Service is equally unaccommodating in
this situation. “Modoc officials have stated

that they have no plans to terminate the lease
continued on page 7
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Grouse Lakes Roadless Area
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Grouse Lakes Roadless Area
to Gain Lots of Private Land

“I think this is the only natural thing to
do. It’s beautiful property and has a lot of
good timber, but it’s difficult to-manage over
the long term because of the poor soils. It
would be tough to maintain roads there,” said
Don Curry, a land specialist with Sierra
Pacific Timber Company.

This reasonable attitude on the part of
Sierra Pacific is leading to the addition of
about 14,000 acres of near-pristine private
land to the existing Grouse Lakes roadless
area in the Tahoe National Forest.

Money from the federal Land and Water
Conservation Fund, which comes from off-
shore oil development fees, will be used to
buy the property from Sierra Pacific. Sierra
Pacific acquired the parcel when it purchased
90,000 acres in Nevada County from the
Southern Pacific Land Company in March.
The land’s value has not yet been deter-
mined.

The cooperative deal was worked out by
the Grouse Ridge Lakes Coalition, a group of
environmental and recreation groups. The
Trust for Public Lands in San Francisco is
coordinating the negotiations, and it may
take several years for the deal to be com-
pleted. Congress must approve the use of

Wilderness

In its latest Wilderness Study ‘Area.
(WSA) report, the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) has recom-
mended “no wildemess” for four small
desert wilderness study areas. The
areas covered by the final Environ-
mental Impact Statement (EIS) range
from 958 to 2,131 acres in size but are
adjacent to existing or potential state
wildemness in Anza-Borrego Desert
State Park.

Uses that the BLM has identified
for these areas are fire suppression,
mining, and cattle grazing.

The primary vegetation commu-
nity of the four areas is semi-desert
chaparral, with desert scrub at lower
elevations. Each of the areas is a home
for senstive plant species, with thirteen
such species located in the Table Moun-
tain WSA. The EIS reports that the
impact of the “no wildemess” alterna-
tive on these species will be minor.

Three of the WSA sites have his-
torically been habitat for bighom sheep
and will probably become their stomp-
ing grounds again, as a reintroduction
of the mammals is planned in a nearby
area for 1990. The EIS states that
“domestic cattle will compete with
[bighorn] sheep somewhat for water
and forage, and also potentially trans-
mit diseases to them.” These are con-
sidered to be “minor negative impacts.”

A BIM official said that he has
never seen domestic sheep in the area,
which can carry the pasteurella bacteria

(" Small but Contiguous Desert Lands To Be

that is lethal to wild bighorn (see bighorn
article starting on page 1). The EIS notes that
these effects would also be felt under the “all
wilderness” alternative since grazing is a
“grandfathered” (allowed) activity in wilder-
ness; “only very minor differences [between
alternatives] are foreseen.”

[Note: the peninsular bighorn sheep is a
different subspecies than the Sierra Nevada
bighom, which is discussed in the bighorn
article.]

Sawtooth Mountains Area C is on the
northern boundary of a state wilderness, the
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Dropped as -

San Ysidro Mountain WSA is adjacent to
Los Coyotes Indian Reservation to the
north and state wilderness to the northeast,
and Table Mountain WSA is contiguous
with the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park
wilderness to the north and east.

Other nearby BLM WSAs are slated
for future wilderness recommendation, ac-
cording to a BLM official. Over 5,000 acres
of Sawtooth Mountains area B (not in-
cluded in this EIS) may be recommended
for wilderness sometime in the future, ac-
cording to BLM officials.

Sawtooth Mountains A WSA

money from the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund.

“It’s fairly unusual. But it’s nice to be
working with a group like the Grouse Ridge
Lakes Coalition to preserve this area. I kind
of like it myself,” said Curry.

The Grouse Lakes area is located north-
west of the small community of Cisco Grove
on Interstate 80, 25 miles east of Nevada
City. Six trails enter the area, where more
than 125 alpine lakes of two acres or more in
size are found between Bowman Lake and
the interstate. Several peaks are above 8,000
feet, and the region is covered with stands of
red fir, Jeffrey pine, and sugar pine, most of
which have never been logged.

The roadless area has been treated as a
“motor vehicle closure area” by the Forest
Service. Ken Werner, Land Exchange Offi-
cer with the Tahoe National Forest, does not
think that the area will gain wilderness status
because of a number of pnvate inholdings
and some old roads.

Despite Werner’s contention, the
Grouse Lakes roadless area was identified as
having wildemess characteristics by the
Forest Service during the Roadless Area
Review and Evaluation (RARE II) in the late
1970s. The acquisition of Sierra Pacific’s
holdings will leave only a small amount of
private inholdings in the 21,100-acre
roadless area.

The area was closed to motor vehicle use
in 1972 after an acrimonious public meeting
and letter writing campaign. Even though the
Forest Service did not recommend Grouse
Lakes for wilderness designation in RARE
II, the area has been managed for primitive
recreation values.

in fire-made clearings.
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Appeal regulations
continued from page 2

Efforts are also in motion on the legisla-
tive front to alter the appeals process. Repre-
sentative Denny Smith (R-OR) has intro-
duced legislation (H.R. 4447) that would
impose a $1,000 fee to file a timber sale
appeal. Cosponsors of the bill include Wally
Herger (R-CA). The legislation supported
by the timber industry, was the subject of a
recent editorial in the Portland Oregonian.
The paper strongly opposed the legislation,
stating that “Members of Congress are on
shaky ground when they move to restrict
their constituents’ ability to challenge fed-
eral agency decisions.”

Reprinted from the Bi-Weekly Update,
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Ski Resort Proposed Near Mammoth

By Frank Stewart, for Friends of the Inyo

Inyo National Forest recently has pub-
lished a Draft Environmental Impact State-
ment (DEIS) for the Sherwin Bow! Ski Area.
The DEIS reviews a proposal to allow a
permittee to build an alpine ski resort on
3,100 acres of national forest land in Mam-
moth Lakes. Sherwin Bowl is a roadless area
“released” by the California Wilderness Act
of 1984.

Here are some of the issues:

* Development of new ski areas vs.

. forther expansion of existing ski areas:
. Mammoth Mountain and June Mountain,

two existing ski areas, could be permitted to
expand their operations. to accomimedate an
additionat 8,000 skiers. This is the same
number of added skiers proposed by the
Forest Service in their “Preferred Alterna-
tive” of the draft Inyo Forest Plan. [The final
Inyo Forest Plan is due out in August.}

It certainly would be more sensible to
allow the existing ski areas to build out to
their permitted limit, and also encourage
greater mid-week use, before building an-
other downhill ski resort in an untouched
area. The option of building out existing
facilities should have been considered as one
alternative in the DEIS. -

» Economic feasibility: One of the
economic problems with the Sherwin Bowl
area is its short ski season. The DEIS states
that the average probability of having suffi-
cient snow coverage to open in December is
less than 50 percent. Also, mule deer migra-
tion through the Sherwin area will require
that skiing close down in early April.

The ski area developer is proposing
extensive commercial and residential devel-
opment of adjacent private land. This sug-
gests that the Sherwin Ski Area, which is on
public land, is subsidizing real estate devel-
opment on private land. This fact, along with
the short ski season, raises the question of
whether the project is economically feasible

s )
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-from page 2-

Sequoia-Kings Canyon,
and Golden Trout
wilderness areas.
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on its own merit—environmental considera-
tions aside.

» Degradation of quality of life and
recreational experience in the Mammoth
Lakes area: The DEIS projects a growth in
the towr's population of as much as 40 per-
cent. In addition, over the course of a winter,
as many as 420,000 additional skiers will
crowd into the town of Mammoth Lakes to
ski at the Sherwin Ski Area. This will in-
crease congestion, overload services, add to
existing air pollution (Mammoth Lakes al-
ready violates Environmental Protéétion
Agency air quality standards), degrade an
excellent cross-country skiing and eques-
trian agea, and create the kind of urban atmes-
phere the visitor has come to the mountains to
escape.

At the present time, the Inyo National
Forest has twice as many visitors in the
summer as in the winter. The majority of
these people are hikers, campers, anglers,
and sightseers. These people come to the
eastern Sierra to enjoy the forest in its natural
state. However, if the Sherwin Ski Area is
developed, the swaths of clearcuts necessary
to provide ski runs, lifts, towers, and trails
will be visible from all major viewpoints in
the area, including those in the John Muir
Wilderness.

* Lack of data on meeting increased
water demands: The current water supply
system for Mammoth Lakes is already oper-
ating at capacity. The DEIS doesn’t provide
the data necessary to evaluate whether or not
adequate additional water is available to
support 40 percent more skiers. Significant
use of water for snowmaking will add to the
stress on water resources.

* Disruption of mule deer migration:
The proposed ski area and associated real
estate developments would occupy the mi-
gratory corridor of a herd of 4,000 mule
deer—25 percent of all deer in the Inyo
National Forest: This herd migrates each
year from the Owens Valley to the west
slopes of the Sierra Nevada through the
confines of Solitude Canyon.

Major ski runs and a “canyon lodge
facility” are proposed for the Solitude Can-
yon migration corridor. Even if the ski area
closes down during the critical spring migra-
tion period, the deer will still suffer. Con-
struction of the lodge and other develop-
ments—including condos, a convention
center, shopping center, and golf course—
will ‘destroy the deer herd’s cover. The
presence of even a few hundred people in a
part of their habitat that is ordinarily all but
free of human interference will disrupt nor-
mal herd behavior patterns. Can you imagine
a deer herd migrating through a shopping
center?

The increased skier traffic and new
roads servicing the ski area will also result in
a greatly increased number of deer road kills.
Road kills are the major cause of death for
mule deer in the Inyo National Forest.

In addition to making it all but impos-

sible for the deer to migrate normally through
the area, the habitats of at least two sensitive
wildlife species—the pine ‘martin and the
goshawk—will be harmed. Other species
that wilk be adversely affected are the flam-
mulated owl, prairie falcon, golden eagle,
and mountain lion. The DEIS mentions the
acres of habitat that will be disturbed but does
not state how the various species will be
affected, except for the mountain lion—
which the DEIS says will probably leave the
area.

« Lack of consideration of cumulative
impacts: The Sherwin Ski Area DEIS does
not address cumulative impacts. The Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
requires a cumulative impact study when a
series of developments that affect the same
area are proposed. Some of the develop-
ments presently being proposed for the
Mammoth Lakes area of the Inyo National
Forest include: 4 geothermal plants, 2 golf
courses, expansion of the airport, expansion
of June Mountain Ski Area, and an expansion
of Mammoth Ski Area that would cover eight
miles of the pristine San Joaquin Ridge.
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Obviously, NEPA requires that studies
of the cumulative impacts of these projects
be done: - The Forest Service cannot be al-
lowed to circumvent NEPA by isolating the
proposed Sherwin Ski Area from the com-
bined effects of all these other proposed
developments!

WHAT YOU CAN DO

Your input is vital! Public opinion is the
strongest tool we have for influencing the
Forest Service’s final decision on the Sher-
win Ski Area proposal. Please write to the
Forest Supervisor, detailing your objections
to the Sherwin Ski Area DEIS. The public
comment period ends June 13. Address your
letters to:

Dennis Martin, Forest Supervisor
Inyo National Forest

873 North Main

Bishop, CA 93514

“Friends of the Inyo” is a coalition of
Eastern Sierra residents and conservation
organizations formed to help protect the Inyo
National Forest’s unique qualities: scenic
beauty, clean air, abundant water, varied
wildlife and plant populations, and many
opportunities for low-impact recreation.
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Court Allows Lower Timber Cut

In a decision that significantly strengthens the federal
government’s discretion to restrict timber cutting in the
national forests, a federal court rejected a timber industry
demand that the Forest Service allow cutting in sensitive
wildlife habitat in Wyoming’s Bridger-Teton National
Forest. The industry claimed the Forest Service was not
living up to the high cutting levels of its 1979 Timber
Management Plan.

The court’s April 18 decision denied Louisiana
Pacific’s (L-P) motion for an injunction to increase timber
cutting, saying responsibility for closure of L-P’s Dubois
mill (High Country News, 4/25/88) lay with the company.
Judge Clarence Brimmer said L-P had failed to plan ade-
quately for secure timber supplies.

Thomas Lustig, who argued the case for the National
Wildlife Federation, which intervened on the side of the
Forest Service, said the decision “dispels the argument that
the national forests must-be managed for economic gain,
public or private.”

Reprinted with permission fromHigh Country News,
May 9, 1988.
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Las Vegas: Belly-Buttons, Bright
Lights, and a Wilderness Conference?

By Mary Scoonover

The Las Vegas Hilton is an appropriate
setting for a “National Wilderness Confer-
ence,” held June 2 and 3, 1988.

The first-of-a-kind event is sponsored
by such avid wilderness supporters as Na-
tional Rifle Association, American Mining
Congress, United Four Wheel Drive Asso-
ciation, Independent Petroleum Association
of America, National Ski Areas Association,
International Association of Drilling Con-
tractors, American Motorcycle Association,
National Forest-Products Association, and
more

The conference is designed to examine
the impact of wilderness on America. To that
noble end, speakers will address the impact
of wilderness on wildlife management and
hunting; water rights of cities, agriculture,
manufacturing and mining; agriculture and
timber; mining and oil and gas production;
and camping and off-road vehicle use.

California State Senator H.L. “Bill”
Richardson addressed the gathering on Fri-
day to tackle the topic of the wilderness’
impact on national economy and national
security, and the magnitude of the wildemess
issue.

Rounding out the event was Utah Con-

gressman James V. Hansen with a luncheon
address. It’s a good bet that conference
attendees were not disappointed. After all,
Hansen is the statesman who introduced
H.R. 3727, an act seeking to give any state in
which 25 percent or more of the lands are
federally owned, the right to disapprove the
establishment of wilderness areas in that
state. Perhaps Congressman Hansen will
also explain why his bill has not moved from
the House Interior and Insular Affairs Com-
mittee.

If imitation is truly the highest from of
flattery, environmentalists should feel a
warm glow. In an article for the May 2 Las
Vegas Review-Journal, former Nevada
Congressman Jim Santini noted that the
conference “is an effort, in part, to emulate
the highly successful organizational efforts
of the national environmental groups.”
Santini goes on to conclude that “the land
users are tearing at least one page out of the
preservationists action book.”

Mary Scoonover is a former intern with
the CWC who is an atforney for a state water
agency in Sacramento.

THE RADICAL
ENVIRONMENTALISTS
WANT TO TAKE THIS
AWAY FROM US
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Bighorn

continued from page 4

there,” Hathaway said; consequently, no
release will be attempted.

Meanwhile, the DFG will pursue other
sites. But the big Baxter herd, the usual
source of translocated sheep, is unavailable
for four or five years. “Dry weather the last
two years has resulted in poor lamb recruit-
ment,” says Bleich. “We are down to 180
animals now and that’s as low as we want to
go.” The Great Western Divide in Sequoia
National Park and Mount Tom and Taboose
Creek in the Inyo National Forest are sites
inhabited historically by sheep that are being
considered by the DFG.

Bleich says the DFG wants to reintro-
duce bighorn in the Modoc NF and Lava
Beds NM ranges, but it would require some
major revisions in the land use policy. The
Forest Service resists adhering to the re-
quired multiple-use ethic to manage the
lands for a variety of uses, and they continue
to grant grazing leases on land occupied by
wild sheep or favorable for an introduced
herd. .

“The whole multiple-use concept is
entrenched in land management in both the
Forest Service and Bureau of Land Manage-
ment,” said Bleich. “But it is not a legitimate
strategy with domestic and mountain sheep.”

Joe Bogaard is an intern with the CWC
who is studying mology at the University of
California at Davis.

CALENDAR

June 7 Endangered Species Act
Action Day; contact the National
Audubon Society.

June 11 Voices From Around the
World: Pursuing Sustainable Water
Development Solutions, conference
sponsored by International Rivers
Network; UC Berkeley Campus,
2000 Life Sciences Building,
8:30am-5pm. For more information |
call the I.R.N. (415) 788-3666.

June 13 DEADLINE for comments
on the Sherwin Bowl Ski Area Draft
EIS. Send to: Attn. Recreation,
USDA Forest Service, Inyo National
Forest, 873 N. Main St., Bishop, CA
93514.

June 24 DEADLINE for the
“scoping phase” for public com-
ments on the Klamath National
Forest's Draft Environmental Impact
Statement and Land and Resource
Management Plan. Send your
ideas to: Jim Anderson, Klamath
National Forest, 1312 Fairlane,
Yreka, CA 96097.

July 9 Comments due on the
Forest Service’s interim rules for
appeals that relate to “catastrophic
events,” like fire salvage timber
sales. See article on page 3.

July 12 Comments due on pro-
posed Forest Service appeal
regulations. See article on page 2.

July 18 Comments due on the
South Fork Fire Recovery/Salvage
Project Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. See article on page 3.

July 25 Conservation of Diversity
in Forest Ecosystems: A Sympo-
sium; sponsored by the U.S. Forest
Service; University of California,
Davis. Call Connie Millar, (415)
486-3133 or Larry Riggs, (415) 548-
3131 for more information.
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CWC Business Sponsors

Like many citizen organiza-
tions, the California Wilderness
Coalition depends upon sponsor-
ship and support. The organiza-
tion is grateful to have the follow-
ing businesses that have recog-
nized the need to preserve the
wildemess of California.

agAccess
603 4th Street

Davis, CA 95616

Alpine West
130 G Street
Davis, CA 95616

Antelope Ca.mpmg Eq. Man. Co.
21740 Granada Avenue

Cupertino, CA 95014

Baldwin’s Forestry Services
P.O. Box 22
Douglas City, CA 96024

Kathy Blankenship-Photography
402 Lago Place
Davis, CA 95616

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

Daybell Nursery
55 N.E. Street
Porterville, CA 93257

David B. Devine
447 Sutter
San Francisco, CA 94115
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Echo, The Wilderness Company
6529 Telegraph Avenue
Oakland, CA 94609

John B. Frailing
Froba, Frailing, & Rockwell
1025 15th Street
Modesto, CA 95354

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

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

Hibbert Lumber Company
500 G Street
Davis, CA 95616

Jacobs Construction
1130 N. Heritage Drive
Ridgecrest, CA 93555

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

David B. Kelley
Consulting Soil Scientist
216 F Street, #51
Davis, CA 95616

Mike McWherter
Writing and Photography
1231 Bottlebrush PL
Oxnard, CA 93030

The Naturalist
219 E Street

COALITION MEMBER GROUPS

American Alpine Club

Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club

Back Country Horsemen of Calif.
Bay Chapter, Sierra Club

Butte Environmental Council

Cahto Coalition

Califomia Alpine Club

California Native Plant Society
Camp Unalayee Association
Citizens Comm. to Save Our Public Lands
Citizens for Better Forestry
Citizens for Mojave National Park_
Committee for Green Foothills
Committee to Save the Kings River
Concerned Citizens of Calaveras Co.
Conejo Valley Audubon Society
Conservation Call

Davis Audubon Society

Defenders of Wildlife

Desent Protective Council

Ecology Center of So. California

El Dorado Audubon Society
Environmental Protection Info. Center
Forest Alliance

Friends Aware of Wildlife Needs
Friends of Plumas Wildemess
Friends of the River

Golden Gate Envir. Law Society
Granite Chief Task Force
Greenpeace

Ishi Task Force

Kaweah Group, Sierra Club-

Keep the Sespe Wild Committee

Kem Audubon Society

Kem Plateau Association

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

Loma Prieta Chapter, Sierra Club
Los Angeles Audubon Society

Lost Coast League

Marble Mountain Audubon Society
Marin Audubon Society

Marin Conservation League
Mendocino Environment Center
Merced Canyon Committee

Mono Lake Committee

Monterey Peninsula Audubon Society
Morro Coast Audubon Society

Mt. Shasta Audubon Society

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

Northcoast Environmental Center
N.E. Californians for Wildemess
Orange County Sierra Singles
Pasadena Audubon Society
Peppermint Alert

Placer County Conser. Task Force
Planning and Conservation League
Pomona Valley Audubon Society
Porterville Area Environmental Council

Davis, CA 95616

The North Face
1234 Fifth Street
Berkeley, CA 94710

Ouzel Voyages
314 West 14th Street
Chico, CA 95928

Quality Sew-Ups
21613 Talisman Street
Torrance, CA 90503

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

Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club

The Red Mountain Association
Salmon Trollers Marketing Assn.

San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club

Sea & Sage Audubon Society

Sierra Association for Environment
Sierra Treks

Sinkyone Council

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

Trinity Alps Group

Tulare County Audubon Society

U.C. Davis Environmental Law Society
The Wildemess Society

Wintu Audubon Society
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Recreational Equipment, Inc.
20640 Homestead Road
Cupertino, CA 95014

Recreational Equipment, Inc.
9 City Boulevard West
The City, Store #44
Orange, CA 92668

Renewed Resources
Art Derby
555 Chapman Place
Campbell, CA 95008

Ridge Builders Group
123 C Street
Davis, CA 95616

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

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

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

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

Brock Wagstaff Architect
2200 Bridgeway

Sausalito, CA 94965

Bradlee S. Welton
Attorney at Law
1721 Oregon Street
Berkeley, CA 94703

Wilderness Press
2440 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94704

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

Yes Electric
22 Claus Circle
Fairfax, CA 94930

Zoo-Ink Screen Print
2415 St, # 270
San Francisco, CA 94107
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i T-Shirt Order Form [0 Yes! | wish to become a member of il 1Dz R I
I Item Size® Color Amount the Califernia Wilderness Coalition. Individual ‘ $ 1500 |
i Enclosed is $ for first-year * Low-income: Individual $ 7.50 1|
I membership dues. ’ 3 Sustaining Individual $ 2500 1|
0 Here is a special contribution of Patron $ 500.00 |
i $ to help the Coalition's work. I
I Non-profit Organization $ 3000 |
: NAME Business Sponsor $ 30.00 :
: Subtotal ADDRESS ' tax deductible :
0 Mail to: I
i Shipping California Wilderness Coalition I
| 2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5 |
i TOTAL $ CITY STATE ZIP Davis, California 95616




