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Declining backcountry
use—fact or fiction?

By Jim Eaton

You've read Galen Rowell’s article in National Geo-
graphic. You'veseen the L.A. Times story and others about
how backpacking is no longer the “in” thing to do, how
Yuppies have grown up and gone on to other pastimes.
People no longer go to the wilderness like they used to.
True or false?

After viewing use statistics for California wilderness
areas, we can definitively state: who knows? There is a
corollary to this conclusion, because fewer backcountry
users mean less impact on our wild lands: who cares?

We have looked at the wilderness use figures for the
U.S. Forest Service and for Lassen Volcanic, Sequoia/
Kings Canyon, and Yosemite national parks. Our confi-
dence level for these estimates varies greatly. For ex-
ample, since two-thirds of the wilderness areas in the
state require no wilderness permit for entry, where are the
figures for these areas coming from?

As Benjamin Disraeli said, “there are three kinds of
lies: lies, damned lies, and statistics.”

continued on page 3

Opposing
desert bill
introduced

By Anne Paley

Mt. Shasta
Appeal Wins!

"It is absolutely the most
we could have hoped for."

By Lois Kent

Forgive them if they gloat, but some people in the
town of Mt. Shasta are very happy these days. Environ-
mentalists were handed a major victory on October 30,
1989 when Forest Service Chief Dale Robertson upheld
their appeal of the Mt. Shasta Ski Area Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS).

The California Wilderness Coalition, along with the
Sierra Club Mother Lode Chapter and The Wilderness
Society, filed an appeal of the final EIS in November 1988.
The office of Attorney General John Van de Camp also
filed an appeal.

The Washington, D.C. Forest Service office agreed
with the appellants’ contention that a reasonable range
of alternatives had not been presented or evaluated. They
also agreed that the expansion of the ski area was likely,
as was the potential for development on adjacent private
land; therefore, these impacts must be evaluated.

The Chief instructed the regional office to prepare a
supplemental EIS that includes abroader range of alterna-
tives and evaluates the impacts of the private land devel-
opment. He also required that each of the new alterna-
tives in the supplemental EIS fully evaluate the other
points in the appeal, such as sewage treatment, air pollu-
tion, and financial feasibility. There is no word from the
Forest Service on how long this process will take.

To date, the appeal has been well-represented by
prominent environmental attorney Roger Beers. Re-
cently, another well-respected attorney, Zane Gresham
of Morrison & Foerester in San Francisco, decided to join
Mr. Beers in future efforts. After reviewing the back-
ground of the case, he agreed to work on a pro bono basis.
This is added cause for celebration for all Mount Shasta
supporters.

Anew desert bill was introduced in the House of Rep-
resentatives on October 12 by Representative Jerry Lewis
(R-CA). The irony of the proposed legislation is illus-
trated in its stated purppse: “To provide for the conserva-
tion and protection of the public lands in the California
desert, and for other purposes.” (emphasis added)

Jeff Widen of the Sierra Club called Lewis’ bill “a
horrible precedent and attack on the 1964 Wilderness

Act.”

For example, the bill allows off-road vehicles in
several of the wilderness study areas it would designate as
wilderness—a direct contradiction of the Wilderness Act.

Wilderness areas are kept potentially open to mining
for 20 years, even when there are no valid existing rights.
Current restrictions allow existing grazing to continue in
designated wilderness areas and allow the owner to get

continued on page 4
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From as far north as
Ashland, Oregen and as
far south as San Diego,
those who attended
found the four days
xhausting and exhilarat-
ing.

Our thanks to the
speakers, workshop lead-
ers, and volunteers who
helped make the confer-
ence a success. Volun-
teers: Jeanette Colbert,
Pam Coz-Hill, Louise Cul-
ver, Nancy Izkendarian,
Nancy Kang, John
Konior, Bob Lindsay,
Sally Miller, Charlie Mor-
gan, Mary Moy, Brian
Newton, Jim Sellers, Ali-
son Sheehy, Frannie
Wade, and the students
from the Students for En-
vironmental Awareness
club at College of the
Sequoias. And special
thanks to Martin Litton &=
for flying our speakers in 1
and to the Visalia Con-
vention Center for all
their cooperation.

Uncle Jim's
Wilderness
Trivia Quiz
Question:

Why is the
Ventana

Wilderness
so named?

(See page 7 for answer.)
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Conference Organizer Bob Barnes

Dear CWC:

Thanks for a great conference! | look forward to the next
already!
Alasdair [Coyne, of Keep the Sespe Wild Committee]

Well, once again the Wilderness Coalition put on an excellent
conference! The Bakersfield District would like to thank you for
allowing the BLM to participate. All those who attended,
commented on what a positive four days it was. With this in
mind, we look forward to working with you and the Wilderness
Coalition as BLM approaches a new era of Wilderness manage-
ment.

Sincerely,

John Skibinski, Asst. District Manager, Bakersfield District

A note to say that all of your time and energy planning and
coordinating the conference went well appreciated. Speakers,
workshops, and the overall atmosphere were conducive to sharing
among friends and new faces. Thank you for providing such a
wonderful conference.

Susan Garber, Californians for Population Stabilization

CWC Board members Wendy Cohen and Sally Kabisch wait for
a rush of t-shirt customers at the CWC booth.
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Glimpses of the California Wilderness Conference

U.S. Represen-
tative Mel
Levine was
given a number
of standing
ovations for his
enthusiastic
support of
desert protec-
tion.

e
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i AT TN A e A Makers" workshop, Tim Ma-  Felice Pace of
| $2: 0 B | honey (dark vest) plays the  Marble Moun-
role of a U.S. Senator while  tain Audubon
Jeff Widen (right) acts the Society and
part of his aide. Jim Middle- Neil Lawrence
ton, Susan Bower, and Herb  of the Natural
Klarer (top to bottom) play = Resources De-
wilderness advocates. fense Council.

Norman "lke" Livermore holds up a sngn he used in efforts to save
Sierra wilderness in the late 1930s.

;lr'“’ ok e e = | Inthe "Persuading Decision

Photos by Stephanie Mandel
and Wendy Cohen

Judy Anderson, President of the California Desert Protection
League, talks to Bureau of Land Management State Director Ed
Hastey, who spoke at the conference as part of a panel.

Sidney Barnes
takes a knit-
ting break
while
volunteering
at the regis-
tration desk.
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Good Bishop show, minus 4

Six members of the House Public Land subcommittee
came to Bishop on October 27, purportedly to hear what
Californians had to say about Representative Mel Levine’s
California Desert Protection Act, H.R. 780.

Only two actually heard. Four of them stayed for only a
fraction of the day and heard mostly the legislation’s foes,
who dominated the first hour’s agenda. -

The Bishop field hearing, along with two others, was’

called by these same committee members.
Despite the party poopers, the day was rich in desert-
saving spirit, as described in the following firsthand account.

By Dan Cato

We met at 5:00 pm on October 27 to head out for the
Bishop Congressional hearing on the California Desert
Protection Act. There were about 20 of us from Davis, each

showing signs of excitement about attending the hearing.

Some were talkative, some fidgety and smiley, and others
peaceful, staring at the fiery sunset as if waiting to express
their love of nature to a “higher” authority. For whatever
reason, twenty very beautiful people boarded the Sierra
Club chartered bus for Bishop. -

We arrived in Bishop at about 1:00 am, groggy-eyed,
ready to set up camp and “get horizontal,” as one of my
fellow riders put it. We awoke at about 7:30 am with a
coating of ice on our tents and a hot breakfast of eggs, hash
browns, and English muffins waiting across the camp-
ground. Appetites appeased, we received a pre-hearing
pep talk from Jeff Widen, Knobby Reidy, and Bob Hattoy.
Among other things, they informed us that the Congres-
sional panel would be biased against us. And boy, were
they biased.

Entering the Bishop fairgrounds, I could feel tension
filling the air asIlooked out over a small sea of 4x4s littered
with bumper stickers reading things like “Dirt Alert: We
Write To Ride,” “The American Motorcycle Association,”
and of course the infamous “Cranston Sucks.” Stepping
off the bus, our group was immediately confronted with
the fact that the opposition was organized. They toted

Moses RA
delivered from
the ax

The Forest Service has temporarily stopped its plan-
ningtologandbuild roadsin the Sequoia National Forest’s
Moses Roadless Area.

Last summer local residents and environmentalists
spoke out strongly against the plan to degrade the old-
growth forest within the Doyle Springs and Sequoia Crest
areas (known by the agency as the Wishon Compart-
ment). \

In a letter to interested people, the agency wrote that
it'schange of heartis “pending the conclusion of on-going
Forest Land Management Plan mediation efforts regard-
ing roadless areas...”

The Forest Service’s new plan is to locate sales adjacent
to, rather than in, the roadless area. The Forest Service will
begin accepting scoping comments (initial public input)
for the relocated sale plans after January 1, 1990.

To receive Forest Service correspondence related to
the Moses area, write to: Tule River Ranger District, 32588
Hwy. 190, Springville, CA 93265, (209)539-2607.

(For a longer article on the Moses Roadless Area, see the
July/August 1989 WR.)

anti-H.R. 780 signs, chanted anti-H.R. 780
slogans, and wore international orange to
distinguish themselves.

Our side also had a touch of organiza-
tional expertise. If people wanted to express
their written opinions to the subcommittee
they were shown how todoso . Yellow shirts
were printed up, so our side could be identi-
fied, and each desert activist within the fair-
grounds was given a custom-made, wonder-
fully positive sign (made at the Visalia wil-
derness conference). Bishop Police later esti-
mated that 1,000 people were present, about
evenly divided into pro and con.

.After chanting pro-desert slogans for
awhile, the doors were opened and we filed
in to face the committee, composed of Reps.
McCandless, Lewis, Thomas, Marlenee,
Lehman, and MacDermott. Four were
against H.R. 780; Rep. Lehman, the Chair,
seemed to be straddling the issue, looking for
compromise, and Rep. MacDermott was defi-
nitely in favor of the act. .

Approximately the first twelve people to
speak were against the act, and after about
twenty people gave testimony the four anti-

&£

At the Bishop hearing colorful signs and yellow shirts distinguished
supporters of the Cranston/Levine Calif. Desert Protection Act.

Photo by Eric Knapp

H.R. 780 representatives left for “a previously arranged
(Republican): party engagement,” leaving the people
whose testimony they had so eagerly come to hear to speak
to only two representatives and a couple of half-conscious
Congressional aides.

After seven hours of testimony and 100 speakers, the
hearing came to a close with a sigh of relief from all
involved. Our group boarded the bus again and headed
back to camp for dinner and a bonfire. There Jeff told us
that “though the panel was against us, we gave sincere; in-
telligent testimony and at least tied in this round of
conflict, showing the Representatives that environmen-
talists can turn out crowds of concerned people.”

Bishop is surrounded by extremely beautiful moun-

Peppermint Plan
Putters Out

Where are all the ski resort developers? Even with a
three-month delay of the original July 1 deadline, the

Sequoia National Forest got no response to its call for bids-

on Peppermint ski resort in the Slate Mountain Roadless
Area. Since 1981 the project has been opposed by Pepper-
mint Alert, a group of local residents who were concerned
about potential impacts on wildlife and sensitive plants,
degradation of air and water quality, and road problems.
The area also has religious significance for Native Ameri-
cans .

The skiing industry’s disinterest, however, may not
spell the end of the Forest Service’s decade-long push for
the huge new resort. The agency’s local office says they
will probably re-issue the prospectus at a later date.

Carla Cloer of Peppermint Alert, however, believes
that the Forest Service is bound to give up on the resort.
She cites the words of Chief Dale Robertson, who, in a
December 1987 decision on an appeal of the project, wrote
that “should no suitable bids be received, no further action
would be called for regarding possible use of this land for
ski area development.” (For a longer article on the appeal
decision, see Jan. 1988 WR) ‘

For more information, contact Peppermint Alert at
P.O. Box 8332, Porterville, CA 93258.

tains. On our drive back to Davis this became readily
apparent. Ten to fourteen thousand-foot snow-streaked,
high desert mountains surrounded us. Heads turning
from window to window, astounded voices commenting
on the beauty, we wound our way toward Mono Lake for
a short hike before heading home. Talking to people
within the bus I began to realize why we were really there:
not to debate or fight or criticize some short-sighted poli-

ticians, butinstead to savethis sublime senseef wanderfor: ¢ o

our children and our children’s children:

(Note: See calendar on page 7 for information on the other
two hearings.)

Dan Cato is an intern with the CWC and a student at the
University of California-at Davis.

Lewis desert bill

continued from page 1

into the area to maintain the facilities. The restriction on
access is that the leasee must use a method that has the
least impact on the wilderness. The Lewis bill mandates
vehicle access.

Lewis’ bill also exempts military flights over wilder-
ness from any restriction or interference from BLM and
gives the Secretary of the Interior the ability to unilaterally

“change the boundaries of at least three wilderness areas in

the California Desert in order to provide vehicle access.

A final important issue is “release” language. Lewis’
bill mandates that areas not protected as wilderness now
can never be reconsidered for wilderness status.

The Cranston-Levine desert bill would establish 7.5
million acres of new wilderness and park lands in the
California Desert. The Lewis desert bill would supposedly
protect 2.1 million acres.

Jim Dodson of the California Desert Protection
League stated one redeeming quality of Lewis’ bill at his
workshop on the desert protection at the California Wil-
derness Conference. He said a crucial step in the process
of a bill’s acceptance is the presentation of opposing
legislation. Jerry Lewis has clearly provided such a step for
the Cranston-Levine bill.

Anne Paley is an intern with the CWC who will graduate
in December 1989 from the University of California at Davis
with a degree in English.
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Declining use—fact or fiction?

continued from page 1

There are many factors to be weighed
when looking at wilderness use. For most
areas, the annual use is a reflection of the
weather. Light snow years may mean in-
creased use in the High Sierra, since visitors
can get in earlier. But lack of snow may
result in decreased use in places like Lassen
Volcanic National Park, where many
streams and lakes dry up during a drought.

Wilderness managers in the Sierra feel
there has been a drop in use during the past
decade. How much of this is due to either
the institution of trailhead quotas or nega-
tive publicity ? And while there may be a
decrease in use of the Sierra, some areas
elsewhere in the state are showing increas-
ing use. Also, nobody's assessment of
declining use is counting the visitors who
may be going to roadless areas currently
unprotected, such as the White Moun-
tains, Grouse Lakes, Sespe, and the West
Walker country.

Unfortunately, there are so many vari-
ables, unknowns, and faulty data that we
cannot reach many solid conclusions
about wilderness use in California. In-
stead, we can offer some of the following
thoughts to the dominant suppositions:

Lore: Use in the High Sierra has de-
clined since peak use levels in the mid-
1970s.

Possible Explanation: Trailhead
quotas make it impossible for as many
users to visit: these: wilderness areas at
popularitimes: “Forexample, more than:a~
thousand people used to climb Mt. Whit-
ney on some weekends—the quota now is
75 per day.

Jim Shiro, Recreation Specialist for the
U.S. Forest Service, admits that “the insti-
tution of trailhead quotas resulted in a

fairly significant reduction in users.”
Conversations have shown that there are a
body of users who are displaced by increas-
ing regulations. These backpackers choose
wilderness areas with fewer restrictions or
roadless areas where no permits are re-
quired at all.

Lore: Use is declmlng in wilderness
throughout the state.

Possible Explanation: Some areas are
not showing a decrease. Others, such as
Snow Mountain and Castle Crags, show
zero use in 1988, obviously errors. Where
permits are not required, questionable
methods are uséd to estimate visitation,
such as occasional counts of vehicles in
parking lots multiplied by an annual use
factor, seat-of-the-pants guesses, and just
fudged figures. -The fudge factor includes
use figures which may be the previous
year’s use level multiplied by the annual
inflation rate or some other percentage.

Even in areas requiring permits, com-
pliance is not 100 percent. Or, as we
discovered in the Trinity Alps Wilderness
last summer, the agency may just run out
of blank permits for weeks so users are not
counted. Some users, unable or unwilling
to find the appropriate agency building
during regular office hours (and knowing
how few wilderness rangers are employed
these days), go backpacking without a
permit.

Lore: TheJohn Muirand Ansel Adams
twilderness .areas had more: than twice as
much tise in 1968 than in 1988 [Natwnal
Geographic].

Possible Explanation: It ]ust isn't
true. Use of the John Muir was 20 percent
greater in 1968, but in the following two
years it was less than last year. The Ansel

Desolation Wilderness Use
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Desolation Wilderness use declined after trailhead quotas were
enforced, but since 1984 use has been climbing.

Kings Canyon/Sequoia Wilderness Use
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Use dropped in Kings Canyon/Sequoia after ceilings were placed on
trailhead entry quotas; since 1979 the use has remained quite stable.

Questionable Wilderness Use Data
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Clearly the wilderness use for Castle Crags and Snow Mountain did
not drop to zero last year. Also the great drops in use for the Mt.
Shasta and Ishi wildernes areas seem quite questionable.

Adams wilderness contains the old Mina-
rets Wilderness plus lands not protected
until 1984 so the use of the old Minarets in
1968 was less than that of the larger Ansel
Adams in 1988. Also, use figures in the
1960s were guesses done without the bene-

after many new wilderness areas were
added in.1984, permits were not required
for entry to many of these new areas as well
asmany existing wilderness areas that used
to require permits. There also are differ-
ences among the agencies of gathering

“the institution of trailhead quotas
resulted in a fairly significant

reduction in users.”

fit of wildémess permits or other visitor
benchmarks. .

- The amount and quality of data for
wilderness use varies year-to-year and
agency-to-agency. Use statistics from the
1960s and early 1970s resulted from a vari-
ety of methods. For the next decade, wil-
derness permit information allowed quite
a bit of information to be developed But

backcountry use information that makes it
hard to compare the data.

So what:can we conclude from all of
this? Our best guess is that wilderness use
is slightly declining or remaining steady in
the Sierra, increasing in some areas else-
where in the state, and spreading to unpro-
tected wild areas where we haven't a clue to
the amount or type of backcountry use.

Trinity Alps Wilderness Use
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Unlike the High Sierra wilderness areas with maximum use in the
1970s, the Trinity Alps Wilderness highest use year was 1986.
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The Yolla Bolly-Middle Eel Wilderness has been showing an upward
trend in use—until last year. Could it be that the figure should have
been 43 thousand visitor days, not 4.3?
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California forests feel winds from north & east

By Stephanie Mandel

This summer and fall the nation’s capitol was the
scene of an already infamous battle over logging and
ancient forest preservation in Oregon and Washington.
The Hatfield/Adams rider was an alarmed timber
industry’s response to the successful legal tree-saving of
their environmental antagonists.

All the environmental forces agreed that the Pacific
Northwest Senators’ proposal was outrageously destruc-
tive, and joined together to find and work with our friends
in the legislature against it. Months later, as September
ended, a House and Senate conference committee struck a
compromise.

Their deal has been characterized variously as “a solid
step forward to secure lasting protection of the old-growth
forests of the Pacific Northwest” and a “significant vic-
tory” (The Wilderness Society) and as the “most definitive
mandate from Congress the Forest Service has ever had to
cut down our forests regardless of all the environmental
laws.” (Native Forests Council, Eugene)

In short form, the bill:

¢ allows the cutting of about half of the timber
previously placed under court injunction for violating the
Forest Service spotted owl management plan; directs the
agency to revise the plan;

* directs the Forest Service to prohibit logging in any
of the spotted owl habitat areas (SOHA) identified in their
management plan and increases SOHA sizes;

* mandates that 7.7 billion board feet of national
forest timber and 1.9 bbf of Bureau of Land Management
timber (in western Oregon) be sold in 1989-90 (the origi-
nal Hatfield/Adams proposal required 10 bbf in sales, and
in 1987-88 10.2 bbf was offered for sale on Northwest
national forests);

¢ mandates 45-day stays in timber sale lawsuits; pro-
hibits courts from issuing a temporary restraining order or
preliminary injunction against Forest Service or Bureau of
Land Management timber sales;

» directs the Forest Service to minimize fragmentation
of ecologically-significant old growth, using the defini-
tion established by old-growth expert Jerry Franklin.

Wilderness Act History Series

Path to Preservation

(Part 3)

By Roderick Nash
Reprinted from Wilderness magazine, Summer 1984, 1984
The Wilderness Society

Part 2 described the growth of the U.S. wilderness
movement from 1919 until 1939, when Robert Marshal! died
shortly after convincing the Forest Service to adopt regula-
tions strengthening its protection of wilderness.

But a realization dawned that administrative protection
was not enough. Part 3 traces events from the first ill-fated
introduction of wilderness legislation in Congress in 1940 to
1955 when the final eight-year drive began for a national
wilderness preservation system.

In 1940, Harvey Broome of The Wilderness Society
tried to raise support for wilderness legislation as a kind of
tribute to the spirit of Bob Marshall. In fact, thanks to the
interest of Secretary of the Interior Harold Ickes, a bill
actually reached the congressional hopper. But, in the
words of journalist Irving Brant, it “progressed like a
glacier moving backward.” With Hitler on the move in
Europe, the nation had little time for amenities such as
wilderness. After the war, however, the individual most
responsible for the National Wilderness Preservation Sys-
tem began to make his presence felt. Howard Zahniser had
been a member of The Wilderness Society since its incep-
tion in 1935. An editor with the United States Biological
Survey, a scholar and collector of the works of Henry David
Thoreau, and an enthusiastic backcountry traveler,
Zahniser believed that it was high time for Americans to
quit thinking of wilderness and civilization as incompat-
ible. Instead, he argued, a mature civilization concerned
about the long-term quality of its existence should make
a permanent place for wilderness in its land-use policy.
Zahniser dedicated the remainder of his life to this end.

Assuming the duties of executive secretary of The
Wilderness Society in 1945, Zahniser began to press for a
wilderness law. The first result was a 1947 resolution by
The Society’s Governing Council to work for, in Zahniser’s
words, “the extension throughout the continent of a
system of wilderness areas for permanent preservation.”
The following year Zahniser engineered a request from a

member of Congress to the Library of Congress for a study
of the value of wilderness and the possibility of its legis-
lated protection. In effect, Zahniser created an opportu-
nity for himself to write a lengthy memorandum on the
subject. The resulting congressional committee docu-
ment entitled The Preservation of Wilderness Areas: An
Analysis of Opinion on the Problem became the founda-
tion for fifteen years of preservation politics. It urged the
establishment of “a national wilderness policy” that iden-
tified and pretected wilderness conditions. A political
realist, Zahniser did not propose anything that would
have raised the competitive hackles of existing land
managers like the National Park Service or the U.S. Forest
Service. He only wished to direct them to protect the
wilderness under their jurisdictions. Similarly wise was
Zahniser’s 1949 reassurance to state park administrators
that their land would not be taken over by a federal office.
Let state and local governments, and even private land-
holders, join in the new policy. No new budgets. No
bureaus. No land grabs. Zahniser only wanted a “pol-
icy”—a directive from Congress to anyone with jurisdic-
tion over wilderness to keep it wild.

As the 1950s began, Zahniser took every opportunity
to advance his proposal. According to Sierra Club staffer
Douglas Scott, the man “was haunted...by the idea that
wilderness setaside by administrative action wasnot saved
at all.” Changing economic circumstances and political
pressure could weaken bureaucratic resolve. The out-
standing example in the early 1950s was Dinosaur Na-
tional Monument, over 200,000 acres of mostly roadless
canyonlands carved by the Green and Yampa Rivers
through the Uinta Mountains that straddle the Colorado-
Utah border. The controversy began in 1950 when the
Bureau of Reclamation announced plans to construct two
dams within the monument. Initially the Secretary of
Interior approved the project. Preservationists were out-
raged. Granted Dinosaur was not well known compared
to, say, Grand Canyon Natonal Park, but that was beside
the point. The place was part of the National Park System.
If it could be violated, was any wilderness safe? Remem-
bering Yosemite’s Hetch Hetchy Valley and its damming,
the wilderness movement dugin its heels for ashowdown.
But from Howard Zahniser’s perspective, the need to do so
was a sad commentary on the nation’s commitment to

However the legislation itself is viewed, this year's
events will be important to ancient forest protection
efforts in the future. Although out of the national lime-
light this fall, California’s ancient forests are as endan-
gered as those to the north. Pending now are timber sale
plans for some of the largest, most pristine of the state’s
natijonal forest roadless areas: Pattison Roadless Area in
the Shasta-Trinity National Forest, ancient forest along
river corridors proposed for biodiversity linkages in the
Klamath National Forest, North Mountain Roadless Area
in the Stanislaus National Forest, and many others.

The way our state’s private land forests are managed is
now more alarming than ever, and citizens are currently
gathering signatures for the Forest and Wildlife Protection
ballot initiative.

California ancient forests may feel the impact of a re-
organized and perhaps empowered timber industry. The
“half empty” perspectiye, as expressed by Tim Hermach of
the Native Forest Council, is that Congress’ compromise
gave the Forest Service the message that “timber sales are
law”—that the industry’s strength was asserted.

On the other hand, California will feel the wake of the
Congressional and national media attention that was
directed on the ancient forests dilemma this year. Ancient
forest legislative champions as well as adversaries
emerged. Fifteen California representatives were among
100 who signed a letter rejecting the rider.

That's good news.

wilderness. Why should wilderness have to fight for its life
over and over again? In March 1951, he told the Sierra
Club’s Wilderness Conference “let us try to be done with
a wilderness preservation program made up of a sequence
of .overlapping emergencies, threats, and defense cam-
paigns!” What Zahniser wanted was a “positive program
that will establish an enduring system of areas where we
can be at peace and not forever feel that the wilderness is
a battleground!” Four years later, as the Dinosaur contro-
versy entered its climactic stages, Zahniser published an
eloquent statement of “the spiritual benefits of a wilder-
ness experience.” These included humility, dependency,
and responsibility for protecting the “great community of
life.” At the end of his essay, Zahniser called for the
immediate introduction into Congress of bills creating a
national wilderness preservation system. . :

The time was almost right. In 1955, the well-organ-
ized preservation movement smelled victory in the Dino-
saur fight. Wilderness could apparently hold its own as a
land use in one-on-one competition with hydropower,
irrigation, and other hallowed utilitarian concerns. One
reason, as historian Samuel Hays has explained, was the
rising importance of amenity values in American conser-
vation. Aesthetic considerations associated with quality
of life. gained importance after the dislocations of the
Great Depression and World War II. A full lunch pail was
stillimportant, but increasing numbers of Americans were
also concerned about finding a pleasant place to eat its
contents. This translated into a concern for open space,
clean air and water, wildlife protection, scenic beauty, and
wilderness preservation. A nationwide explosion of inter-
est in “environment” and “ecology” was just ahead.
Howard Zahniser used the gathering momentum of the
environmental movement to start implementing his
dream.

...to be continued in the next issue of the WR.

Roderick Nash is a professor of history and environmental
studies at the University of California, Santa Barbara, and one
of the nation’s foremost authorities on wilderness philosophy.
His classic study Wilderness and the American Mind was first
published in 1967 and has been revised twice.
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Prologue

Mt. Shasta, the perfect mountain for me

A hat-shaped crown of clouds worn jauntily
Dressed in Shasta red fir robe warmly worn
Except where by man it is so badly torn

My spirit on yonder landscape rests

Then soars on eagle’s back to mighty crests.

The breeze softly sings as a little girl’s sigh
Booming rocks warn that danger is nigh
Meadow-flowers are the glitter of your jewels
Glacier and avalanches become your tools
Serenity through quiet valleys ranges

The face of this land needs no changes.

From "The Spirit of Mt. Shasta"
Copyright 1989 by Larry Wehmeyer

L-P to Build Mexico Mill

An economic bombshell fell on the north coast this
fall when it was revealed that Louisiana-Pacific (L-P), one
of the area’s largest employers, was developing a mill
complex on the coast of Baja California, Mexico. Logs
from Humboldt and Mendocino counties would be sent to
the new mill, according to L-P’s Shep Tucker.

The plan calls for barging rough-cut redwood timbers
into Baja’s El Sauzal from Humboldt Bay, remanufacturing
them into finished redwood lumber, and then shipping
them to southern California markets.

The news brought swift condemnation from commu-
nity leaders at a press conference of government, labor,
and environmental leaders. Assemblyman Dan Hauser
said of L-P’s plan, “In the long run it will export jobs and
lead to the potential overcutting and destruction of the
resource base.” Hauser said L-P was treating the north
coast like a colony, ready to “extract our natural resources

. with nothing in return to the people.”

In response to a questions about how the northern
California job market will affected by the new mill, Tucker
claimed that the wood products to be produced in Mexico
are not made at their California mills. Tim McKay of the
Northcoast Environmental Center countered that
Tucker’s response “begs the question of whether they (L-
P) could produce those wood products here.” Last winter
L-P closed their mills at Potter Valley and Red Bluff. The
company owns 1.5 million acres of timberland in the U.S.,
including 500,000 acres in northern California.

Mostly from Econews, October 1989.

New CWC
T-Shirts!

Not one, but two new
styles!

The animal design that
Outreach Coordinator Nancy
(left) is wearing is by Bay Area
cartoonist Phil Frank (of Farley
fame); it comes in beige and
light gray for $12. Conference

wearing our official conference
shirt; it has no less than six col-
ors and comes in yellow, light
green, and peach for $15. All
the shirts are 100 percent
double knit cotton. To order,
use the form on page 8. Please
add $1.50 postage and 75 cents
for each additional shirt.

Coordinator Jeanette (right) is

November 11 DESERT BILL FIELD HEARING in
Barstow, CA; House Interior Committee’s Pub-
licLands Subcommittee. Free camping and bus
transportation will be available from various
California locations. For time, place, or other
information, contact Vicky Hoover, (415) 776-
2211, Jeff Widen, (213) 387-6528, or Nobby
Reidy, (415) 541-9144.

November 16 PUBLIC LAND ROUND TABLE
DISCUSSION with Bureau of Land Manage-
ment officials; Eueka Inn, 7th and F Streets,
Eureka, 7 pm. Alltopicsopen for consideration.
For more information, contact the BLM's State
Office of Public Affairs in Sacramento at 2800
Cottage Way, (916) 978-4746.

December 5 PUBLIC LAND ROUND TABLE DIS-
CUSSIONwith Bureau of Land Management of-
ficials; Carraige Inn, 901 North China Lake,
Ridgecrest, 7 pm. All topics open for considera-
tion. For more information, contact the BLM's
State Office of Public Affairs in Sacramento at
2800 Cottage Way, (916) 978-4746.

December 20 DEADLINE FOR COMMENTS (ex-
tended) on the proposed listing of the northern
spotted owl as a threatened species. Send writ-
ten comments to: Listing Coordinator, U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service, 1002 N.E. Holladay St.;
Portland, OR 97232.
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Coalition Member Groups

American Alpine Club; El Cerrito

Ancient Forest Defense Fund; Ukiah

Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club; Los Angeles

Back Country Horsemen of CA; Springville

Bay Chapter, Sierra Club; Oakland

Butte Environmental Council; Chico

California Alpine Club; San Francisco

California Native Plant Society;
Sacramento X

Citizens Commmittee to Save Our Public
Lands; Willits

Citizens for Better Forestry; Hayfork

Citizens for Mojave National Park; Barstow

Commitee for Green Foothills; Palo Alto

Committee to Save.the Kings River; Fresno

Conservation Call; The Sea Ranch

Davis Audubon Society; Davis

Defenders of Wildlife; Sacramento”

Desert Protective Council; Palm Springs

Desert Survivors; Oakland

Ecology Center of S. CA; Los Angeles

El Dorado Audubon Soc.; Long Beach

Environmental Protection Information
Center; Garberville

Forest Alliance; Kernville

Friends Aware of Wildlife Needs;
Georgetown

Friends of Chinquapin, Oakland

Friends of Plumas Wilderness; Quincy
Friends of the Inyo; Lone Pine

Friends of the River; San Francisco
Greenpeace; San Francisco

Kaweah Group, Sierra Club; Porterville
Keep the Sespe Wild Committee; Ojai
Kern Audubon Society; Bakersfield

Kern R. Valley Audubon Soc.; Bakersfield

Kern R. Valley Wildlife Ass'n.; Lake Isabella

Kern-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club;
Bakersfield

Loma Prieta Chpt. Sierra Club; Palo Alto

Los Angeles Audubon Society

Lost Coast League; Arcata

Madrone Audubon Society; Santa Rosa

Marble Min. Audubon Soc.; Greenview

Marin Conservation League; San Rafael

Mendocino Environment Center; Ukiah

Merced Canyon Committee; El Portal

Mono Lake Committee; Lee Vining

Monterey Peninsula Audubon Soc.; Carmel

Morro Coast Audubon Soc.; Morro Bay

Mt. Shasta Audubon Soc.; Mt. Shasta

Mt. Shasta Recreation Council

Natural Resources Defense Council;
San Francisco

NCRCC Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

People for Nipomo Dunes National
Seashore; Nipomo

Northcoast Env. Center; Arcata

Northeast Californians for Wilderness;
Susanville

Pasadena Audubon Saociety

Peppermint Alert; Porterville

Placer County Conservation Task Force;
Newcastle

Planning and Conservation League; Sac-
ramento

Porterville Area Environmental Council

Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club; Santa
Rosa

The Red Mtn. Association; Leggett

Salmon Trollers Marketing Association;
Fort Bragg

San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club

Sea & Sage Audubon Soc.; Santa Ana

Sierra Ass'n. for Environment; Fresno

Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund; San
Francisco

Sierra Treks; Ashland, OR

Siskiyou Mtns. Resource Cncl.; Arcata

Soda Mtns Wilderness Council; Ashland

South Fork Watershed Ass'n.; Porterville

Tulare County Audubon Soc.; Visalia

U.C. Davis Environmental Law Society

W. States Endurance Run; San Francisco

The Wilderness Society; San Francisco

Wintu Audubon Society; Redding

Yolano Group, Sierra Club; Davis

CWC Business Sponsors

Like many citizen organizations, the California Wilderness Coali-
tion ‘depends upon sponsorship and support. The organization is
grateful to the following businesses that have recognized the need to
preserve the wilderness of California.

agAccess
603 4th Street
Davis, CA 95616

Alpine West
130 G Street
Davis, CA 95616

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

K.athg' Blankenship
P otogrthy
402 Lago Place

Davis, CA 95616

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

David B. Kelley Recreational Equipme
Consulting Soil Scientist Inc.

Robert J. Rajewski
P.O. Box 4137
Sonora, CA 95370

Come TOFether John B. Frailing 216 F Street, #51 1338 San Pablo Ave. San Francisco Travel
Box 1415, c/o Gary Ball Froba, Frailing, & Davis, CA 95616 Berkeley, CA 94702 Service
Ukiah, CA 95482 Rockwell {I 407 Jackson St., # 205
1025 15th Street The Naturalist 20640 Homestead Road San Francisco, 94111
Creative Sound Recording Modesto, CA 95354 219 E Street Cupertino, CA 95014
- Michael W. Nolasco Davis, CA 95616 & Siskiyou Forestry
6412 Cerromar Court Genny Smith Books 9 City Boulevard West Consultants
Orangevale, CA 95662 P.O. Box 1060 Robert Newcomb, MD, Inc.  The City, Store #44 P.O. Box 241
Mammoth Lakes, CA 502 S. Euclid Ave, #104 Orange, CA 92668 Arcata, CA 95521
Echo, The Wilderness 93546 - National City, CA 92050

Company
6529 Telegraph Avenue
Oakland, CA 94609

Ridge Builders Group
123 C Street
Davis, CA 95616

Gorman & Waltner Paul F. Nielson, M.D., Inc.
1419 Broadway, Ste. 419 2323 16th St, Suite 400
Qakland, CA 34612 Bakersfield, CA 93301

Fred A. Ennerson, 3

nsultin:
P.O. Box 1359
Isla Vista, CA 93117

Hibbert Lumber Company Ouzel Voyages
500 G Street 314 West 14th Street
Davis, CA 95616 Chico, CA 95928

Bob Rutemoeller, CFP
Certified Financial

Planner
P.O. Box 7472

nt,

Christopher P. Valle-

Riestra,

Attorney at Law
5500 Redwood Road
Oakland, CA 94619

Stockton, CA 95207

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

Wilderness Press
2440 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94704

Wildflower Farm
Native Plant Nurse;
Delano, CA 9321

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

r-----—--

[0 Yes! 1 wish to become a member of the
California Wilderness Coalition. Enclosed is

Annual Dues:

Individual $ 15.00

T-Shirt Order Form

Design __ Size(s,m,I,x) Color Amount

or peach—$15.00

1. conference design comes in pale green, yellow,

2. animal design comes in beige or gray—$12.00

$___ forfirst-year membership dues.
O  Hereis a special contribution of Low-income Individual § 7.50
$ to help the Coalition's work. Sustaining Individual  § 25.00
Benefactor $100.00
NAME Patron $ 500.00
Non-profit Organization § 30.00
ADDRESS Business Sponsor $ 50.00

' ,
Mail to: tax deductible

CITY

California Wilderness Coalition
2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5

STATE ___ ZIP Davis, California 95616

11

Subtotal $

Shlpping ($1.50+.75 for each additional) $

TOTAL $



