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The fifteen
year Record

By Steve Evans

Editors are relentless. I guess it is a basic job
requirement. After nonchalantly agreeing to write an
article about the 15-year history of the Wilderness Record,
I should have known that the Record editor would have
tracked me down and held me to my commitment. She
even hand delivered past issues from the archives.

And so, with little more than a vague idea of how to
create an article around this particular subject; 1 began to
review the past issues. 1 was surprised with the familiar
feeling of the articles. It seemed that little-had changed
in fifteen years—even the place names remained the
same. .
“Coalition Forms” was the front page headline of the
March-April 1976 issue of the Recordi—volume 1, number
1 of the proceedings of the fledgling California Wilderness
Coalition. In addition to the feature article on why the
Coalition was formed, the four page tabloid was replete
with articles concerning the wilderniess issues of the day,
including updates on Granite Chief, Big Butte, Siskiyou,
Death Valley, Point Reyes, Pinnacles, and Yosemite. A
short article noted that the coalition’s first president, Jim
Eaton, was on his way to Washington, D.C., to testify in
support-of California wildemess designations. Coalition
Treasurer BobSchneiderauthored a column on wilderness
use and manners. The first eight member groups of the
coalition were listed on the front page. With a slightly
jarring feeling of deja vu, I was struck by the way all of the
photos in the first issue failed to match any of the
articles—a criticism I remembered from 135 years ago.

And yet, a deeper review of the Record’s past issues
shows that California’s wilderness landscape has vastly
changed. Yes, the wildland names remain the same
(there are exceptions), but many are now officially des-
ignated wilderness (including five areas headlined in the
first issue). The eight member groups have swelled toover
80. Old-timers such as Jim Eaton and Bob Schneider are
still active, but many new people are becoming involved,
with newissues and ideas. Itisodd torealize that Boband
Jim were relative newcomers in 1976.

Although still retaining its tabloid format, the Record
itself has changed. Largely due to the tenacious efforts of
our editor, articles are solicited from many knowledge-
able sources, with photographs to match. The Record is
now. published monthly instead of bi-monthly. More
pages and well-designed format make it easier toread and
more informative.

Things have, indeed, changed.” And those changes
were chronicled in the Record. In fact, the newsletter’s
first two years are largely an agenda for the next ten years

Featured In the first Issue (March-April '76) of the WR,
the Slerra Crest at Olancha Pass Is now protected as the
Golden Trout Wilderness. Photo by Phil Farrell

of wilderness conservation action.
The May-June 1976 issue of the Record noted the in-
troduction of bills to designate wilderness lands in Joshua

Tree National Monument and to add Mineral King, a

glaciated valley ringed by mountains, to Sequoia National
Park. That issue also included an insert on Forest Service
planning—a precursor to the mind boggling process in
which we are still embroiled. Activists were organizing to
stop the expansion of downhill skiing on Mt. Shasta—a
successful effort to date. Some readers debated the impact
of brightly-colored outdoor gear on wilderness values.
The Coalition established an interest in the California
desert early on with an article about off-road vehicles
damaging the wild values of the Eureka Dunes (which

continued on page 5

Habitat area logging cancelled

Spotted owl
saves Show
Mitn. RA

To the delight of environmentalists, the Forest Ser-
vice has eliminated from its plans the Fur Timber Sale on
the boundary of the Snow Mountain Wilderness. On
November 30the Mendocino National Forest’s Stonyford
Ranger District sent out a notice that the sale was
cancelled due to the area’s designation as a northern
spotted owl habitat conservation area (HCA).- -

Three thousand acres of proposed logging were to
take place within roadless lands that were rejected by the
Forest Service for inclusion in the wilderness area. Envi-
ronmentalists were concerned that the logging would
have had visible and audibleimpacts on theenvironment
ofthe southem slopes of the West Peak of Snow Mountain,
and that opportunity for expanding the wilderness
would have been lost. The impacts of the logging on the
South Fork of Stony Creek were also of concern, as
environmentalists have proposed that it be studied for
the Wild and Scenic River System.

Katherine Petterson, a local resident who had ob-
jected to the sale, believes that the Forest Service’s
decision to cancel its plans was not solely based on the
owl HCA. “I think it was because of public pressure
against the sale,” she said. In an effort spearheaded by

- long-time wilderness activist Tom Maloney, who passed

away in August 1990, people living in Willows and in
Lake County had met with the Forest Service and ex-
pressed their opposition.

Inside this issue:

BLM looks at oil and gas leasing
in the Caliente Mtn. WSA...........3

Forest plans—what's happening
across the state..........c.ccceeovveeeeeed

The CWC's beginnings: an inter-
view with founder Phil Farrell.....6
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Help us celebrate...

CWC's 15th Birthday!

— A lighthearted evening honoring (and laughing at) our origins —
With special guests Martin Litton and David Brower

February 2, 1991
7:00 pm

Village Homes
Community Center,
Davis, California

Admission: donation, $25
Drinks and hors doeuvres included

Wilderness Primer, Part VIl

The RARE II
Inventory

After the first Roadless Area Review and Evaluation
(RARE), the U.S. Forest Service attempted to develop many
roadless areas throughout the country. Stopped by a Sierra
Club lawsuit, the Forest Service agreed out-of-court to
complete site-specific environmental impact statements
(EIS) for each area proposed for development.

By 1976 Coalition activists were . monitoring 92 EISs
(coveririg 253 roadless areas) scheduled for completion in
the following three years. Conservationists were attend-
ing public meetings, commenting on EISs, and winning
appeals that stopped Forest Service development.plans. In
Congress, 25 bills to designate various California areas as
wilderness were working their way through committees.

Shortly after Jimmy Carter became President, Assis-
tant Secretary of Agriculture Rupert Cutler announced
that the Forest Service would redo the roadless area review.
The restudy, eventually called RARE II (although some
liked Son of RARE), began in June 1977.

Many roadless areas were missed in RARE], such as the
71,250-acre Raymiond Peak Roadless Area, much of which
later was added to the Mokelimne Wilderness. The Inyo
and Los Padres national forests shared the record (30 each)
for the most newly discovered roadless areas. The San
Bernardino found 23 more and the Modoc an additional
20. In all of California, 190 new roadless areas totalling 2.8
million acres were “discovered” in RARE 1l.

In the summer of 1977 the Forest Service held sixteen
wilderness evaluation workshops in California for citizens
to see what they had identified as roadless areas and to
commenton theinventory. By the following summer, the
Forest Service released a nationwide draft EIS covering
some 2,000 roadless areas totaling 62 million acres.

Since the RARE 1I program had no on-site analysis or
new data gathering, it put speed ahead of thoroughness.
In many cases the data for timber values and otherresources
was old and unreliable; much of it was expressed in terms
of “maximum potential” values based on unrealistic as-
sumptions. Wilderness values were summarized in a
“Wilderness Attributed Rating System” (known as WARS)
that was open to the biases of individual Forest Service
personnel. There was nofield review of data and virtually
no national quality control.

After a three-month public comment period for the
draft EIS, the Forest Service began working on their
recommendations. Only 18 months after beginning RARE
II, the final EIS was released.

Conservationists were outraged. Only 13 percent of
the roadless acreage in California was recommended for
wilderness designation. Over 600,000 acres were dropped
from the RARE Il process altogether, with no explanation.
The boundaries of many areas were altered without public
notification.

Also criticized was Forest Service trickery concerning
the method of analyzing public comment. Although
originally stating that thé “content” and “substance” of
comments would bear more consideration than sheer
numbers, the Forest Service gave as much weight to form
letters, petitions, and coupons as they did to original,
personal letters. The total number of signatures for or
against wilderness designation was used as a criterion in
the final decision, ajthough many of these signatures
appeared on timber industry coupons on which the
respondent merely checked a box stating that he or she
preferred “non-wilderness” for all roadless areas in a par-
ticular national forest. . - :

Next: The State of California v. RARE II
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Roadless areas

The Caliente Mountain
Wilderness Study Area (WSA),
near eastern San Luis Obispo
County’s Carrizo Plains, is being
eyed for oil and gas exploration.
The BureauoflLand Management
(BLM) announced plans to
complete an environmental
analysis (EA) for oil and gas
leasing in this sensitive area by
the end of January.

Theannouncementcameas
a surprise to local environmen-
talists, who are recommending
that a large portion of the WSA
be designated wilderness. In
recent months, representatives
of the CWC and Kern-Kaweah

This dramatic canyon is seen from the view northwest to Caliente Peak, in the
Photo by Bureau of Land Management

Caliente Mountain Wilderness Study Area.

Chapter of the Sierra Club met
with BLM officials in an effort to
avoid conflicts and accommo-

Local environmentalists want
San Joaquin RA off limits

Compared to the popular Sierra Crest trails, the San
Joaquin Roadless Area, east of the Minarets, Is quite remote.
But environmentalists have not forgotten this 21,214-acre
stretch between Mammoth and June mountains, and are
protesting a- Forest
Service logging pro-
posal that may in-
clude part of the
eastern edge of the
area.

The Inyo Na-
tional Forest plan,
published in 1988,
prescribed that tim-
ber be cut on the
eastern edge of the
San Joaquin. A num-
ber of environmen-
tal groups appealed
the decision to allow
logging in the San Joaquin Roadless Area, contending that
it should be designated wilderness, possibly by addingit to
the adjacent Ansel Adams Wilderness. Marge Sill, a Sierra
Club federal lands expert, believes any logging in this
controversial area should await resolution of the appeal.
Sill says, “We claimed in our appeal that just to drop these
roadless areas arbitrarily is not right. We’re very unhappy
about what I consider to be a premature proposal.”

The San Joaquin Roadless Area was recognized in a
1980 study as an important corridor for biological inter-
change. An additional concern with the proposed logging
is its potential impacts on Glass Creek, which is being
considered for Wild and Scenic River status.

Local environmentalists are urging the Forest Service
at least to fully consider the impacts of the proposed
logging by completing an environmental impact state-
ment (EIS) on the sale, rather than a less comprehensive
environmental assessment (EA).

San Joaquin
Roadless Area

Bill Bramlette, Mono Lake District’s Ranger, claims
that only a “very small portion” of the proposed sale Is in
the roadless area. He also hints that some of the roadless
area lands in the sale area may be set aside from logging as
part of the district’s old-growth reserve. Such reserves are
being required for all California national forests, and
Bramlette plans to announce soon what old-growth in his
district will be left unlogged.

But the determination of what areas to include in the
SaRrve will not be open to public debate. The old-growth,
or “seral stage 4,” inventory is being conducted by Forest
Service wildlife biologists—"trained people,” Bramlette
says, -elaborating that “it really is just a professional pro-
cess.” Sally Miller of Friends of the Inyo disagrees with this
behind-the-scenes decision-making, however, saying that
“designation of old-growth is an issue of national concern.”

Issuesand concernson the timber sales (in the Hartley,
White Wing, and Glass Creek compartments) will be
accepted for consideration in the environmental assess-
ment ufitil the end of January, Bramlette told the Wilderness
Record. Send to: District Ranger, Mono Lake Ranger
District, P.O. Box 429, Lee Vining, 93541.

BLM eyes Caliente Mtn.
WSA for oil and gas

date concerns over the wilderness recommendation.
Bob Barnes, a member of the CWC Board of Directors,
said “The proposed Caliente Wilderness, part of our San
Joaquin Rim wilderness proposal, would be a perfect
designation for a portion
of the Carrizo Plains bio-

logical reserve.” . Caliente
The Carrizo Plains area Mountain
is home to the greatest Wilderness

concentration of rare and
endangered vertebrates in
California. Tule elk, .
pronghorn, and sandhill
cranes are among the spe-
cies in residence in this
unique place.

Barnes points out that
protecting the canyons of
the Caliente Mtn. WSA as
wilderness would protect
thetransition zone from 5,106-foot Caliente Peakdown to
the plains.

Following its completion, a 30-day comment period
for the public will be provided to review the draft oil and
gas leasing EA. Questions, comments, or requests for a
copy of the EA may be directed to Jack Mills or Carl
Rountree, BLM, 2800 Cottage Way, Rm. E-2841, Sacra-
mento, CA 95825, (916) 978-4722.

Study Area

Motorcycle group's
appeal thrown out

By Sally Miller

On December 12, 1990 District 37 of the American
Motorcycle Association (AMA) appealed Inyo National
Forest District Ranger JoEllen Kiel’s Decision Notice for the
Inyo 250 Dual Sport Motorcycle Ride environmental as-
sessment (EA). Kiel’s October notice had prohibited access
through the Inyo Mountains and the Crooked Creek
drainage in the White Mountains to California Trail Rides,
the promoter of the off-road vehicle event. (See article in
December WR.) The participants in the ride defied Forest
Service restrictions by partaking in a “protest ride” along
the forbidden routes on November 10-11.

The appeal by the AMA contended that the EA did not
consider an adequate range of alternatives and was based
on assumptions unsubstantiated by data. The AMA also
claimed that the-decision notice “demonstrates an abuse
of administrative discretion against a unique group.”

Friends of the Inyo requested intervenor status in the
appeal. However, on January 3, 1991, Forest Supervisor
Dennis.Martin dismissed the appeal on the grounds that
the new EA and Decision Notice, requested by the appel-
lants, is moot since the ride already occurred. The AMA
may still request a review of Martin’s decision by the
Regional Office.

California Trail Rides has already filed a application
for a special use permit to conduct the 1991 Inyo 250 Dual
Sport ride on October 5-6. The Forest Service will conduct
public scoping this spring, and expects the EA to be
completed by- May, giving ample time for the appeals
process to run its course, i §
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Making his rounds in early December, a Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) ranger discovered bulldozer
tracks, a large cleared area, a pile of dirt, and damaged
vegetation in the Sulphur Springs area of the Jacumba
Mountains Wilderness Study Area (WSA) in Imperial
County. Following the tracks to a nearby residence, the
ranger issued a citation to a2 man who admitted he had
done the excavation that same day. The perpetrator,
according to BLM Wilderness Specialist Lynn Watkins, has
been agreed to reclaim the site. He Is also subject to a fine
in federal court, and BLM requested hisidentity be withheld
pending the court action.

According to Watkins, the problem began when a
four-wheel drive vehicle became stuck in a sandy spot near

Mt. Shasta ski area
construction okayed

Construction of the controversial Mount Shasta ski
area was approved by Shasta-Trinity Supervisor Robert
Tyrrel in mid-December. Environmentalists who oppose
the project had slowed it for seven years with administra-
tive appeals, but Tyrrel announced that no appeals of the
mostrecentenvironmental documents would be accepted.
With the right to appeal denied, court is the only recourse
for the opponents, a representative of whom said that
“litigation is a definite possibility.”

If there is no intervention, construction could begin
next spring. Preliminary road construction and land
clearing was begun two years ago, but was halted during
the appeals process.

Forest planning

Headlines

Bulldozer invades Jacumba Mtns. WSA

the access road to the springs, which is an approved route
of travel. The driver of the stuck vehicle sought the nearest
help, and the man with the bulldozer obliged; afterwards
deciding to see if there was water in the spring and
construct a swimming hole. A sign identifiesthe areaasa
WSA, warning that certain activities may be restricted—
contact the BLM for information. The extent of the
excavation was about 25 feet across and four or five feet
deep, with the resulting material spread in a low linear
mound about 120 feet long.

The reclamation plan calls for putting the dirt back
and replanting some vegetation. It is awaiting review at
the District Manager’s office in Riverside, and BLM offi-

cials say they will

work with the per- Jacumba
petrator tocomplete Wilderness
the job this winter. Study Area

The Jacumba
WSA contains about
33,000 acres, and is
desert, except in
areassuch asSulphur
Springs,  where
cattails and willows
grow.

-

Catch 22 lands old-growth mammal in a bind
Pacific fisher—too rare to be protected?

By Tim McKay

The Pacific fisher is so rare that there is not enough
information available on the mammal to justify listing it
as an endangered species.

That is the unusual logic of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (F&WS) in its response to a petition, filed last June
by the Northcoast Environmental Center and other groups,
to list the weasel-like animal under the Endangered Spe-
cles Act.

Thedgency sald insufficient information exists on the
arboreal animal’s habitat requirements—or the threats
that the species faces. However, it will form a scientific

be increasingly difficult to even find fishers to confirm the
trend.

One of a family of animals, called the Mustelidae,
which includes otters, martens, skunks, wolverines and
weasels, fishers'are predatory and are even known to prey
on porcupine. Females weigh about five pounds and
males up to 14 pounds.

The F&WS says little evidence exists that fishers prefer
mature and old-growth coniferous forests, “although the
petitioners provided strong evidence that such habitat has

National forest Year final sStatus of appeals
plan issued **appealed by CWC

Angeles 1987 unresolved
Cleveland 1986 unresolved
Eldorado 1988 unresolved**
Inyo 1988 unresolved**
Klamath *draft being rewritten
Lake Tahoe Basin Mgmnt. Unit 1988 unresolved** :
Lassen final due outin 1991 The Pacific fisher Fisher tracks>
Los Padres 1987 unresolved
Mendocino *draft being rewritten - 5‘ ) 7
Modoc final due out in 1991 panel to evaluate and design declined substantially be- RY -~
Plumas 1988 unresolved** research studies. cause of loggingin the three
San Bermnardino 1988 unresolved Eric Beckwitt, the petition’s Pacific states.”
Sequoia 1988 CWC withdrew ;lix;g;)r and dli’tector (;t;it:e Si(ehrra 3 IEllo-pet:itlic;‘ne‘;s li)r:)clusc(l)e

se - - . versi roject, studies the National Audubon So-
g::.::a Trinity ﬁ?‘:f;‘t::l:‘gnzen“{ln;e]n of fisher tpyopu‘lgations d9 exist, ciety, seven local Audubon “‘ )
Six Rivers *draft being rewritten and were used in tt.le petition to ch.apters, California E ) &

: support the proposition thatthe Wilderness ~Coalition,
Stanislaus draft out Nov. 1990 animal is dependent on old- Greater Ecosystem Alliance,
Tahoe 1990 unresolved** growthforests (includingaseven- and Oregon Natural
year-long study on the Shasta- Resources Council.

* These draft plans needed to be rewritten for various reasons, including Trinity National Forest).
the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service’s listing of the northern spotted owl as a A spokesman for F&WS ad- Reprinted from the
threatened species. The mandate to protect the bird’s habitat required ﬂﬁge?htha;itﬁe a%;nCY' s dec(iiSion IE):;embef; 1990 Wf;s;:b ;’if ) N

i inti . u e fisher in a quandary. news, month -
changesiinSodpssipresaiptiotsng tlm_ber saieppins: llt{or'e studies are need%d, butr}i'f cation of the Northcoast “‘

the population is decliningitwill Environmental Center.
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Wilderness management

Forest Service gets help with wilderness education

The following article was reprinted from Wildemess
Watcher, published by Wilderness Watch in Milltown, Mon-
tana. i

Wilderness education received a boost on August 23,
1990, when Wilderness Watch joined in a cost-share
contract with the U.S. Forest Service to begin a wilderness
education program. The program seeks to change the face
of wilderness management from regulatory and punitive
to preveritative. The contract calls for the Forest Service to
establish an Education Resource Specialist for each partici-
pating national forest, and for Wilderness Watch to send

. ateam of trainers to help these specialistsdevelop the skills

necessary to identify and educate the wildemess-using
public, primarily user groups.

Wilderness Watch believes that wilderness users do
not go to the wilderness with the intention of degrading
that irreplaceable resource. It is out of ignorance that
damage and degradation occurs. But, short of heavy-
handed regulation and enforcement, how can managing
agencies alter the behavior of wilderness users? Education
is the primary means of accomplishing this objective.
However, that education must be timely. That is, it must
occur prior to the visitor's entrance into the wilderness,

and it must be consistent and continuous.
Out of this understanding Wildemess Watch has

developed a program that will enable managers tofind the -

people who use the wilderness before they get to the

resource. People visiting wildernesses have a variety of
expectations and use a variety of methods to meet their-
expectations. They believe that the “typical” wilderness
user does not exist. But there are some basics to a
wilderness ethic that anyone can understand. Ob)ectives
can be modified, but the resource cannot.

Wilderness Watch is in the process of choosing—ftom
64 applicants—its training team for the 1991 training
sessions. So far 18 national forests have requested the
program, including the Central Southern Sierra Interagency
Wildemeéss Managers. This affiliation includes the Inyo,
Sequoia, Sierra, Stanislaus, and Toiyabe national forests,
Sequoia-Kings Canyon and Yosemite national parks, and
the Bureau of Land Management.

Wilderness Watch is still raising matching funds for
the program. If you can help with a donation, would like
to know more about the program, or are interested in
having it come to your wilderness, contact Bobbie Hoe c/
o Wilderness Education Program, P.O. Box 127, Milltown,
MT, 59851, (406) 542-2048.

The Wilderness Record—a look back 15 years

continued from page 1

would eventually be closed to ORV use). About half of the
photos matched the articles.

The July-August 1976 issue announced the introduc-
tion of the Endangered American Wilderness Act, which
included several areas in California—most notably the
Golden Trout Wilderness. Another desert article is fea-
tured and a new issue crops up—the state wilderness
review for state park lands. Member groupsof the coalition
grewto 15, including the Northstate Wilderness Committee
(a group formed by myself and six others who have since
moved on to Alaska, Vermont, Arizona and other points of
the compass). One of the members of the committee, Sami
Izzo, is featured in a photo taken at a wilderness activists
workshop. She would later relocate to Vermont but be
instrumental in lobbying Congress for protection of the
Ishi Wilderness.

The September-October 1976 issue increased the ten-
dency to match photos with articles. Unfortunately, my
opportunity for early fame was lost when my photo credit
failed to appear with the front page picture of one of my
fellow Northstate Wilderness Committee members dis-
gustedly surveying jeep tracks in the High Lakes area of the
Lassen National Forest. Oh well. The big feature of this
issue is a special insert on the Siskiyous, with magnificent
photographs probably taken by Dave Van de Mark (but
since no credit is given, he and I share editorial oblivion).

The November-December 1976 issue celebrated the
passage of wilderness legislation which protected more
than 2.6 million acresin California, including Joshua Tree,
Kaiser Ridge, Pinnacles, and Pt. Reyes. Sheep Mountain
and Snow Mountain are designated study areas. This issue
also featured an eight-page insert on the California desert.
Ten years later, Senator Alan Cranston introduced
legislation to protect this vast area. Wasthereaconnection?

The first issue of our second year (January-February
1977) included a recap of our first year and a plug for
joining the Coalition (“Members Are Important,” it says
on the front page). Articles featured attempts to block
enlargement of a dam and reservoir in the proposed
Carson Iceberg Wilderness (later to prove unsuccessful—

the dam was enlarged and the wilderness shrunk) and a
downhill ski resort proposed for Independence Lake by
Disney Productions (we won that one).

I have a special attachment to the March-April 1977

WILDERNESS RECORD
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issue, not only because it says March-April twice on the
masthead, but I am mentioned on the front page as a
newly elected member of the Coalition board (a “fifth”
member). This issue also featured a major insert on the
state wilderness program. Suddenly, every photo had a
credit.

Excerpt from the july-August, 1977
issue of the Record

The California Wilderness Coalition is
taking a giant leap forward by hiring its
first employees. Two half-time positions
were filled in june.

Julie Sullivan is the Coalition's office
coordinator. She has an A.B.from Yalein
Chinese, which will be handy for
evaluating Forest Service environmental
impact statements...Our executive
officer is Phil Farrell...

We are too embarrassed to mention
their salaries—it comes out of petty cash.
This will be corrected as soon as possible.
We want to bring them up to poverty
level, at least.

Later issues in 1977 announced the passage of the
Endangered American Wilderness Act, which protected
the Golden Trout Wilderness, Ventania additions, and
Santa Lucia wilderness area. Also introduced in the Record
in 1977 was the initiation of the now infamous Forest
Service 'Roadless Area Review Evaluation (RARE) I pro-
gram which would lead to passage of the California
Wilderness Act in 1984.

And so it goes—a record of 15 years of wilderness
preservation. But some things truly never change. There
is so much more to do.

Steve Evans has served as President of the CWC
Board of Directors since 1983 and has been on the Board
since 1977. 3
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CWC's origins

"Our attitude was, 'Let's not develop
any more wilderness, period.'

Phil Farrell was one of the founders of the California
Wilderness Coalition

WR: What inspired the CWC founders to get together
to form a new organization?

PF: Those of us who started it were all late ‘60s college
students who had been active on various college campuses
in environmental politics. We knew each other through
the Sierra Club, mostly, so we’d met each other at imeet-
ings. The five of us (Farrell, Jeff Bammickol, Jim Eaton, Don
Morrill, and Bob Schneider) and some others had a feeling
that the existing envirorimental organizations, particu-
larly the Si-
erra Club,
which has
t h i s
grassroots
structure,
were just not
putting
enough em-
phasis on
t hese
wilderness
issues. And
further-
more, we
thoughtthat
some of the
people who
were in
leadership
positions
were not

Phil Farrell and Larry Kolb

radical enough.

The thing that made us impatient with the existing
leadership was that we saw the timber industry and the
mining industry and the regulators in the Forest Service
accelerating their impacts. That’s how it looked anyway,
and it looked very fearsome. And so we felt that the
existing structures weren'’t geared up for that. It was time
to stop saying, “Let’s pick out the few areas of wilderness

Tom Jopson, the first editor of the Wilderness Record

that are the best and preserve them.” Our attitude was,
“Let’s not develop any more wildemess, period.”

WR: Did the CWC gather support quickly?

PF: It was a lot of work—I was surprised, actually. We
were going-to start a- newspaper because Jim and 1 and

others had been collectinglots of information so we could
start spreading the word, and it was going to be a' really
great cause, right? And so we figured that everybody
would just sign up immediately; right? Well, you know, it
was a real slow process to develop a membership, both
individuals and groups. It took several years to build up a
solid membership base. 1 guess we were a little naive about
that. We were printing 5,000 copies of the Record when we
had a membership of 100. Of course, we were completely
unknown, and it’s always risky to get involved with a new
group.

I don’t think any of us really thought it was going to

Don Morrill

lastthislong. Personally, I wasn’t thinking this long-term.
We were inspired a lot by the grassroots organizing in
Oregon. They’d started an Oregon Wilderness Coalition
that had been going for several years before we started
CWC...

We were thinking, how can we get these little groups,
these little five person committees in some small town up
inrural California—or somebody that was concerned with
one particular area—
how can we get them
more organized with
each otherso they get
more resources to
work on their issue
and so they can sup-
porteach other. That
was one of the real
reasons for doing this.
I think Jim had the
idea that it would be
nice to help nurture
these groups and get
them started.

Certainly one
idea was that if you
had this umbrella
group, one of the
things you could do
is help these people

hear about each Jim Eaton
other.

WR: What do you consider were the group’s strong
points at the time?

PF: We had a lot of energy. 1 was workmg on this full
time as a volunteer. Jim was also working on the CWC full
time, although he alse had a paying position with The
Wildemess Society' he was trymg to merge the two Bob

and the same kmds of efforts needed.

Bob Schneider

Schneider was also putting a lot of energy into it.

I think the other thing that was a strong point was
havingthis vision, an uncompromising stance. We thought
at the time what needed to be done was to radicalize the
issue, to make it a more stark and powerful issue and not
keep it hidden in the back rooms—to make people aware
thatevery little piece of wilderness was important, that the
whole idea of wilderness was really important. In talking
to people from the Forest Service, Park Service, and timber
industry, I think they were a little surprised, initially at
least, when we would put a lot of energy into defending
some very small fragment of roadless area somewhere.
From their point of view, why bother? There are no lakes
or trails there, and nobody goes there, so why’s it so
important? We were trying to say that it is important, we
don’t even have to know anything about it to know that
it’s important. Although we didn’t really think that we
could save them all, it was worth trying, and it was worth
trying to put it in those terms. It was wilderness as a system
we were trying to save, not any particular spot. I think
having that type of philosophy really helps; it's more of a
long-term philosophy.

The other thing that was important, and I credit Jim
with this, was that you need to nurture people at the
grassroots. You can’t have somebody at the top telling the
people down below what to do; the people at the top really
have to be helping the people down below, because the
ones below are the ones who really care. There’s no way
that five people or ten could do all the work that needs to
be done—to go to all the meetings, to badger all the
decision-makers, to generate all the public interest. We
tried having some educational workshops very early on, to
try and educate people about the processes the Forest
Service and Congress went through. We tried to get them
to know each other, to bring them together. I think that’s
also been a strength of the Sierra Club, which also has a
very strong grassroots component.

WR: Any advice for the group's future?

PF: 1like the idea of putting a lot of energy into the
newsletter. 1think we’re going to have to address more, in
coming years, the management issues, things like these
mountain bikes.

I think one thing that the CWC could emphasize...is

. to be able to do more overall research, finding out the

information on a broader scale and getting that out to
people. Another thing would be trying to reach a broader
audience.

Other than that, there seems to be more of the same;
15 years later there’s still the same kinds of issues going on

............................
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New projects

CW(C to bring home wilderness

Why would five hikers out for a day in the wilderness
carry 85 pounds of metal six or seven miles cross-country
into the Cache Creek basin?

Nancy Kang, CWC’s office co-ordinator, and Execu-
tive Director Jim Eaton have embarked on an exciting new
wilderness conservation project. They plan to capture
Cache Creek and other prime wilderness candidate areas
on videotape and distribute the images to build public
support for their protection.

The new project is made possible by Nancy and Jim's
enthusiasm and a unique Davis non-profit organization,
Davis Community Television. The cable T.V. station
offers inexpensive video classes and the use of its equip-
ment to locals who agree to make videos for DCTV cable
viewing.

Nancy and Jim spent about 30 hours each in training
to use the expensive cameras, editing equipment, etc.,
needed to make videos. Extratrainingwas required to take
cameras out of the studio—an obvious requirement for
wilderness taping.

.““'f'.‘r K e
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With the basic skills acquired, Nancy and Jim look
forward to the creative challenges ahead.

“We'll be going out to Cache Creek over the next six
months to capture the area during different seasons.
Meanwhile, we plan to produce programs on environ-
mental troubadours Bill Oliver and Glenn Waldek and on
the CWC's 15th Anniversary Party."

Interviews are also contemplated, and ideas from
members are welcomed.

Thanks to volunteers Sherry Brown, Eric Knapp, dnd Jen
Wachter for carrying equipment for the Cache Creek taping.

CWC T-Shirts!

" The animal design that Mary (right) is wearing is by Bay Area
cartoonist Phil Frank; it comes in beige and light gray for $12.
John is wearing our anniversary shirt; it has no less than six colors
and comes in light blue, yellow, light green, and peach for $15.
All the shirts are 100 percent double knit cotton. To order, use the
form on page 8.

DATES TO
REMEMBER

January 17 DEADLINE FOR COMMENTS
on the Bishop Resource Management
Plan and EIS, covering BLM lands east of
the southern Sierra Nevada. Send to:
Area Manager, BLM, 787 N. Main St.,
Suite P, Bishop, CA 93514. '

January 31 SCOPING COMMENTS DUE
on timber sales proposed for the Hartley,
White Wing, and Glass Creek
compartments of the Inyo National
Forest. Send to: District Ranger, Mono
Lake Ranger District, P.O. Box 429, Lee
Vining, CA 93541. (Article on page 3.)

February 28 SCOPING COMMENTS
DUE on the South Fork of the Trinity Wild
and Scenic River Management Plan and
EIS. Send to: Karyn L. Wood, District
Ranger, Hayfork Ranger District, P.O. Box
159, Hayfork, CA 96041, -For more
information contact Bob,.Hawkins or Gail
Tanaka at (916) 628-5227.

March 8-10 FRIENDS OF THE RIVER

-~CONFERENEE AND FESTIVAL, “Making~~~
Waves,” at Dominican College in San -
Rafael. Non-profit organizations wishing
to set up a booth should contact Frank
Coppel, Exhibitor Chair, at F.O.R., Fort
Mason Center, Bldg. C, San Francisco, CA
94123,
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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

Califomia Alpine Club; San Francisco

Califomia Native Plant Society; Sacramento

Citizens Comm. to Save Our Public Lands;
Willits

Citizens for Better Forestry; Hayfork

Citizens for Mojave National Park; Barstow

Citizens for a Vehicle Free Nipomo Dunes;
Nipomo

Committee 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

Desent Protective Council; Palm Springs

Desert Survivors; Oakland

Ecology Center of Southem Calif.; Los Angeles

El Dorado Audubon Society; Long Beach

Environmental Protection Information Center;
Garberville

Forest Alliance; Kemville

Friends Aware of Wildlife Needs; Georgetown

Friends of Chinquapin, Oakland

Friends of Plumas Wildemess; Quincy

Friends of the Inyo; Lone Pine °

Friends of the River; San Francisco

Coalition Member Groups

Greenpeace; San Francisco

Hands Off Our Wild Lands!; Davis

Inner City Outings Rafting Chapter, Bay Chapter,
Sierra Club; San Francisco

Kaweah Flyfishers; Visalia

Kaweah Group, Sierra Club; Parterville

Keep the Sespe Wild Committee; Ojai

Kem Audubon Society; Bakersfield

Kem River Valley Audubon Society; Bakersfield

Kem R. Valley Wildlife Association; Lake Isabella

Kem-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club; Bakersfield

Loma Prieta Chapter Sierra Club; Palo Alto

Los Angeles Audubon Society

Lost Coast League; Arcata

Madrohe Audubon Society; Santa Rosa
Marble Mountain Audubon Society; Greenview
Marin Conservation League; San Rafael
Mendocino Environmental Center; Ukiah
Merced Canyon Committee; El Portal
Mono Lake Committee; Lee Vining
Monterey Peninsula Audubon Soc.; Carmel
Morro Coast Audubon Society; Moiro Bay
Mt. Shasta Audubon Society; Mt. Shasta
Mt. Shasta Recreation Council
Natural Resources Defense Council;

San Francisco

NCRCC Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

People for Nipomo Dunes National Seashore;
Nipomo

Nordic Voice; Livermore

Northcoast Environmental Center; Arcata

N.E. Californians for Wildemess; Susanville

Pasadena Audubon Society

Peppermint Alert; Porterville

Placer County Cons. Task Force; Newcastie

Planning and Cons. League; Sacramento

Porterville Area Environmental Council

Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

The Red Mountain Association; Leggett

Salmon Trollers Marketing Assoc.; Fort Bragg

San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club

Sea & Sage Audubon Society; Santa Ana

Sierra Assoc. for the Environment; Fresno

Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund; San
Francisco

Sierra Treks; Ashland, OR

Siskiyou Mins. Resource Council; Arcata

Soda Min. Wildemess Council; Ashland, OR

South Fork Watershed Association;
Porterville

South Yuba R. Citizens League; Nevada City

Tulare County Audubon Society; Visalia

U.C. Davis Environmental Law Society

W. States Endurance Run; San Francisco

The Wildemess Society; San Francisco

Wintu Audubon Society; Redding

Yolano Group, Sierra Club; Davis

CWC Business Sponsors

Like many citizen organizations, the California Wilderness Coali- Rlclhzagrg &are:g,trr;&.tu Rld%Bullders Group Tog; ;;v&eutim 5 wggixénﬁss ng -
tion depends upon sponsorship and support. The organization is £ = [t ancroft ay
grateful to the following businesses that have recognized the need to R 2 %) el ISR DL S R
preserve the wilderness of California. David B. Kelley, Bob Rutemoeller, CFP, EA  Christopher P. Valle- Wwildflower Farm

z(i%nsgltlng 5%1.1 Scientist Cert l{-‘olnasncial Planner l{llestra, 7 lglealzive P(l:?tgg{ssery
F Street, #51 ttorney at Law no,
Aﬁ"b‘e’f“hﬁc”"zgﬂ Soniil e T Davis, CA 95616 ; Gualala CA 954450587 5500 Redwood Road
ey docemaal B, B Oakland, CA 94619  Wilson's Eastside Sports
Sonors. CA 95370 09546 s C.B. Matsel, CP.A. William P. Schaefer, _ James Wilson
QHUIE? Ukla_h, CA 95482 11-1331 B St.-Box94?:"3 3 I.l:a}!‘:xl)) Conf)ueltant& Wol:nen's Health 12;(1)3‘ NortéxA Mga;xslm
ayward, CA 9454. rato si ssoclates op,
e o R W“dem“s O S ey o = Hiaz. Wasie Mgmnt. 635 Anderson Rd., #18
132‘5 Co ur?S 652"1}; B, oA Oakland CA 84213 Robert Newcomb, MD, Inc. 3002 San Pasqual St. Davis, CA 95616 Yakima Products, Inc.
e CA trect e "-gﬁp venue nd, 502S. Euclid Ave, #104  Pasadena, CA 91107 P.O. Drawer 4899
9 60(}‘]11& Hurricane Wind Sculptures Natlonal City, CA 92050 e = Chﬁk \Nc'z:)tsonf Arcata, CA 95521
you Forestry v, Consultant
Califomia Native Ima eWSlrks, Software cAI]?ePeter Vénceg: Patagonia, Inc. Consultants 1022 S Street Zoo-Ink Screen Print
in fgsiga 2 nsultin N sghenY 'a& 95960 9 W. Santa Clara St. P.O. Box 241 Sacramento, CA 2415 St, #270
T e nson ggég"g 9%116 n Juan, Ventura, CA 93001 Arcata, CA 95521 95814 San Francisco, CA
gﬁ N. 13th St. 2 méh‘“l ?i‘ i-]:g“e;_; DDS Recreational Equipment,  Solano Press Books Bradlee S. Welton, 3
Jose, CA 9511 10?:“ gaF;amng 16 e(?oera = n!auy Inc Warren W. Jones, Prop. Attorney at Law
1?25 4 smmmns 8 & Rockwe Chm;e‘& ’;59‘52 20640 Homestead Road .0, Box 773 1721 Oregon Street
treet Cupertino, CA 95014 Point Arena, CA 95468  Berkeley, CA 94703

Modesto, CA 95354
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] DO Yes! 1wish to become a member of the California Annual Dues: T-Shirt Orders :
Wilderness Coalition. Enclosed is $ for first- s 5 b

: year,mermbership dues Individual s $ 15.00 Design _Size(s, m.1.x)_ Col<|:>r A'mount :

[0  Here is a special contribution of § to Low-n.ngome ll? .IVI ual $§ 7.50 . Iar;lt‘i)s_cape des;g;;1 iom::‘s el:; ;lght blue, pale green, ]

: help the Coalition's work. Sustaining Individual § 25.00 > ifﬁm‘:; :;fozom’: FBBigE oy I

Benefactor $100.00

I NAME Patron- $ 500.00 :

1 N ¥ : I

on-profit Organization § 30.00 I

: ADDRESS Business Sponsor $ 50.00 Subtotal $ i

! Ml - R aRCole Shipping $ l

: gz“fom'a W“demeESS C‘;al:ﬂon (81.50 + .75 for each additional shirt) :

55 Portage Bay East, Suite 5 TOTAL $
EEASLA STATE — ZIP Davis, California 95616 i
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