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By Lucy Rosenau

In the rugged coastal mountains between
Monterey and Ventura are a pair of condors,
wild rivers, pockets of rare plants, and, since
June 19, five new wilderness areas. On that
day President Bush signed the Condor Range
and Rivers Act, adding 402,000 wild acres to
the National Wilderness

California gains five new
wilderness areas

In addition to the five wilderness areas—Chumash,
Garcia, Matilija, Sespe, and Silver Peak—the bill desig-
nated three Wild & Scenic Rivers (W&SRs). Five other
rivers (see chart below) were granted W&SR “study” status,
whicH means that the Forest Service will evaluate their
potential for inclusion in the W&SR system. The study

Preservation System and

ﬁlt?iv’ﬁf }f;,:u;:,ﬁgtn‘?i{_ Condor Range and Rivers Act of 1992

derne: signatl v

(oess deslgnation for | ‘wiLDERNESS ACRES  W&S RIVER MILE

1984, when the California | Sespe 220,000 Sespe 31.5

Wilderness Act passed Chumash 38,000 Sisquoc 33

without protection for Matilija 30,000 Big Sur 19.5

most  of the Los Padres Garcia 14,000 Sespe* (*study) 10.5

National Forest (NF). Silver Peak 14,000 Piru* 49
Enactment of the leg- San Rafael additions 48,000 Matilija* 16

islation means that almost Ventana additions . 38,000 Little Sur* .23

half of the Los Padres NF TOTAL 402,000 Lopez* 11

now is protected as wilder-

ness. According to Sally
Reid, Chair of the Sierra
Club’s Los Padres NF Task Force, “Half the
forest will be safe from ORVs [off-road ve-
hicles] and continued oil development. The
rivers will be protected from the impacts of
recreational mining. The Los Padres is now
one of the best-protected forests in the coun-

Middle Fork of Matilija Creek, Matilija Wilderness

try.”

Photo by Timothy Teague, courtesy of Keep the Sespe Wild

Despite legal victories, Mono Lake
still up a creek

By Bob Schlichting

The Mono Lake Committee often is asked, “How is
Mono Lake doing?” Legally, we seem to be winning.
Physically, the lake is losing. Despite all our court victo-
ries, conditions and water levels continue to decline.

Legally, we are still under a preliminary injunction—
a temporary ruling issued in 1991—that says the lake
should be no lower than 6,377 feet above sea level. After
listening to testimony over a six-month period, El Dorado

County Superior Court Judge Terrence M. Finney decided
Mono Lake needed to be at least that full to protect its
fragile ecosystem. To this end, all diversions were halted
temporarily.

Today, the lake level sits at approx1mately 6,374.5
feet—two-and-a-half feet below the court-ordered mini-
mum.

During last year’s involved hearing, attorneys for the
city of Los Angeles argued that the city’s Department of

continued on page 5

rivers will benefit from interim protection until Congress
determines their eventual disposition. Still unprotected
are hundreds of thousands of acres of roadless lands and
portions of Sespe Creek. Steve Evans, Conservation Direc-
tor of Friends of the River, was ambivalent: “Although we
are disappointed that all S5 miles of-Sespe Creek-are not

_ continued on page 4
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Wll‘demcss primer, part XIV

Wilderness myths

e Once land is designated wildemess, it is protected
forever.
Fact: The president can authorize dam construction
& 5% 1 8pDe: in established wilderness areas, although not on Wild &
%%‘%v’if/?*m :’%3, P G 4 Scenic Rivers. No president has exerciged this authority
. fungd snpeat %‘%& % long 10 g6t top ther since the 1964 passage of the Wilderness Act. Congress,
;@'{/a : J:‘* £ /W les howev.er, can and does .change wildemé_s's boundaries,
g’ ' : removing lands from wilderness protection. In 1990,
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» Hunting is not allowed in wilderness.

Fact: Although hunting usually is prohibited in
e window envelopes ptheysaved | Rainforest Action Network get aree wilderness areas managed by the National Park Service,
W”fﬁ%@?@“/ he ing term, RS o jointhe . both hunting and recreational shooting are allowed in

R

.t Wf Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management wilderness
3 areas.
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:gv/fﬁ‘%%tf’%é i o using envelopes s are 1013 of tasks involved In pu out e Consumptive uses (e.g. grazing) specifically men-
%@4{? ‘;’Zf:?{’“‘%ﬁﬁfé? ssstnig the e and. . such a mathing: ¢o g ' sitate tioned in the Wilderness Act may not be curtailed.
; "iﬁf%fwf?%%?@fw appropriate 1 ing stuffing swealing andsorting. he ol Fact: Managers may curtail any activity (except on
m%ﬂv\ifﬁf/%% ’?g’{’ on Party Day the Postal. o v on e matied, therebylpok: ] patented lands that are private property) which leads to
e ohion s % i - th Jitior ’ ‘ resource damage.

e Ifan agency recommends wilderness designation for
a particular area, the agency will manage the area as
wilderness until Congress acts.

Fact: Agencies routinely allow users of motorized
ot A vehicles and mountain bikes access to proposed wilder-
"“"?9{“?" ness areas.

* Too much wilderness has been set aside already.

Fact: Many of California’s ecosystems are

il Igyat 7 B ?% 3"<§~ unrepresented in the National Wilderness Preservation
§3; (/’g’/ § essand L Pag izzrééy %W; /| System, and many of the existing wilderness areas are
ct ¢ ‘ VEVE SR 8 relatively small “islands” that cannot by themselves pre-

- serve biodiversity.

L
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o Wildfires may not be suppressed in wilderness areas.

Fact: The Wilderness Act does not specify what
measures may be used to control fires, insects, and disease.
When people are in jeopardy, however, managers may use
any means necessary to protect human lives.

-

This graphic, originally
created by Pat Rigley,
appeared on the cover of a
successful Apple grant
application masterminded
by CWC Vice-President
Steve Evans. This summer,
CWC and a number of our .
member groups each will
receive a Macintosh LC
computer.
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BLM wilderness study areas

BLM'’s 39 percent wilderness solution

By Jim Eaton

The Modoc Plateau is known for its mountains of lava
and broad valleys that once were inland seas. Because
volcanic soils are porous, streams and rivers are uncom-
mon here. That scarcity makes the Tunnison Mountain
Wilderness Study Area (WSA) special. .

Flowing through the southern portion of the WSA is
Willow Creek, a perennial stream that is the area’s out-
standing scenic feature. The creek begins in a shallow,
wooded basin and gradually cuts deeper into the lava,
forming a canyon one to two hundred feet deep. The
stream supports a brown trout fishery as well as other
aquatic life. Native Americans lived along its banks and
left their mark in numerous archaeological sites.

In the center of the WSA is Tunnison Mountain, four-
and-a-half miles long and separated by Long Canyon from
the similar Horse Lake Mountain to the north. Both
mountains are relatively narrow, and almost continuous
chains of small peaks comprise their crests. Risingto 6,400
feet in elevation, the ridges are characterized by a mix of
open slopes, mountain mahogany thickets, and meadows.

Other vegetation in the WSA.includes ponderosa and
Jeffrey pine, juniper, willows, sagebrush, bunch and an-
nual grasses, and sedges.

The wildlife here are Great Basin species: pronghorn,
deer, coyote, rabbit, bald and golden eagles, sage grouse,
and quail. Hunting accounts for most of the human use
of the area.

The 20,437-acre WSA is located seven miles northeast
of Susanville. It was studied for its wilderness potential by
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) in the early 1980s.

Assisting the BLM was a technical re-
view team of local citizens representing
livestock operators, mining interests,
off-road vehicle (ORV) users, hunters,
cultural experts, wild horse advocates,
and one wilderness supporter. Theteam
recommended a 7,889-acre wilderness,
39 percent of the WSA. The BLM
adopted this recommendation.

The northern third of the WSA (see
map) was eliminated from wilderness
consideration due to a primitive road
up Long Canyon and several private
parcels. Apparently no thought was
given to closing this: dirt route that
nearly bisects the WSA. There are no
roads to the small private holdings at
present, but the’BLM worries that own-
ers may want to develop the parcels.

The southern portion of the WSA
was not recommended for wilderness
primarily because it has been identified
as a potential site for a trans-Sierra
powerline corridor. No construction is
planned, but the agency feels the op-
tion for towers and wires should remain
available.

Ironically, most of the WSA’s “most
distinctive physical feature,” Willow
Creek, lies in this section. But the area

also is favored by ORV users,
a use which the BLM says it
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Map by Jim Eaton

cannot control. The BLM jus-
tifles ceding this wild land to
ORYV enthusiasts and poten-
tial powerline construction by
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saying these uses are more
important than protection of
an area “of generally nonde-

Willow Creek in Tunnison Mountain WSA Photo by Jeff Fontana, BLM

script wilderness qualities.”

The BLM does admit that the entire area is
manageable as wilderness but complains that
preserving the wilderness qualities of the non-
recommended lands “would require more ef-
fort.”

Environmentalists are not sympathetic to the BLM’s
complaint. The California Wilderness Coalition and oth-
ers are working to convince Congress that the entire
Tunnison Mountain WSA is deserving of wilderness desig-
nation.
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Wilderness legislation

Los Padres wilderness package adopted

contlnded from page 1

protected, we think the 31 miles of the Sespe along with the
Sisquoc and Big Sur represent important additions to the
W&SR system.” He added, “We’ll get another chance in
the Conggessionally-mandated studies.”

Prospects for the roadless areas left unprotected and
hence officlally deemed “released” are uncertain. Accord-
ing to Erwin Ward, Recreation Planning Officer for the Los
Padres NF, the released roadless areas will be available for
multiple use “in some form.” Wil-
derness status for these areas can

the trail revert to wilderness. .

The windfall of five new wilderness areas and large
additions to the existing San Rafael and Ventana wilder-
nesses (see map) has the Los Padres NF ready to hire a new
planner. Management plans must be developed (or up-
dated for San Rafael and Ventana), and amendments to
the forest plan are anticipated. The Limits of Acceptable
Change method of wilderness management will be used.

Among the management issues to
be addressed are grazing and the in-

bighom was Kkilled off by diseases borne by domestic
sheep, wildlife officials have successfully re-established
the species in the Sespe Hot Springs area, where domestic
sheep are absent. Historically, Sespe Creek hosted two
species that now are rare, the coastal steelhead and the
arroyo toad. Low water in the creek this year has left open
the question of whether the steelhead, considered at high
risk of extinction by the American Fisheries Society, still
survives in the Sespe. The arroyo toad is the subject of a
petition for listing as a threatened or endangered species

be addressed in the next forest-
wide planning cycle, which is not
due for ten years.

Prospects for released roadless
areas everywhere grew a little
brighter with last month’s enact-
ment of the Condor Range and Riv-
ers Act because one of the new wil-
derness areas, the Silver Peak Wilder-
ness, was itself a released roadless area
afteritfailed to win protection under the
1984 California Wilderness Act. Silver Peak
is believed to be the first released roadless area
in the country later to be accorded wilderness
status (see sidebar).

While the fate of released roadless areas remains
unknown, changes for the newly designated wilderness
areas are certain. One of the Forest Service's first tasks,
Ward said, will be posting the areas as closed to mountain
bikes and ORVs, educating their users about the new
restrictions, and erecting barriers as necessary. The legis-
lation left open one ORV corridor, the Toad Springs Trail
through the Chumash Wilderness, until an alternate route
outside the wilderness can be developed. Only then will

creaseinvisitors that wilderness des-
ignation may engender. Cattle
grazing allotments persistin some
of the new wilderness areas, and
grazing will continue there un-
less resource damage indicates
the need for change.

" Although decisions about
the need for quotas or permits For this wealth of wilderness, Reid credits “the
will not be made until forest Chumash Indians, who have supported wilderness all the

Nl way, and the condors, who supported us unknowingly.”
Reid also singled out Senator Alan Cranston, without
whom the wilderness effort “never would have
gotten off the ground.” Joining the Sierra

Club in its wilderness campaign were

local Audubon chapters and three
river conservation groups: Keep
the Sespe Wild, Friends of the
River, and American Rivers.

by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

An inventory of the forest's botanical resources is
underway. (The Los Padres NF recently hired its first
botanist.) After the inventory is completed, management
plans will be developed. Known plants of special interest
include Santa Lucia fir in the Ventana Wilderness and a
grove of pinyon pine, designated a Research Natural Area,
in the Chumash Wilderness.

Never say never

Thereaxe two signiﬁcantelements in the Condor Rangeand
Rivers Act that could have ramifications throughout the coun-
try. First is the wildemess designation of a “released” roadless
area, and second Is the ever-expanding Ventana Wilderness.

When Congress passed the California Wilderness Act in
1984, it “released for multiple uses other than wilderness” 241
roadless areas totaling more than three million acres. Predict-
ably, the'U.S Forest Servide has'argued that Congress “settled”

Santa Barbara

ited from reoommendlng any released area for wilderness desig- :
 nation. Maps, by Jim Eaton, are not to scale.

‘ Environmental!sts have argued that though Congras did

> inot mandate wilderness studies for these released areas during

 thefirst round of forest planning, neither did Congress close the :

: door to future wilderness designation.

-~ This point has been made with the protection of the Sﬂvet
.Pmk Wilderness. Released by the 1984 Act, the roadless area was

__pot studied by the Forest Service in the Los Padres Forest Plan.

~ YetCongress hasagreed with local conservationists that the area
should be protected as wilderness. -

~ Stmilarly, the Ventana Wilderness has continued to grow
sincelts initial designation in 1969. Twice in the 1980s and now
twice in this decade, Congress has chosen to add acreage to the
wilderness area. Though it is true that some of these additions
are separated from the original wilderness by dirt roads, Con-
gress has recognized that the various components are part of a
large wilderness complex.

planners can assess the impacts of human
use on the wilderness, some special areas
within the wilderness already are closed to
visitors. Caves containing Chumash picto-
graphs in the Dick Smith, San Rafael, Sespe,
and Ventana wildernesses have been closed
to public use to protect the fragile rock
paintings. The Sespe Wilderness alsois home
to the nation'’s only sanctuary for California
condors, an extremely endangered species.
According to Ward, wilderness designation
for the Sespe does not affect the sanctuary,
where access is very restricted.

Visitors to the Sespe can see other wild-
life, including Nelson bighorn sheep. Al-
though the indigenous population of Nelson

Visiting the new
wilderness

Because of uncertainty about final wilderness bound-
aries, the Forest Service has not yet begun drafting new
" wilderness maps for the Los Padres National Forest. Los
- Padres employees soon will have available temporary
forest maps on which the new boundaries have been
superimposed.

For specific information about trails, trailheads, con-
ditions, and restrictions, contact the ranger districts (listed
on page 6) which administer the various Los Padres wilder-
ness areas.

—Jim Eaton

continued on page 6
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Wilderness management

Recreational mining regs eyed for Sheep Mtn. Wilderness

By Peter Ser

A proposal by the Angeles National Forest (NF) to
recognize recreational mining as a legitimate activity
along the East Fork of the San Gabriel River in the Sheep
Mountain Wilderness has led environmentalists to ques-
tion what repercussions—from localized resource damage
to statewide precedent—such a decision might have. The
Angeles NF currently is revising draft guidelines in hopes
of finalizing a set of standards and regulations for recre-
ational mining along the East Fork. Comments on the
proposed guidelines are due September 15.

The East Fork of the San Gabriel, which flows through
the southwestern portion of the Sheep Mountain Wilder-
ness, was in the 1800s the site of a short, frenzied gold rush
and of Eldoradoville, the only gold-rush town in the San
Gabriels. Since then, only a small amount of gold has
yielded to the “recreational” miners who have worked the

Mono Lake

continued from page 1

Water and Power (DWP) should continue to divert water
from the streams that otherwise feed Mono Lake. Even
with diversions, they contended, there was no way that
the elevation of the lake would fall below 6,374 feet, even
if California’s drought continued.

Fortunately, the court rejected that argument. All the
water available has been spilling into Mono Lake; yet by
summer’s end, the level will have fallen below the DWP’s
projections.

Despite this winter’s above average rainfall in south-
ern California, the six-year drought continues to plague
the eastern Sierra. The Mono Basin received only about 70
percent of normal precipitation this season.

Courts have no control over the shortage of moisture.
But the reason this drought is having such a devastating
effect on Mono Lake is because of the DWP’s excessive
diversions in the past. Mono Lake had been allowed to fall
dangerously low even before California’s drought began.

That is why the Mono Lake Committee has always
fought for a buffer—an extra margin of water that would
protect the lake (and its inhabitants) in dry times like
these. Lake levels will fluctuate naturally but never should
fall below that critical 6,377-foot elevation.

If today’s level were 6,386 feet instead of 6,374 feet,
natural conditions could cause Mono Lake to drop with-
out placing the ecosystem in jeopardy. Instead, increasing
salinity now is approaching dangerous levels, and once
again, islands that are critical bird nesting sites are con-
nected to the mainland and land-based predators. If Mono
Lake’s level continues to drop, the entire ecosystem may
soon collapse.

The U. S. Forest Service has issued a management plan
recommendinga lakelevel that ranges from 6,377 to 6,390
feet. The plan is based on a number of scientific studies
that advocate such a range to protect Mono Lake.

The nine-foot buffer, to 6,386 feet, called for by the
Mono Lake Committee is consistent with Forest Service
recommendations. In fact, the Committee’s position is a
bit conservative.

And what is the DWP’s position? DWP General
Manager and Chief Engineer Daniel Waters contends that
no buffer is needed and that the lake level is fine right
where it is, three feet below the court-set minimum.

Unfortunately, the Forest Service, which manages the

East Fork ever since Eldoradoville washed away in a cata-
strophic flood. Today, as higher gold prices and the
development of mechanized and pottable mining equip-
ment have increased-the popularity of recreational min-
ing, environmentalists and forest officials have begun to
worry about the potential for damage to the East Fork
watershed and its wildlife.

The guidelines being developed by the Angeles NF
would allow only gold panning within the wilderness;
dredging and sluicing, as well as panning, would be

* permitted outside the wilderness boundary. That is a

distinction that works only as well as the boundary is
marked.

But the wilderness boundary beside the East Fork is
not well marked, as forest officials know all too well.

Vandalism and theft of signs have been a continuing.

problem, and the Mount Baldy Ranger District which

manages the East Fork watershed hopes to install perma-
nent boundary markers in the future.

Environmentalists fear thatrecreational miningalong
the East Fork may hurt the local wildlife and disturb
sensitive streambeds. According to the forest biologist, no
adverse effects on the fishery are known to have resulted
from recreational mining. Rather, he asserts, dredging
along the river may benefit fish by creating the deep, cool
pools advantageous to breeding. ; :

In response to these and other issues, the Angeles NF
has sought public input on its draft Guide for Recreational
Mining. At scoping meetings, recreational miners have
outnumbered environmentalists. Comments on the pro-
posed guidelines will be accepted until September 15.
Send to: Supervisor Mike Rogers, Angeles NF, 701 N. Santa
Anit2 Ave., Arcadia, CA 91006.

Peter Ser is a CWC intern. .

Photo by Dave Brown

Mono Lake remains in trouble despit§e legal victories.

Mono Basin Scenic Area, can only suggest a lake level;
Forest Service recommendations have no force inlaw. The
California Department of Parks and Recreation, which
manages the Mono Lake Tufa Reserve, also has no control
over the DWP. The DWP still would be diverting water
today if not for the court decisions won by the Mona Lake
Committee and its ally, the National Audubon Society.

Courts first halted Mono Basin diversions in 1989.
The DWP was ordered torestore four long-dry streams and
fisheries to pre-diversion conditions. Water now runs
down those creeks and, incidentally, into Mono Lake.

Some stream restoration work has been completed
successfully. But the DWP seems determined to drag out
the process as long as possible. The DWP has admitted to
spending over $12 million already in its court battles over
Mono Basin water, and still litigation continues. It is a war
of attrition that the DWP is fighting; as long as Mono
Lake’s supporters perceive the battle as being won, the
DWP’s tactics can succeed.

We cannot let up. Still ahead of us is an expensive,
time-consuming set of administrative hearings before the

State Water Resources Control Board, which will balance
the needs of Mono Lake and its streams against the water
needs of Los Angeles. Given the appeals which almost
certainly will follow the Board's decision (expected in
1993), the process could last until the end of the decade.

Meanwhile, the DWP1s as determined as ever to hold
onto Mono Lake’s water. For two years, DWP bureaucrats
have turned their backs on millions of dollars made
available by the state legislature to finance replacement
water supplies for Los Angeles rather than agree to protect
the lake.

The question remains: “How is Mono Like doing?”
The answer is: “Not well.” The struggle to protect the lake
always has depended on grassroots support; we cannot
afford to become complacent now. Despite our victories,
very little seems to have changed. The battle for Mono
Lake's survival is far from won.

Letters on behalf of Mono Lake may be sent to Los Angeles
Mayor Tom Bradley, 200N. Spring St., Los Angeles, CA 90012.
Reprinted from the Summer 1992 issue of the Mono Lake
Newsletter, a publication of the Mono Lake Committee.
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Wilderness news

FS’s own scientists want end to Sierra clearcutting

By David Edelson and Sami Yassa

A team of scientists has released a landmark report on
the California spotted owl which fundamentally alters the
debate regarding forest management in the Sierra. If the
report’s recommendations are adopted by the Forest Ser-
vicelater this year, clearcutting would be banned through-
out the Sierra Nevada.

The California spotted owl, a subspecies closely re-
lated to the northern spotted owl, inhabits old-growth
forests in the Sierra Nevada. The Forest Service's manage-
ment strategy for the owl has been to establish a network
of 1,000-acre “spotted owl habitat areas” (SOHAs) located
six to twelve miles apart; each SOHA was designed to
provide habitat for a single
pair of owls. Butrecent stud-
ies on the owl have shown
that owl pairs actually utilize
far more than 1,000 acres of
habitat—anywhere from
3,000t0 10,000 acres per pair.
In addition, the 1990 report
of the Thomas Committee on
the northern spotted owl de-
scribed the SOHA strategy as
a “prescription for extinction” of the spotted owl and
recommended protection of large blocks of old growth as
“habitat conservation areas” (HCAs) that would support
20 pairs of spotted owls, rather than single pairs.

Based on this research, the Natural Resources Defense
Council (NRDC) and other environmental groups filed a
series of appeals and lawsuits challenging timber sales and
forest plans for failing to protect the California spotted
owl. Under threat of a lawsuit challenging its overall
regional management of the owl, the Forest Service agreed
to convene a panel of government scientists, the Califor-
nia Spotted Owl Technical Assessment Team, to study
current management and recommend necessary changes.
In addition, the agency established a. “cumulative effects
analysis” process for reviewing individual timber sales to
ensure that the owl would be protected while a new
management strategy Is developed. The process already
has resulted in major reductions in logging throughout
the Sierra.

New wilderness
continued from page 4
Matilija,  Ojai Ranger District
Sespe 1190 E. Ojai Ave.
Ojai, CA 93023
(805) 646-4348 '
Garcia, Santa Lucia Ranger District
San Rafael 1616 N. Carlotti Dr.
Santa Marla, CA 93454
(80S) 925-9538
Chumash Mt. Pinos Ranger District
Star Route, Box 400
Frazier Park, CA 93255
(805) 245-3731/3462
Silver Pk., Monterey Ranger District :
Ventana 406 S. Mildred -
King City, CA 93930

(408) 385-5434

.....................................

Logging would be prac-
ticed only to the extent and in
a ‘manner that it does not
impair ecological processes or
environmental assets.

The owl technical team, headed by Forest
Service researcher Jared Verner, released its re-
port on May 8. The two-inch-thick report
strongly criticizes current Forest Service man-
agement and recommends sweeping changes in
logging practices throughout the Sierra. Among
the report’s major conclusions and recommen-
dations are:

sThe California spotted owl, like the threat-
ened northern owl, nests and roosts predomi-
nantly in very large, old trees. The number and
distribution of these large trees “will decline
sharply over most of the
Sierra Nevadain the next
few decades” if existing
forest plans are imple-
mented. Under current
plans, 72 percent of pro-
posed logging will be by
clearcutting and other
even-aged methods—a
major departure from the
selection methods which
have been used historically.

' ¢The SOHA strategy . “is not a workable
strategy to assure long-term maintenance of

spotted owls.” Creatingisolated “islands” of old .
growth in a “sea” of clearcuts and younger trees

isnota viable conservation strategy. A “success-
ful long-term strategy for spotted owls in the
Sierra Nevada must result in the clustering of

Clearcuts will be banned throughout the Sierra if the Forest
Service adopts the recommendations of its scientific advisory
panel.

Pictured is the Tuolumne River in the Stanislaus NF.

pairs such that many occur as neighbors with
overlapping home ranges in the same general area.”
eThe report recommends interim management while
further research is carried out to determine more accu-
rately owl population levels, trends, and habitat needs.
Interim management would entail maintaining all exist-
ing SOHAs, protecting from logging 300 acres of “the best
possible” habitat surrounding every nest site, protecting
all live trees and snags 30 or more inches in diameter at

breast height, and limiting logging in old growth to retain

40 percent of the canopy.

Although the team recommended protection of all
large trees in the Sierra, it stopped short of reccommending
complete protection of all remaining old-growth forests.
The strategy is designed to protect owls throughout their
current distribution, rather than limit owls to separated
blocks of habitat such as HCAs. Further research will
determine whether an HCA strategy is desirable for the
California owl.- ~

Ina tantallzing suggestion deep in Chapter 13, the
team offered a new vision for managing the Sierra: “We

Tools for activists

would like to propose a different forest paradigm. Rather
than striving to produce a fully regulated forest, we believe
that foresters should strive to manage forests so as to
majntain the processes that characterize natural forest
ecosystems. Toward this objective, the goal of manage-
ment activities is to maintain, protect, and, where neces-
sary, create natural forest structures. Logging [would be]
practiced only to the extent and in a manner that it does
not impair ecological processes or environmental assets.
This system does not guarantee an even flow of wood
products from the forests. The efficacy of silvicultural
practices is evaluated by biological rather than market-
based criteria.”

In sum, the team issued a sweeping indictment of
current Forest Service management and recommended
major improvements in logging practices throughout the
Sierra. The key issue for the future will be whether and to
what extent the agency decides to implement these rec-
ommendations. That decision is expected in September.

David Edelson and Sami Yassa work for the NRDC.

LAC made easy as ABC

If the much heralded “Limits of Acceptable Change”
(LAC) process has not yet come toyour favorite wilderness
area, chancesare it soon will. The Forest Service’s preferred
method of wildérness management, LAC is both compli-
cated and controversial.

A government publication is available that explains
the rationale for the adoption of LAC and illustrates the
nine-step LAC method. A second section of the 37-page

LA Y NP

booklet provides an extended case history showing how
LAC might be applied to the “Imagination Peaks Wilder-
ness.”

For a copy of the booklet, “The Limits of Acceptable
Change (LAC) System for Wilderness Planning,” write to
the USDA Forest Service, Intermountain Forest and Range
Experiment Station, Ogden, UT 84401 and request Gen-
eral Technical Report INT-176.
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Book review

Guide to “The Pumiced Land”

Exploring the Southern Sierra: East Side

J. C. Jenkins and Ruby Johnson Jenkins, Wilderness Press, Berkeley, 1992, 304 pp., $15.95.

Exploring the Southern Sierra is a revision and update of
J. C. Jenkins' Self-Propelled in the Southern Sierra: The Sierra
Crest and Kern Plateau, first published in 1978. The book
provides 3 trail guide to a large region, much of it desig-
nated wilderness, north of Tehachapi Pass Road (Highway
58) and south of Horseshoe Meadows Road.

Included in this area (the northern portion of which
is dubbed “The Pumiced Land” by the authors) are the
little-used Dome Lands Wilderness, the South Sierra Wil-
derness, and the large Golden Trout Wilderness. The hikes
and bicycle or car tours described pass through arid desert
slopes, pinyon-juniper woodlands, pine forests, and lush
(or dry) mountain meadows and lead to a number of
readily climbed peaks.

An abundance of mformaﬁon makes Exploring a good
buy: it points out many worthwhile trails you might not

consider otherwise, it provides local history, and it care-
fully describes reliable sources of water and areas where
campsites may be found. All distances (to trail forks,
stream crossings, and other landmarks) are meticulously
measured and recorded; vague trails and obscure land-
marks are noted so that your chances of missing them are
reduced.

Having Exploring available will add considerably to
your enjoyment of a trip in the Southern Sierra and may
lead you to some lovely areas you would have missed
without the book.

—George M. Clark

CWC t-shirts

Robert (I.) models our six-tone anniversary
shirt which comes in light blue, yellow, light
green, or peach for $15. The animal design
Michael wears is by Bay Area cartoonist Phil
Frank; it comes in beige or light gray for $12.
All the shirts are 100 percent double knit
cotton. To order, use the form on the back

page.

DATES TO
REMEMBER

July 11 ACTIVISTS MEETING of the Califor-
nia Ancient Forest Alliance in Davis. Call
Jim Eaton at (916) 758-0380 for details.

July 13 COMMENTS DUE on revisions to
the Toiyabe NF’s off-road vehicle manage-
ment plan for Hope Valley. If. snowmobiles
are allowed over Armstrong Pass, the Freel
Peak Roadless Area will be at risk. Send to:
Guy Pence, District Ranger, Carson Ranger
District, USFS, 1536 S. Carson, Carson City,
NV 89701.

July 21, August 4 SCOPING MEETINGS on
the development of management plans for
the Ansel Adams, Dinkey Lakes, John Muir,
and Monarch wildernesses in the inyo,
Sequoia, and Sierra national forests. The
July meeting will run from 7:00-9:00 p.m.
at the Clovis Memorial Building, 453
Hugues Ave., Clovis; the August meeting,
also 7:00-9:00 p.m., will be at the Catholic
Church Parish Hall, 849 Home St., Bishop.

August 7-9 SIERRA NOW CONFERENCE,
an environmentalist offshoot of the Sierra
Summit, is open to all interested individu-
als. For information about the Sacramento
conference, contact Wiltshire & Assoc., 116
New Montgomery St., #220, San Francisco,
CA 94105; (800) 748-6647.

September 15 COMMENTS DUE on
recreational mining guidelines proposed for
the East Fork of the San Gabriel River in the
.Sheep Mountain Wilderness. Send to:
Supervisor Mike Rogers, Angeles.National
Forest, 710 N. Santa Anita Ave., Arcadia,
CA 91006. (See article on page 5.)

a ~ = D
Purposes of the Board of Directors “Advisory . The Wilderness Record . Editor
California Wilderness s " Committee The Wildemness Record_ is the . Lucy Rosenau
& President—Mary Scoonover, Sac. Harriet Allen monthly. publication of the ° contributors
Coalition Vice Pres.—Steve Evans, Davis David R. Brower Galifornta Wildemness Coall:  George M. Clark
I “‘1 (RS ...topromotethroughoutthe Treasurer—Wendy Cohen, Davis ’;::iflii’h:",::""e et Tre dAd e, ap;ergdat:d’_ Jim Eaton
.u““' ) St‘ge of C;:‘lgolm‘::"‘ll’"s‘;," Secretary—Alan Cariton, Piedmont Sa,,y‘,la;xh " Subscription is free with mem- ~ David Edelson
;‘; si;;'a"t’; o Ml‘;’;m:s’s ’fr“e az Director—Bob Barnes, Porterville Martin Litton bership. Bob Schlichting
Di —Sally Miller. Lee Vini N 8 The Record welcomes letters-  Peter Ser
by carrying on an educat- Director—>3ally Miller, Lee Vining S
L ; Livermore, Jr to-the-editor, articles, black &  Sami Yassa
{onal program conceming the  Director—Trent Orr, S. F, - o ) .
value of wilderness and how ; : Michael McCloskey white photos, drawings, book  Photos & Graphics
v i A oAy Director—Norbert Riedy, S. F. Julie McDonald Teviews, poetry, etc.on Califor-  Dave Brown
California served in the p:;?k intorese,  Director—Lynn Ryan, Arcata Tim McKay  nia wilderness and related sub- 311 Faon
" by making and encouraging  Director—Ron Stork, Sacramento Nancy $. Pearlman 1?1?-11‘”6 S ‘h:d;‘ght tﬁ Jeff Fontana, BLM
Wilderness sclentific studles concerning  Director—Frannie Waid, Oakland Bob Schneider b Sl -t Ll Timothy Teague
Bernard Shanks correspondence to: : :
.~ wilderness, and by enlisting AL Advisors
Coa“tion public interest and coopera- g ; ; Richard Spotts 3655 Poriage Buy Eas C::xllltgosn W. Cohen
o b ' Hom in protecting existing or  EXeCutive Director—jim Eaton ' Jay Watson Davts, Califounia 95616 i Eaton
' : ’ : tt 916) 758-0380
potential wilderness areas. Office Coordinator—Nancy Kang Thomas Winne Printed by R e Hnieprie nearelia Tares )

e e I R SR T R

R AT




Page 8

Wilderness Record

July, 1992

Coalition Member Groups

Ancient Forest Defense Fund; Branscomb

Angeles Chapter, Sierra Club; Los Angeles

Back Country Horsemen of CA; Springville

Bay Chapter, Sierra Club; Oakland

Butte Environmental Council; Chico

California Alpine Club; San Francisco

California 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 to Save the Kings River; Fresno -

Conservation Call; Santa Rosa

Davis Audubon Society; Davis

Defenders of Wildlife; Sacramento

Desert Protective Council; Palm Springs

Desert Survivors; Oakland

Eastern Sierra Audubon Society; Bishop

Ecology Center of Southem Calif.; L. A.

El Dorado Audubon Society; Long Beach

Environmental Protection Information Center
(EPIC); Garberville :

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

Fund for Animals; San Francisco

Hands Off Wild Lands! (HOWL); Davis
High Sierra Hikers Association; Truckee

Inner City Outings Rafting Chapter, Bay Chapter,

Sierra Club; San Francisco
Kaweah Flyfishers; Visalia
Keep the Sespe Wild Committee; Ojai
Kem Audubon Society; Bakersfield
Kem River Valley Audubon Society; Bakersfield
Kem-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club; Bakersfield
Klamath Forest Alliance; Etna
League to Save Lake Tahoe; S. Lake Tahoe

Loma Prieta Chapter Sierra Club; Palo Alto
Lost Coast League; Arcata

Madrone Audubon Society; Santa Rosa
Marble Mountain Audubon Society; Greenview
Marin Conservation League; San Rafael
Mendocino Environmental Center; Ukiah
Mono Lake Committee; Lee Vining  *
Monterey Peninsula Audubon Society; Carmel
Mt. Shasta Audubon Society; Mt. Shasta

Mt. Shasta Recreation Council

Mountain Lion Foundation; Sacramento
Natural Resources Defense Council; S.F.
NCRCC Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

Nordic Voice; Livermore

“| think our people are growing more and more
to understand that in reference to the forests and the
wild creatures of the wilderness our aim should be
not to destroy them simply for the selfish pleasure of
one generation, but to keep them for our children
and our children’s children.”

—President Theodore Roosevelt, 1903

Northcoast Environmental Center; Arcata

Pasadena Audubon Society

People for Nipomo Dunes Nat'l. Seashore;
Nipomo )

Peppermint Alert; Porterville

Placer County Cons. Task Force; Newcastle

Planning & Conservation League; Sacra-
mento

Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

Redwood Coast Law Center; Mendocino

The Red Mountain Association; Leggett

Rural Institute; Ukiah

Sacramento River Preservation Trust; Chico

Salmon Trollers Marketing Ass'n.; Fort Bragg

San Fernando Valley Audubon Society; Van
Nuys

Save Our Ancient Forest Ecology (SAFE);
Modesto

Sea & Sage Audubon Society; Santa Ana

Sequoia Forest Alliance; Kemville

Sierra Ass'n. for the Environment; Fresno

Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund; S. F.

Sierra Treks; Ashland, OR

Soda Mtn. Wildemess Council; Ashland, OR

South Fork Watershed Ass'n.; 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.Saciety; Redding

‘Yolano Group, Sierra Club; Davis

Yolo Environmental Resource Center; Davis

CWC Business Sponsors

Los Angeles, CA 90069

Ca, Fed. for Animal
Legislation

9 Agoura Court

Sacramento, CA 95838

Echo, The Wilderness Co.

6529 Telegraph Ave.

Willlam Gustafson,
Attorney at Law

111 W. St. John, 6th Fl.

2655 Portage Bay East
Davis, CA 95616

129 C Street
Davis, CA 95616

5500 Redwood Road
quland, CA 94619

Hurricane Wind C.B. Maisel, C.P.A, William P. Schaefer, Ph.D. Bradlee S. Welton,
Sculptures 1331 B St.-Box 433 Laboratory Des} Attorney at Law
: 2 ) c/o Peter Vincent Hayward, CA 94543 3002 San Pasqual St. 1721 Oregon Street
Like many citizen organizations, the California Wilderness Allegheny Star Rt. 3 Pasadena, CA 91107 Berkeley, CA 94703
Coalition depends upon sponsorship and support. We are grateful N.San Juan, CA 95960 ?118 Iﬁlggergzlst Siskiyou Forestry T
to the following businesses that have recognized the need to ' AR ¢
preserve California's wilderness. Imégf,‘sﬁ‘fgg‘ Software — Davis; CA 95616 P.O. Box 241 %ﬁ&fgf%ﬁ%}%{
Genny Smith Books P.O. Box 1359 Robert Newcomb, MD Arcata, CA 95521
Acorn Naturalists Ca. Natlve Landscapes 3310 Vja Esplendor Goleta, CA 93116 610 Euclid Ave, #201 Wilderness Trek
Natural History Kits  S/0 Steve Henson Villa 44 National City, CA 91950  Solano Press Books 8304 Foothtll Blvd.
17300 E. 17th,, J-236 188 N.13th St. Cupertino, CA95014  Michael R. Jones, DDS Warren W. Jones, Prop.  Sunland, CA 91040
Tustin, CA 92680 San Jose, CA 95112 General Dentistry Patagonia, Inc. P.O. Box 773
Gorman & Waltner 6 Governors lane 259 W. Santa Clara St. Point Arena, CA 95468  Wildflower Farm
Ascent Technolo gg;liégugvel Network 1419 Broadway Ste.419  Chico, CA 95926 Ventura, CA 93001 = e b A e an N umer.
Robert J. Rajews Oakland, CA 94612 oot sweets no, € 1
" P.O. Bo:J( 41317 Davis, CA 95616 Richard Karem, M.D. Recreational Equipment, 1277 Gilman St.
Sonora, CA 95370 Grueneich, Ellison & 1290 West Street Inc. Berkeley, CA 94706 Wilson’s Eastside Sports
Come Together Schneider Redding, CA 96001 20640 Homestead Road James Wilson
Business Industrial ~ ¢/0 Gary Ball 50 California St., #800 Cupertino, CA 95014 Christopher P. Valle- 206 North Main
Group Box 1415 San Francisco, CA 94111 David B. Kelley, Riestra, : Bishop, CA 93514
P. O. Box 691100 Ukiah, CA 95482 Consulting Soil Sclentist  Ridge Builders Group Attorney at Law

Women's Health Assoc.
635 Anderson Rd., #18
Davis, CA 95616

Oakland, 94609 : F C C k Wat

San Jose, CA 95113 Lipsey Plumbing Bob Rutemoeller, CFP, EA huc atson,
R 1 B 19¢e; 2130 Folsom St. Cert. Financial Planner' Env. Consultarit Zoo-Ink Screen Print
Hulgs::ssggiuartee's rac Mike Honig " SanFrancisco, CA 94110  P.O. Box 587 : ggczz S 511’teet 81 §07 FArmylsn'eet 1
150 Spear St., #1500 Merrill Lynch Gualala, CA 95445 ramento, 95814 an Francisco, CA 94124

P.O. Box 22320

San Francisco, CA 94105 Carmel, CA 93922

Frm—mmm———————=—===== [oin the Coalitio

[  Yes! 1 wish to become a member of the California

Annual Dues: *

T-Shirt Orders

Wilderness Coalition. Enclosed is $ for first- Individual $ 20.00 1. landscape design in light blue (no sm.), pale
year membership dues. Low-income Individual $ 10.00 greeni(no.sm.), yellow, or peach; $13
[0 Hereis a .pecial contribution of $ to Sustaining Individual* § 35.00 E anfmal des'?n in beige (no medl-) or 9:}';‘ $12
help the Coalition's work. Be nechtor* $ 100.00 ign_Size(s, m, | x) Color n
NAME Patron* $ 500.00

Non-profit Organization § 30.00
ADDRESS Business Sponsor* $ 50.00

- ! tax deductible Subtotal $
Mail to: Shipping $ Eoep b ) o
California Wilderness Coalition (”1'.50 ; +|-75 for g“c" additional shirt)
ota ‘

CITY STATE ___ ZIP 2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5

Davis, California 95616

* At this level you may purchase either shirt for $10

D e e e e e e e e B e e e

L-------



