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Wilderness debate heats u[: in Eastern Sierra

By Sally Miller

As conservationists from throughout the state begin
laying the groundwork for a new wilderness proposal for
California, the debate over the future of Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) wilderness is already raging in the
eastern Sierra. At issue is whether eighteen Wilderness
Study Areas (WSAs) in Mono and Inyo counties should
become wilderness. The eighteen WSAs total about
288,000 acres of publiclands, or thirty percent of the BLM
lands in the two counties. The WSAs contain many
unique and varied habitats which range from the maze of
Bishop tuff and high desert replete with spectacular
spring wildflowers in the Volcanic Tablelands, to prime
Great Basin sagebrush habitatin the Bodie Hills, and from
pinyon-juniper woodland on Granite Mountain east of
Mono Lake, to important riparian habitat on the alluvial
fans at the base of the southern Sierra Nevada. Pronghorn
antelope roam the WSAs in the Bodie Hills, a wealth of

archaeological sites can be found in many of the areas,
and Crater Mountain WSA, one of the largest volcanoes
in the region, contains lava tubes worthy of exploration.

In 1987, the BLM released a final study and environ-
mental impact statement on the eighteen WSAs. Surpris-
ingly, the BLM recommended that none of these areas be
designated as wilderness. The recommendations were
forwarded to Congress in 1991 (subsequently, Congress
designated a portion of the Southern Inyo WSA as wilder-
ness in the California Desert Protection Act of 1994).
Currently, the WSAs are protected as potential wilderness
under the Bureau's “Interim Management Policy” (IMP)
for lands under wilderness review. The IMP allows off-
road vehicle (ORV) use on existing routes in the WSAs,
but the BLM is required to annually monitor the WSAs
and take special steps to assure that the wilderness values
of the areas are protected. Until Congress makes a deci-
sion on whether to designate the lands as wilderness,
they will continue to be managed under the IMP.

One of many petroglyphs in the Volcanic Tableland Wilderness Study Area. Photo by Sally Miller.
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People for the West launches anti-wilderness
campaign

. Frustrated by passage of the California Desert Protec-
tion Act and philosophically opposed to wilderness, local
members of the “wise use” group People for the West
(PFW; now changing their name to “People for the
U.S.A.”) began to lobby local officials a year ago to
support the legislative “release” of the WSAs. This would
strip these areas of protection and open these lands to
mining, ORV use and other activities that could compro-

continued on page 5

Forest Service_: |
No roads in

roadless areas
Key lands exempted

from new policy

By Paul Spitler

On January 22, 1998, Forest Service Chief Mike
Dombeck announced a new policy prohibiting road con-
struction into some roadless forest areas. The new policy
is a dramatic shift for the agency and will help protect
thousands of acres of roadless lands across the western
United States. .

The policy follows a heated Congressional debate on
the subject of national forest logging roads last year. In
mid June, the House of Representatives voted to reduce
federal funding for logging roads by one third. The vote

continued on page 6
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Director’s Report

A Needed Change

“These last remaining wild areas are precious to millions
of Americans and key to protecting clean water and abundant
wildlife habitat, and providing recreation opportunities. Fhese
unspoiled places must be managed through science, not poli-
tics.”

—President Bill Clinton, November 14, 1997

The upcoming Forest Service policy prohibiting road
construction in roadless areas is a welcome—and desper-
ately needed—change in the way our national forests are
managed. The move to protect America’s roadlesslandsis
not a final solution since such a policy could be over-
turned administratively or legislatively, but it does move
us one step closer to achieving permanent protection for
roadless areas. The Clinton administration’s policy could
not come at-a bctter time.

For the past fifty years, California’s roadless lands, like
those throughout the western United States, have been
subject to continual assaults by the relentless timber
program of the U.S. Forest Service. Reckless logging has
eliminated over ninety percent of America’s old-growth
forest, and our vast expanse of wildands has been reduced
to mostly small and scattered parcels.

The assault continues to this day. Since the Forest
Service identified national forest roadless areas in the
1970s, the state of I[daho alone has lost over one million
acres of roadless lands. California’s roadless areas have
been the target of no less than 41 timber sales in the past
two years alone: This onslaught of logging threatened to
carve up many of the state’s last de facto wilderness areas.
Clearly, immediate intervention isneeded to prevent this
tragedy from continuing.

But that is only half the picture. There is an intense
debate being carried out within the halls of Congress over
the management of our national forests. For the past
three years, the new Congressional majority has carried
out a calculated attack on our national forests. Under the
guise of “improving forest health,” (the debunked “log it
to save it” approach) Congressional Republicans have
managed to dramatically shift the debate over national
forest management. The logging rider was just the begin-
ning. Several bills pending in the House and Senate
threaten to make permanent the “logging as a solution”
approach to forest management.

On the other side of the debate are environmental
organizations who argue that logging is the problem, not
the solution, to the ecological crisis facing our national
forests. The outdated emphasis on resource extraction
has led many of our national forests to the brink of
ecological catastrophe. Old-growth forests—and the spe-
cies that depend on them— have been systematically
eliminated. Species are becoming endangered faster than
we can count. Each major storm unleashes a new wave of
mudslides and erosion, which further degrades water
quality and pushes salmon and steelhead even closer to
extinction. We desperately need to shift the debate back
to the real issues and threats facing our national forests:
too much logging, grazing, and road construction.

The Chief’s announcement comes at a most welcome
time. Now you have the Chief of the Forest Service—an
agencynotknown forits environmental ethics—arguing
that the problem in our national forests is not too many
trees, but too many logging roads. 440,000 miles too
many, to be exact. It is a short step from arguing that too
many logging roads are the problem to arguing that too
much logging is the problem as well.

The timber industry and its cronies in Congress are on
the defensive once more. Now, instead of promoting
their “log it to save it” legislation which would doom our
national forests to ecological oblivion, they are in the
uncomfortable position of arguing publicly for federally
subsidized logging roads into our nation's last unpro-
tected wilderness areas. This whining position s far out of
favor with the American people.

When President Clinton made the above statement
last November, it may have been the first time ever that
a sitting President said the words “roadless areas” and
then called for their protection. The recognition of these
areas’ importance in providing wildlife habitat, recre-
ation opportunities and water quality is a dramatic and
much needed improvement in the ongoing debate over
national forest management. We have seized the initia-
tive and are shifting the debate with the Forest Service
Chief and President of the United states as our spokes-

.men. Now we must get Congress to listen.

By Paul Spitler

Wanted: Computer

¢ Do you bave an unused computer
taking up valuable space in your
bome or office?

o Would you like to get rid of it and
write it off on your taxes at the same
time?

The CWC is seeking either a Mac
or PC with a 100 Mhz processor
or faster. Please call Ryan Henson
at (530) 758-0380 or e-mail him at
ryan@calwild.org if you can help.
Thanks.

A heartfelt “thank you” to the following
Foundations for their support:

o eorn Foundation

o Columbia Foundution

o Educational Foundation of Americ

o Fonndation fur Decp Ecology

o The Mennen Encironmeatal Fowndition
o Putagoirt Fuimidation

o Pevdiam Fonnditon

o Tl Ruckz il Fuud
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Forest Service seeks input on Desolation
Wilderness user fees

By Canyon Fred

In 1995, Congress authorized a “pilot program”
whereby the federal land management agencies (U.S.
Forest Service, National Park Service, etc.) could charge
fees for various recreational uses of publiclands that have
traditionally been free. For example, several areas are now
charging for trailhead parking and for hiking on wilder-
ness trails. Congress intended that if the pilot projects
generated significant revenue and gained public accep-
tance, recreation use fees could become the norm through-
out the nation. One pilot area is the Desolation Wilder-
ness in the Eldorado National Forest in California, where
fees are now charged for overnight use, wilderness permit
reservations, and trailhead parking. The Forest Service
held two public meetings in January to. receive public
feedback on the Desolation fee program, and the agency
is now accepting written comments.

Users of the Desolation Wilderness are charged $5 per
person per night (for the first two nights), plusa $5 permit
reservation fee. Under this formula, for a stay of two
nights or longer, a group of two persons pays $25, a group
of three pays $35, etc. There is a maximum fee of $100 per
group, and individuals may purchase an annual pass for
$20. A parking fee of $3 per car is being tested -at one
trailhead (Eagle Falls), but persons who have already
purchased overnight wilderness permits may park there
for free. (An earlier plan to charge fees for all day hikes was
dropped after strong public reaction convinced the Forest
Service to scale back its proposal.)

Mrs. Lloyd Fergus.

Pyramid Peak as seen from Ropi Lake, Desolation Wilderness, Eldorado National Forest. Photo courtesy of Mr. and
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The Forest Service collected a total of $121,034 from
Desolation Wilderness visitors last year ($94,121 for over-
night stays, $17,220 for trailhead parking, and $9,693 for
permit reservations). Most of the revenue was spent on
hiring trailhead and backcountry rangers, installing signs,
and conducting trail maintenance. But although the
agency had told the public from the outset that the new
fee program would result in a “greater level of service,”
that goal has not been realized because Congress has
simultaneously cut the level of appropriated funds for
managing the Desolation Wilderness. Therefore, the rev-
enue from the fees has allowed the agency to spend about
the same amount as in previous years on managing the
wilderness, only now much of that money comes directly
from the pockets of recreationists who use the area.

Those who attended the January workshops were |

generally supportive of the concept of charging fees for
use of public lands, but several concerns were raised. The
biggest concern expressed to date is that the amount of
the fees for various uses has been arbitrarily set, and does
not appear to take into account the impact of various
activities on wilderness resources, or the actual agency
costs of managing the various uses. For example, critics of
the fee structure pointed out that hikers-are charged over
100 times more to spend a night in the Desolation
Wildérness (i.e., $5 per person per night) than the cost to
graze a cow in the same area (i.e., about 4 cents per day),
and that cattle cause considerably more damage to wil-
derness resources than recreationists traveling on foot.
Hikers at the workshops also pointed out that horses
cause considerably more trail wear than foot travelers,

and argued that equestrians should therefore pay a higher
fee in recognition of the higher trail maintenance costs.

Forest Service personnel at the workshops appeared to
be surprised by these criticisms, and they offered various
excuses for not setting the amount of the fees commen-
surate with the impact of various activities. For example,
several agency officials reminded the audience that Con- .
gress sets the cattle grazing fees, and that the Forest
Service has no influence over the current desire of Con-
gress to provide substantial subsidies to the ranchers and
corporations that run cattle in wilderness areas. Regard-
ing the fees for recreational stock users, citizens were toid
that foot travelers are charged the same fee as stock users
because such an approach was “easier” for the agency to
administer. Don Lane of the Forest Service’s Lake Tahoe
Basin Management Unit stated that it was simply easier to
charge all recreationists the same fee rather than to make
an informed determination regarding how much more to
charge stock users in order to repair their greater trail
erosion. .

Unsatisfied by these responses, one hiker at the Lake
Tahoe workshop reminded agency personnel that the
Forest Service has full authority to set the amount of
recreation fees, and that if fees must now be charged for
récreational uses, then recreationists should at least re-
ceive the same privileges that Congress affords to com-
mercial livestock operators. That hiker concluded that he
was willing to pay the same amount per day as is charged
for a cow, and no more. Another participant reminded
agency personnel that the public_pays federal workers’
salaries and expects them to do what is right and fair, not
simply what {s “easy.” And a Forest Service research
scientist who attended the workshops added that numer-
ous studies are in fact available that quantify the differ-
ences in trail wear caused by hikers and equestrians, and
that it would not be unreasonably difficult for managers
at the Desolation to devise an equitable fee structure that
accounts for those differences. One Lake Tahee resident
who declined to give a name concluded that “I support
fees for wilderness use....But these fees aren't fair, and
until they are, I'm not going to pay. Catch meif you can.”

When their first round of arguments obviously failed
to placate the audience, Forest Service personnel at the
Lake Tahoe workshop also opined that these “equity”
issues aren’t as critical in the Desolation as in some other
wildernesses that have higher levels of cattle grazing and
recreational stock use. Citizens replied by pointing out
that there are in fact significant levels of commercial and
private livestock use in the area, and that they wanted the -
Forest Service to address these issues in the Desolation fee
structure, especially since the program is a “pilot study”
intended to be applied in many other areas. “If you don't
address these issues during the pilot program, they likely
will never be addressed,” said one participant.

The pilot fee program will continue at the Desolation
Wilderness (and at about fifty other areas throughout the
country) for one or two more years, after which time a
report will be sent to Congress to summarize the results
of the program. Congress will then decide whether the
pilot program will be continued, expanded, or dropped.

The Forest Service will consider modifying the Deso-
lation fee structure following public input. Comments on
the pilot fee program for the Desolation Wilderness can
be sent to: John Phipps, Forest Supervisor, Eldorado
National Forest, 100 Forni Road, Placerville, CA 95667

Canyon Fred is an activist on Sierra Nevada issues.

.
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Southern Sierra wilderness plan delayed
“On-the-ground” tlme needed to assess plan

By Tom Suk

The comment period on the draft wilderness manage-
ment plan for the John Muir, Ansel Adams, Monarch, and
Dinkey Lakes wildernesses has been extended until No-
‘vember 1998. The Forest Service, having taken more than
five years to prepare the draft plan, finally released it for
publicreview last December. Comments on the draft plan
were originally due by March 6, 1998, but the Forest
Service revised the deadline after receiving numerous
requests for an extension. The comment deadline has
been extended by several months to allow the public
ample time to review the document, and to use the
coming summer season to compare the plan’s many
assumptions and conclusions to “on-the-ground” condi-
tions in the four wilderness areas.

When finalized, this plan will guide the management

of nearly one million acres of wilderness in the Sierra _

Nevada. To receive a copy of the draft Muir-Adams
wilderness plan, contact:

Bob Hawkins -

Inyo National Forest g

873 North Main Street L1 A

Bishop, CA 93514

(760) 873-2490 o /‘”

Tom Suk, a former National Park Service emplyee, is an
activist on high Sierra issues.

John Muir Wilderness. Thomson Rldge is visible in the background. Photo by Peter Sax.

New hope for Forestdale Creek area

By Marcus Libkind

=, and

A victory in court brings new hope that the Forestdale
Creek area, a favorite destination for backcountry skiers
and snowshoers in the Toiyabe National Forest, will
someday be closed to snowmobiles.

Years of effort by skiers to get this small piece of Forest
Service land east of Carson Pass closed to snowmobiles
were met with a devastating blow in 1992 when the
Carson Ranger District Winter Travel Plan declared that
the area would remain open to snowmobiles. Two ap-
peals led to reviews by the Forest Service that were flawed
by factual and procedural errors. These blatant errors
became the basis for the lawsuit.

An out-of-court decision has resulted in the nullifying
of that part of the Carson Ranger District Travel Plan that
deals with winter use of the Forestdale Creek area. The
decision requires the Forest Service to start over and
consider not only the three square miles of the original
appeals, but also an expanded area. They must also look
at whether the county or the Forest Service has jurisdic-
tion over Forestdale Road.

In the original decision and in each subsequent ap-
peal decision the Forest Service claimed that they did not
have jurisdiction over the area in question, No matter
how hard the appellants tried to correct inaccuracies put
forth by the Forest Service, they were rebuffed at each
stage. It appears the Forest Service had no interest in
basing their decision on facts and affording due process.

In July, 1993, the Deputy Regional Forester ended all
out-of-court options forremedying the errors. Anne Mudge
of the law firm Washburn, Briscoe and McCarthy volun-
tecred in September, 1995, to represent the Sierra Club

and Friends of Hope Valley. But not until March, 1997
was the lawsuit filed in federal court.

The response from the government attorney was
swift— the Forest Service wanted to settle out of court. In
September the appellants and the government signed a
stipulated agreement that gave the appellants everything
they could have expected from a court decision.

While the settlement does not close the area to snow-
mobiles, it renders moot the original travel plan as it
applied to winter use of the Forestdale Creek area. The
Carson Ranger District has until December 1, 1998 to
issue a new decision notice. That decision must not only
consider the three square miles that were of issue in the
appeals, but also an expanded area which includes Lost
Lakes and a portion of the West Fork of the Carson River.

The Forest Service had previously agreed with Alpine
County that Forestdale Road was under county jurisdic-
tion, and the county had chosen to leave it open to
snowmobiles. The settlement requires the Forest Service
to reassess this jurisdictional issue in light of new regula-
tions regarding roads on public lands.

The Forest Service must now gather current informa-
tion on the skier-snowmobiler conflicts in the area. The
Code of Federal Regulations is very specific in its require-
ment that should a conflict between motorized and non-
motorized vehicle use exist, then the motorized vehicle
use must be mltlgated or the area closed to the motor
vehicles.

Non-motorized vehicle users can now submit com-
ments.on a questionnaire to prove that there is a conflict
in the Forestdale Creek area. These comments can be
based on actual experience in the Forestdale Creek area or
a person'’s general aversion to motor vehlcles in an area

Map by Marcus Libkind.

" where one ventures in search of a wilderness experience.

For more information or to obtain a Forestdale Creek
questionnaire contact:

The Nordic Voice

. P.O. Box 1211
Livermore, CA 94550
(510) 455-5816
marcus@nordicvoice.org

Marcus Libkind is the Issues Coordmator for Nordic
Voice. ) ;
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Forest fees fall flat

Adventure Pass program generates more frustration than revenues

By Alisdair Coyne

Despite promises that the newly instituted Forest
Service Adventure Pass program would generate a wealth
of revenue and “allow 80 percent of the new fees collected
between 1996 and 1998 to go into the recreation mainte-
nance budget of the national forest where collected,”

newly released Los Padres National Forest Adventure Pass -

program figures demonstrate the overwhelming unpopu-
larity and incredible overhead associated with the pro-
gram.

Started in June of 1997, the Adventure Pass program
is a three-year pilot project that requires users of Southern
California national forests to pay a $5 parking fee when
visiting a forest. The program was instituted as an experi-
ment to replenish national forest recreation budgets that
have been reduced by Congress in recent years.

Many Californians are outraged that the Forest Ser-
vice charges visitors a parking fee while other forest
“users” continue to benefit from long-standing govern-
ment subsidies For instance, the Forest Service loses about
$400 million every year in its road-building and below-
cost timber sales to logging corporations. Grazing fees
average around $2 per cow/calf pair per month on public
land, while on private lands, grazing fees are usually five
to ten times higher. There is a broad sentiment that the
playing field should be levelled and these give-aways
curtailed.

[ 3

site-specific improvements in each of the five Los Padres
Ranger Districts. Enforcement staffing for the Los Padres
National Forest, however, required just short of $42,000.

Funds collected from the sale of Adventure Passes are
tallied each three months, for distribution over the fol-
lowing three month period. While Adventure Pass sales
are expected to shrink dramatically over the winter
months, the costs of Adventure Pass enforcement staff
will remain unchanged, leading to substantial losses
ahead for the Los Padres National Forest’s Adventure Pass
program.

The $66,300 raised in the Los Padres National Forest
is less than 30 percent of the $223,267 anticipated by
Forest planners.

According to internal Forest Service documents ob-
tained by the Keep the Sespe Wild Committee (KSWC), a
mere 12 percent ($7,950 out of $66,300) of Adventure
Pass revenues generated in the Los Padres National Forest
this summer are available to meet the promlsed facility
improvements.

For the entire Adventure Pass area of the four South-

ern California national forests (Los Padres, Angeles, Cleve-
land and San Bernardino) the figures are slightly better.
Out of $693,800 raised over the summer, only 34.5
percent, or $239,400, is available for site-specific recre-
ation improvements, after enforcement and overhead
costs are subtracted. When the sale of passes plummets in
winter months, the entire program will
be scrambling to break even on a year-

oS

KSWC, (808) 848-5880

National Forest Adventure Pass

CAN’T SEE THE FOREST
FOR THE FEES

round basis.

“Reversing one hundred years of free
access to our forests surrenders a prin-
ciple that shouldn’t be sold at any price,”
says KSWC Director Kevin Looper..“The
most important point here is not the
unpopularity of Adventure Pass enforce-
ment, but the failed commitment of Con-

Not the promised windfall
Out of a total Los Padres National Forest income of
$66,300 from the sale of Adventure Passes over the
busiest summer months (July, August and September) an
average of only $1,600 was available for distribution for

gress to protect our national forests.”

- Two very real concerns are that if the program is
deemed successful, it will be extended to every national

- forest in the country, and the fees will increase as Con-

gress realizes that it can dump its previous long-term
responsibilities onto national forest users.

East-side BLM wilderness debate

continued from page 1
mise the natural and cultural values of the WSAs.

This past fall PFW, unbeknownst to the public, began
quietly going to local chambers of commerce, tourism
commissions and similar agencies, seeking resolutions of
support for “release” of the WSAs. The resolutions were to
be sent to members of Congress, specifically Representa-
tives John Doolittle (R-Rocklin)- and Jerry Lewis (R-
Redlands) as well as Senators Boxer.and Feinstein, asking
them to introduce release legislation.

By the time the conservation community caught up
with PFW, the “wise-use” group was before the Mono
County Board of Supervisors. The Board decided a work-
shop exploring the issues would be appropriate before
taking any position. In December, PFW went to the
Mammoth Lakes Town Council seeking support. After
two hours of public testimony and deliberation, the

Town Council, like the Board of Supervisors, also decided
it would like a workshop prior to taking a position. The

Doolittle’s aide, John Martini,
later said that they had spoken
with Representative Helen
Chenoweth about the release of
BLM WSAs in a “national con-
text.”

Town Council workshop tdok place in early January, and
citizens from Mammoth and around Mono County packed

The Keep the Sespe Wild Committee urges national
forest users to write to their Congressional representative
and ask that they both scrap the Adventure Pass program

“The most important point
here is not the unpopularity
of Adventure Pass enforce-
ment, but the failed commit-
ment of Congress to protect
our national forests.”

and double the Forest Service Recreation Budget (which
is a mere $200 million for the entire nation), in order to
maintain deteriorating facilities without imposing park-
ing fees on visitors to our national forests.

~ What you can do
Please write to:

® Your representative, House of Representatlves, Wash-
1ngton, D.C. 20515

* Senator Barbara Boxer, U.S. Senate, Washington, .
D.C. 20510

® Senator Dianne Feinstein, U.S. Senate, Washmgton,

D.C. 20510
Please ask the above lawmakers to :

* End the Forest Service Adventure Pass fees for park- -
ing in our national forests.

® Increase the Forest Service's Recreation Budget to.
maintain trails and trailheads.

For more information on the campaign against the -
Forest Service Adventure Pass, contact the Keep the Sespe
Wild Committee, PO Box 7135, Ojai, CA 93024, (805) 646-
5960.

Alisdair Coyne is the.Conservation Dtrector of the Keep
the Sespe Wild Committee.

the Mammoth Community Center to speak their minds.
Supporters of wilderness outnumbered wilderness oppo-
nents by more than two to one. Some individuals on both
sides of the issue asked the Town Council not to take a
position and instead expressed support for a community
dialogue involving all stakeholders, including those who
live outside the eastern Sierra. After hearing three hours
of public testimony, the Town Council voted 5-0 not to
take a position on the issue.

In spite of this setback to its anti-wilderness agenda,
PFW is continuing its romp through Mono and Inyo
counties, trying to garner additional support for release
legislation. As this article went to press, Representatwe
Doolittle, speaking at a Republican Central Committee
reception, indicated that, while he strongly supports the
release of the WSAs, he will not introduce legislation

continued on page 6
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continued from page 5

calling for their release. He cited concerns that the
political climate isn’t ripe and the House leadership
wouldn’t support such a measure now. He urged
those who want to see a release bill to be “proactive”
and make it an issue for those officials running for
office so they can take it up in the next session.

In a chilling hint of what could happen, he
referred to this issue as a
“national” one. His aide,
John Martini, later said
that they had spoken with
Representative Helen
Chenoweth (R-ID) about
the release of BLM WSAs
in a “national context.”
~ Martini reiterated

Doolittle’s statement that
if President Clinton
would “support the BLM’s
recommendations” they
would introduce release
legislation immediately.

The BLM study found
that all eighteen WSAs
qualify for wilderness des-
ignation. However,
whether each WSA is ulti-
mately designated wilder-
ness will depend on the amount of public support
garnered for each area. Despite media attempts to
portray the issue as a “battle” between pro and anti-
wilderness forces, there is much common ground
among citizens on both sides of the debate: people
want places where they can find solitude, they are
concerned about the very real possibility of mining
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Despite media attempts
to portray the issue as a
“battle” between pro
and anti-wilderness
forces, there is much
common ground
among citizens on both
sides of the debate.

in these areas (in fact, there is currently a proposal
before the BLM for a large-scale minera] exploration
for gold in the Bodie WSA), they want to protect the
areas’ natural and other values, and they want rea-
sonable access. The meeting in Mammoth revealed
that access appears to be the only substantive issue
creating conflict among the various interests.

Meanwhile, conser-
vationists in the eastern
Sierra are gearing up for
a summer season of field
trips to the various WSAs
to better familiarize
themselves with the ar-
eas and their values.
Eventually, those inter-
ested stakeholders who
are committed to a prob-
lem-solving approach
hope to get together and
startlooking at the WSAs
on a site-specific basis,
identifying the actual—
versus perceived— con-
flicts and addressing
ways to resolve them.

If you would like to
become involved in the
campaign to protect BLM wildlands as future wilder-
ness, please contact Sally Miller at (760) 647-6411 or
e-mail her at sallym@telis.org. You can also contact
Nobby Riedy with The Wilderness Society at (415)
561-6641 or e-mail him at nobby@tws.org.

Sally Miller is with Friends of the Inyo and is a
member of the board of CWC.
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Rough Creek, Bodie Wilderness Study Aréa. Photo by Sally Miller.
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Roadless Area policy

Continued from page 6

was an interesting one as conservation minded Demo-
crats united with fiscally conservative Republicans to
eliminate the ecologically destructive logging road sub-
sidy. A similar vote in the Senate ended in a tie, and with
Vice President Al Gore unavailable to cast a deciding vote,
the measure went down in defeat.But the message to the
Administration was clear: the egregious subsidy for the
construction of logging roads must come to a haltand our
precious and rare roadless areas must be protected.

The Clinton administration’s policy affects millions
of acres of roadless areas throughout the western United
States. The temporary prohibition on road construction
is being presented as a part of a larger program aimed at
examining the role of and need for the 440,000 miles of
roads currently lacing the national forest system. Last
year, Department of Agriculture Undersecretary Jim Lyons
called roads the single worst water quality problem within
national forests.

The policy will give roadless areas a level of protection
they have never been offered. Even though the policy will
not prohibit logging in these areas (as conservation
groups had originally hoped), the prohibition on logging
road construction will make logging in roadless areas
much more expensive, and thus more difficult. In Cali-
fornia, the proposed policy would likely have only mini-
mal impact since few roadless area timber sales in the
state require road construction. However, in western
states with vast tracts of roadless lands, especially Idaho
and Montana, the directive will have dramatic impacts.

Roadless areas, or unprotected wilderness, are the last
remnants of wildlands remaining within our national
forests. They contain vast tracts of old-growth forest,
harbor countless species of wildlife, and are a prime
source of clean, cold water—required by salmon and
steelhead for their survival. In California slightly more
than four million acres of roadless lands are open to
logging, mining, and road construction. Many of these
areas are threatened by such projects each year.

The change in policy has been greeted with muted
enthusiasm by environmental organizations, scientists,
policy makers and newspapers. In December, 168 scien-
tists from across the country sent a letter to President
Clinton urging him to protect all roadless areas greater
than 1,000 acres in size. “A scientifically based policy for
roadless areas on public lands should,” the scientists
wrote, “at a minimum protect from development all
roadless areas larger than 1,000 acres and some smaller
areas that have special ecological significance because of
their contributions to the regional landscapes.”

Many newspapers have also voiced their support for
the proposed policy change. The Washington Post called
the proposed policy “a good idea” and urged that the
“reflexive opposition it has drawn from certain members
of congress...be brushed aside.” In California, the San
Francisco Chronicle, San Jose Mercury News and the San
Francisco Examiner have endorsed the policy.

California elected officials have spoken out in favor of
protection for de facto wilderness as well. In early Janu-
ary, twenty California Representatives sent a letter to
Agriculture Secretary Dan Glickman, urging him to pro-
tect all roadless areas greater than 1,000 acres. Referring
to California’s unprotected wilderness lands, the letter
encouraged the President to “enact a strong policy of
protection for these critical lands.” Senators Boxer and
Feinstein also sent letters of support.

The political support is important. The “reflexive”
(read “knee jerk”) Congressional Republicans mentioned
in the Post edltonal especmlly those frqm western states,

continued on page 7
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Letters

Wilderness Record

to thank both Paul, yourself and the California

Wilderness Coalition staff for the support you have
given this past year. We very much appreciate the friendly
and helpful attention you have provided whenever we
have called or visited the CWC office. Most of all, we are
especially grateful for the vast amount of time (and
expense) required to travel the considerable distance to
attend FIG meetings in the Grass Valley/Nevada City
area. The training materials and expertise provided has
benefitted our forest protection group immeasurably.
Thanks! Keep up the good work. s

I j veryone hereat Forest Issues Group (FIG) would like

James Woods
Forest Issues Group, Grass Valley

Editor’s note:

Forest Issues Group, a grassroots conservation organization
working on issues affecting the Tahoe National Forest,
recently celebrated its first anniversary. FIG has already
had great success in helping to keep their neck of the woods
wild and healthy. CWC’s Adopt-a-Wilderness program, in
conjunction with the Sierra Nevada Forest Protection
Campaign, was instrumental in helping to form this group.

For more information on FIG call Don Jacobson at-(530)
272-1433.

Roadless Area policy

Continued from page 6

have already criticized the new policy. Antl-w11derness
Republicans have already promised to block its imple-
mentation.

In her usual departure from common sense, Represen-
tative Helen Chenoweth (R-ID), Chairman (her word) of
the House Subcommittee on Forests and Forest Health,
argued that the proposal would be “devastating to people
and the environment” and would be a “slap in the face”
to good science. Chairman Chenoweth offered no expla-
nation for her opinion, other than to enclose a letter by
the Vice-President of the Society of American Forests
which argues, among other things, that the policy would
mean that outhouses would no longer be available within
roadless areas. 15

Unfortunately, anti-environmental members of Con-
gress have already convinced the administration to ex-
empt from the new policy tworegions with an abundance
of roadless lands. Those regions, including Alaska, Wash-
ington, Oregon and northern California, would still be
threatened with road construction in roadless areas. The

areas exempted from the policy in California include the
Mendocino, Shasta-Trinity, Klamath, and Six Rivers na-
tional forests. Since 1996, 75 percent of the attempts to
log in roadless areas in California occured in these four
forests. While the policy has been greeted as a good start,

it has also drawn the ire of conservation groups through-

out the state for this reason.

To exempt such a vast area of potential wilderness is
a classic symptom of an administration sans backbone.
The St. Louis Post Dispatch put it best in a January 15
editorial on the subject. Referring to the proposed exemp-
tions, the Post said “That’s tantamount to issuing restric-
tions on the beer industry but exemptlng Anheuser Busch
and Miller. It makes no sense.’

.Despite the exemptions however, the changein policy
is a welcome one. It will provide conservationists some
necessary breathing room. Now activists can focus more
on achieving permanent protection for roadless areas and
less on defending those areas from immediate threats.

Paul Spitler is the Executive Director of CWC.

Sierra Club Ancient Forests Committee presents

NEW DIRECTIONS IN FOREST ACT IV15M
A FREE WORKSHOP FOR DEFENDERS OF CALIFORNIA FORESTS

SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1988
9:30 AM - 3:30 PM
SIERRA CLUB OFFICE, 2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite |, Berkeley
(between Dwight and Parker)

Free workshop hosted by the Sierra Club Ancient Forests Committee featuring leading environmental activists
discussing latest strategies for protecting California’s prime forest lands.

~ ® Protecting endangered species habitat
* Designing a proactive political agenda

 * Citizen monitoring of corporate behavior
. Natlw Amorkan porspecﬁvu onland omrdohip

~
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Calendar

February 13-15: Western Ancient Forest
Activists Conference, Ashland, Oregon.
This annual conference, sponsored by
Headwaters, draws hundreds of activists
from all over the West. Participants will be
reviewing the successes and setbacks of
1997 and planning future strategies. Work-
shops will cover legal, legislative, scientific,
organizing, outreach, education and other
topics. For more information contact Chant
Thomas at (541) 899-1712 or e-mail him at
deep@mind.net.

February 20: Around the Campfire with
Dave Foreman. Come listen to Dave as he
charts a course for wilderness recovery and
the flourishing of native biodiversity in
California. U.C. Davis campus, 7-10pm. Call
Rich Hunter at (530) 758-0380 for more
info.

February 23: Comment deadline on the
Yosemite Valley Implementation Project.
See January, 1998 Wilderness Record.

March 14-15: Public Interest Environmen-
tal Law Conference, Eugene Oregon.

Organized by Friends of Land Air Water, the
conference will offer a variety of workshops,

~ speakers and panelists. For more informa-
tion call (541) 346-3828 or e-mail L-A-

We@law.uoregon.edu. Register online at
www.pielc.uoregon.edu.

CW(C T-shirts

« Julissa wears our six-tone landscape shirt, available
in jade, fuchsia, light blue, or pale green for $15. Paul
sports our three-color logo T-shirt, available in jade,
royal blue, birch, or cream for $15.

Not shown but still available: our animal design by
Bay Area cartoonist Phil Frank, in beige or light gray, for
$12. All shirts are 100 percent double-knit cotton. To
order, use the form on the back page.
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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

Bay Chapter Wilderness Subcommittee; S. F.

California Alpine Club; San Francisco

California Mule Deer Association; Lincoln

California Native Plant Society; Sacramento

Citizens for Better Forestry; Hayfork

Citizens for Mojave National Park; Barstow

Citizens for a Vehicle Free Nipomo Dunes;
Nipomo

Committee to Save the Kings River; Fresno

Conservation Call; Santa Rosa

Davis Audubon Society; Davis

Desert Protective Council; Palm Springs

Desert Subcommittee, Sierra Club; San
Diego

Desert Survivors; Oakland

Earth Justice Legal Defense Fund; S. F.

Eastern Sierra Audubon Society; Bishap

Ecology Center; Berkeley

Ecology Center of Southern California; L. A.

El Dorado Audubon Society; Long Beach

Center for Sierra Nevada Conservation;
Georgetown

Friends of Chinquapin, Oakland

Friends of Plumas Wilderness; Quincy

Friends of the Garcia (FROG); Point Arena

Friends of the Inyo; Lee Vining

Friends of the River; Sacramento

Fund for Animals; San Francisco

Golden Gate Audubon Society; Berkeley

Hands Off Wild Lands! (HOWL); Davis

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

Keep the Sespe Wild Committee; Ojai

Kern Audubon Society; Bakersfield

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

Klamath Forest Alliance; Etna

League to Save Lake Tahoe; South Lake Tahoe

LEGACY-The Landscape Connection; Leggett
Loma Prieta Chapter, Sierra Club; Palo Alto

Los Angeles Audubon Society, West Hollywood

Los Padres Chapter, Sierra Club

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

Mono Lake Committee; Lee" Vining

Mt. Shasta Area Audubon Society; Mt. Shasta

Mountain Lion Foundation; Sacramento

Native Habitat; Woodside

Natural Resources Defense Council; S.F.

NCRCC Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

Nordic Voice; Livermore

Northcoast Environmental Center; Arcata

People for Nipomo Dunes Nat'l. Seashore;
Nipomo

Peppermint Alett; Porterville

“We have ample new scientific
evidence of the immense social and
environmental values provided by

roadless areas.”

—Michael Dombeck, head of what
used to be the world’s largest road
construction agency—the U.S. Forest
Service— on its new policy prohibiting
roadbuilding in most roadless areas.

Placer County Cons. Task Force; Newcastle

Planning & Conservation League; Sac.

Range of Light Group, Toiyabe Chapter,
Sierra Club; Mammoth Lakes

Redwood Chapter, Sierra Club; Santa Rosa

The Red Mountain Association; Leggett

Resource Renewal Institute; San Francisco

San Diego Chapter, Sierra Club; San Diego

San Fernando Valley Audubon Society; Van
Nuys

Save Our Ancient Forest Ecology (SAFE);
Modesto

Sequoia Forest Alliance; Kernville

Seven Generations Land Trust; Berkeley

Seventh Generation Fund; Arcata

Sierra Nevada Alliance; South Lake Tahoe

Sierra Treks; Ashland, OR

Smith River Alliance; Trinidad

Soda Mtn. Wilderness Council; Ashland, OR

South Fork Mountain Defense; Weaverville

South Yuba River Citizens League;
Nevada City

Tulare County Audubon Society; Visalia

Tuie River Conservancy; Porterville

U.C. Davis Environmental Law Society;
Davis

Ventana Wildlands Group; Santa Cruz

Western Ancient Forest Campalgn
Washington, D.C.

Western States Endurance Run; S. F.

The Wilderness Land Trust; Carbondale, CO

The Wilderness Society; San Francisco

Wintu Audubon Society; Redding

Yahi Group, Sierra Club; Chico

Yolano Group, Sierra Club; Davis

Yolo Environmental Resource Center; Davis

CWC Business Sponsors

A. A. Rich & Associates
Fisheries & Ecol. Consultants
150 Woodside Drive

San Anselmo, CA 94960

c/o Gary Ball
B

Acorn Naturalists

Env. Education Resources
17300 E. 17th,g-236
Tustin, CA 92680

Oakland,

Come Together

Ukiah, CA 95482

Echo, The Wilderness Company
6529 Tele ra h Ave. -
4609

Bob Havlan

U.B.1. Business Brokers
362 Freeman Road
Walnut Creek, CA 94595

Hurricane Wind Sculptures
c/o Peter Vincent
Allegheny Star Rt.

N. San juan, CA 95960

Ellison & Schneider, Attorneys

Ascent Technologies
Robert |. Rajewski
525 Avis Dr., Suite 15

Ann Arbor, M| 48108 Genny.
P.O. Box 1060
Mark Bagley
Consultin Blologlst
P.O Boxgl Giselles Travel

Blshop, CA 93514

Belless Nursery
P. O. Box 1936
Davis, CA 95617

California Native Landscapes
c/o Steve Henson

355 Patton Avenue

San Jose, CA 95128

1570 T!

2311 Capitol Ave.
Sacramento, CA 95816

508 2nd Street
Davis, CA 95616

William Gustafson, y
Attome%/ at Law -

e Alameda, #150
San Jose, CA 95126

114 Buccaneer Street
Marina Del Ray, CA 90292

David B. Kelley,
Consultmg Soil Scientist
655 Porta e Ba East

Davis, CA

Smith Books
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546

William M. Kier Associates
207 Second St., Ste. B
Sausalito CA 94965

Lau hll"\’? Bear Press
720% Il Road
Covelo, CA 95428-

The People s Network

]a; Cohen .
.537 Newport Ctr..Dr., #440 P.O. B

Pinnacle Fundraising Services
James Engel

Solano Press Books
Warren W. ones, Prop.
P.O. Box 7

Instant Replay Communications

Newport Beach, CA 92660

Mill Valley Plumblng
P. 0. Box 1037
Sausalito, CA 94966-1037

Don Morris,
Environmental Design
P.-O. Box 1551
Willits, CA 95490

E. Jack Ottosen, O. D
Optometrist -

7601 Sunrise Blvd. #4
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

James P. Pachl

Attorney at Law

80 Grand Ave,, Sixth Floor
Qakland, CA 94612

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

LaVerne Petersen Ireland
The Petervin Press

P.O. Box 1749

Morgan Hitl, CA 95038

ox 38
Lytle Creek, CA 92358

Recreational Equipment, Inc.
1338 San Pablo Avenue .
Berkeley, CA 94702

Recreational Equipment, Inc.
20640 Homestead Road
Cupertino, CA 95014

Ridge Builders Group
129 C Street
Davis, CA.95616

Bob Rutemoeller, CFP, EA
Certified Financial Planner
P.O. Box 587

Gualala, CA 95445

Drs. Helene & Rob Schaeffer
Psychological Corporation
225 West Granger
Modesto, CA 95350

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

Point Arena, CA 95468

Toot Sweets
1277 Gilman St.
Berkeley, CA 94706

Christopher P. Valle-Riestra,
Attorney at Law

725 Washington St., Ste. 200
Oakland, CA 94607

Water Wise
P.O. Box 45
Davis, CA 95616

Wilderness Press
2440 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94704

Wilson's Eastside Sports
James Wilson

206 North Main
Bishop, CA 93514

Zoo-Ink Screen Print
707 Army Street
San Francisco, CA 94124
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T-Shirt Orders
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[J Yes! | wish to become a member of the California

Annual Dues: *

Wilderness Coalition. Enclosed is $ for first- Individual $ 25 1. landscape design in light blue, pale green, jade, or
yeagnemberstipiciies Low-income:Individual SL° 2. 23;527(1::,;" in beige (no med.) or gray: $12°
[ hHe(r:e |sra. §peC|aI cI:)ntnbutlon of § - to Sustaining Individual $ 40 3 oo e e bl i N 15
help the Coalition's work. Benetdctor $ 100 ; .
Design Sizes, m, 1, x)) Color Amount
NAME Patron - $500
Non-profit Organization ~ $ 30
ADDRESS Business Sponsor $ 50
t tax deductible
Mail to: Subtotal
California Wilderness Coalition Shipping
: : 2655 Portage Bay East, Suite 5 ($1.50 + .75 for each additional shirt)
CITy STATE — ZIP Davis, California 95616 Total
2



