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"TWO DOLLARS

ELLOWSTONE’S

By Arthur Dogmeat

The Fishing Bridge Fiasco

We inspected the Fishing Bridge Ca-
bins on a raw winter day in March,
1980. “We” in this case consisted of Yel-
lowstone Park’s Superintendent, other
high-ranking officials from park head-
quarters, the upper echelon of the park
concessionaire, and me, the peon Lake
“Winterkeeper.” My job was to shovel
snow from the cabins’ doorways so their
interiors could be examined.

The Superintendent strode to a cabin
and tugged at its door. The door’s up-
permost hinge pulled loose from the
frame. He released the handle and the
door twisted askew, then slowly sank
to the floor. I burst out laughing. The
rest of the crowd remained silent, sul-
len, serious. Ignoring my raucous out-
burst, the Superintendent gazed at the
debris and pronounced, “This is just
the kind of thing park visitors complain
about.” I stifled another laugh, put on
a frown as serious as the one the
Superintendent fixed on me, and nod-
ded in agreement. I knew he was right;
tourists from Toledo no doubt com-
plained bitterly about these derelict ca-
bins. After our inspection they were
condemned, bulldozed and burned.

Furthermore, as part of an agree-
ment between the National Park Ser-
vice (NPS) and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service (FWS), the cabins removed
from Fishing Bridge were replaced in
another part of the park by a ticky-
tacky clump of condominium-style
buildings called the Grant Village
Hotel. But Grant Village, like Fishing
Bridge, was located in prime grizzly
bear habitat. As a result, the agree-
ment that enabled the NPS to build
Grant Village required the NPS to
eliminate the cabins, campground, and

recreational vehicle park at Fishing
Bridge, a commitment the NPS later’
reneged on — a blatant violation of the
Endangered Species Act. Maybe. The
FWS, the NPS’s twin agency in the De-
partment of Interior, structured the
Grant Village/Fishing Bridge agree-
ment in a manner that might not be
legally enforceable. We can only won-
der if the FWS is just inept, or if this
was a conspiracy. But like other aspects
of the Fishing Bridge Fiasco, there are
no answers, only questions the NPS
and FWS won’t answer.

Given the reticence of these agen-
cies, it’s no surprise that the public’s
perception of why the NPS failed to
close Fishing Bridge is riddled with
misconceptions. The NPS, for example,
tells people that “political pressures”
prevented the closures. We’ll learn that
this is a self-serving myth when we dis-
cover what events caused the political
pressure. Actually, the NPS may have
collaborated with local political and
business promoters in order to keep the
campgrounds open. Ultimately, the
Fishing Bridge Fiasco is a complex
story that raises serious doubts about
the honesty and integrity of the NPS
and FWS.

The fates of Grant Village and Fish-
ing Bridge were wed in October, 1979.
At that time, the NPS was finalizing
plans to build a 700-unit hotel at Grant.
There was one slight drawback from
the standpoint of the planners — the
hotel’s site was in prime grizzly bear
habitat. So as required by the En-
dangered Species Act, the NPS con-
sulted with the FWS before beginning
construction. The FWS gave the NPS
a “no-jeopardy biological opinion” — a
green light to build — but, “in formulat-
ing our biological opinion,” says Wayne
Brewster of the FWS, “we considered
the Park Service’s plans to eliminate
facilities at Fishing Bridge as part of
the Grant Village proposal.”
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Incredibly, the FWS failed to have
the NPS specify exactly what
“facilities” at Fishing Bridge would be
eliminated, or when. In addition to the
cabins, “facilities” at Fishing Bridge in-
cluded a campground, recreational ve-
hicle park, gas station and grocery
store. (Most “problems” with grizzly
bears have occurred at the campground
and R.V. park.) Since the cabins had
been closed to public use in 1976, sim-
ply removing the abandoned buildings
wouldn’t solve the area’s bear problems,
let alone justify ruining more bear
habitat at Grant Village. Yet the FWS
didn’t request clarification of which
facilities would be closed until De-
cember, 1980 — and in December, 1980,
the NPS awarded $3 million in con-
tracts for construction at Grant Village.
A month later (Jan. 26, 1981) Park
Superintendent John Townsley sent the
FWS a letter stating, “Specific timeta-
bles for replacement or rehabilitation
of facilities at Fishing Bridge are depen-
dent on public finance.” Townsley
added that “it is the park’s objective to
remove the campground prior to 1985.

S\\

~Colorade
. the use of the recreational vehicle
park in our judgment will exist for the
next five years.” Then Townsley closed
the letter with what proved to be a
prophetic warning: “It must be recog-
nized that our intent to remove all
facilities from Fishing Bridge must be
politically and socially accepted.”

Can we really believe the NPS and
FWS didn't determine which facilities
at Fishing Bridge would be closed be-
fore the FWS issued its no-jeopardy
biological opinion od Grant? Did the
NPS play a rhetorical trick on the
FWS? “Ha-ha, we only meant cabin
facilities.” Is it pure coincidence that
the FWS waited fourteen months —
until the NPS allocated $3 million in
public funds for development at Grant
— before sending the NPS a written
request to clarify which facilities at
Fishing Bridge would be closed? And
why didn’t Townsley ' conduet “public
meetings before building Grant to find
out if eliminating facilities at Fishing
Bridge was “politically and socially ac-

continued on pg. 5
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The Blockaders (L to R Kevin E berha}dt Ric Bazlej, Mike Roselle and Steve Marsden)
sing “Take Your Bulldozers From Under Our Noses” at the 1983 Round River
Rendezvous in Ovegon. Photo by David Cross.

By Marcy Willow

RED ROCK ROUND RIVER
RENDEZVOUS IN THE FOREST
OF THE WHITE TREES

“A dark-faced mountain lion paused
at the edge of my fire . . . wildlife on
this wildest of plateaus often seem to
be the gods in disguise,” wrote 19th cen-
tury explorer O.E. Gunnarson. “Great
golden bears stroll through forests of
white . . . the aspens reach into the blue
like the mecks of swans.” The Uncom-
pahgre Plateau still inspires the sense
of awe that Gunnarson felt. It is a high,
rugged place, described by Muriel Mar-
shall: “its strata bends up from under
the Colorado River . . . towering into
cliffs of the Colorado National Monu-
ment, [runs] up a long slant for 90
crow-miles south-eastward, butting up
against the San Juan Range where it
spurts up in smowy peaks . . . grass
[flats, between park-like groves of pine,
fir, spruce, and aspen.” Petroglyphs,

dinosaur bones, four-hundred year old

. trees, raspberries and columbine along

the creeks.

Here’s where Earth Firstlers from
all over the United States (and the
world?) will rendezvous, among Red
Canyon aspens (slated for clearcutting
to appease the insatiable greed of
Louisiana-Pacific). Where naiads wade
in the crystal springs which are the
headwaters of Tabeguache Creek and
Roubideau Creek — both RARE II
roadless areas. Mountain lions - still

continued on pg. 7
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Around the Campfire

First, I’d like to thank all of you who
ordered Ecodefense for your patience.
The printing simply took longer than
expected (it was a bigger job than we
thought and our printer did a heroic
job of getting it out at a time when he
“ was also swamped with an important
local political campaign). But the book
is done. The 500 orders we already had
for it have been put into the mail. We're
proud of it and hope you put it to good
use. :Again, sorry for the delay. (If you
have ordered Ecodefense and haven’t
received it by the time you read this,
drop us a note in Tucson.) By the way,
if you haven’t ordered your copy yet,
Nagasaki’s old bedroom is full of a ton
of ’em and we will be happy to ship
yours out as soon as we get your order.

We have completed the task of enter-
ing our entire mailing list onto our com-
puter (it previously was computerized
by friends in Reno) and are cranking
out jlabels: here in Tueson. Because
there are always possibilities for error
when thousands of names and addres-
ses are being typed, please check your
mailing label on this issue. If there is
anything wrong with it, please let us
know as soon as possible so we can cor-
rect it. (The numbers at the top repre-
sent the year, month and day your sub

expires.) If you know others who sub- .

scribe to Earth First! and they haven't
received this issue, tell them to drop
us a note so we can check on their sub-
seription.

[~

Last issue in this column, I promised
you an excellent essay by Bob Spertus
on the “Dark Side of Wilderness.” Well,
no one found it in the paper. That’s be-
cause the typesetting for it disappeared
somewhere on the airwaves between
Tucson and Chico. It is in this issue and
well worth reading.

Continuing our discussion of profes-
sionalism, compromise and co-option in
the environmental movement, we pres-
ent a thoughtful article from someone
with expertise from both ends of the
argument: Michael Hamilton, a profes-
sor of public administration and an
Earth Firstler. We hope the folks who

call the shots in the whole range of en-
__ vironmental groups will read and care-

fully consider what Mike has to say.
Also there are two letters to the editor
this time straightening out what they
really meant on this issue.

Like the fat, black-bellied clouds that
will slip in over the mountains here in
Arizona this summer, this issue is
heavy with thunder and lightning.
From Alaska to Africa, from the old
growth forests of the South Pacific to
Oregon, from Florida to British Colum-
bia. Forests, deserts, canyons, beaches,
rivers, tundra, grasslands — National
Parks, National Forests, BLM — graz-
ing, logging, mining, ORVs . . . . The
storm continues. But everywhere more
brave women and men are standing
with wild nature to resist the insanity
of modernism.

Stand with us. Come to the Round
River Rendezvous-and be re-inspired,.
re-vitalized, re-stored, and re-created.
The aspens have stories to tell us.

— Dave Foreman,

PUBLICATION SCHEDULE

Earth First! The Radical Environ-
mental Journal is published 8 times
a year on the old pagan European na-
ture holidays: Samhain (November 1),
Yule (December 21 or 22), Brigid (Feb-
ruary 2), Eostar (March 21 or 22), Bel-
tane (May 1), Litha (June 21 or 22),
Lughnasadh (August 1), and Mabon
(September 21 or 22). Deadlines for
articles are three weeks before the
cover date (October 10, December 1,
January 10, March 1, April 10, June

1, July 10, and September 1). The

newspaper is mailed 3rd class on the
cover date. First Class delivery is
available for $5 extra a year. Airmail
delivery overseas is available for $10
extra a year.

Letters to the editor are welcomed. Lengthy letters may be
-edited for space requirement. Letters should be typed or care-
fully printed and double-spaced, using only one side of a sheet
of paper. Be sure to indicate if you want your name and location
_ to appear or if you wish to remain anonymous. Send letters to
POB 5871, Tucson, AZ 85703.

Dear Earth First!

I apologize to Anonymous Alamere
(EF! Feb. ’85) and anyone else who saw
my article (What do you expect to ac-
complish — anyway? EF! Nov. '84) as
“a relentless bitter barrage on the
Sierra Club.” I agree completely with
AA — “It is a waste of time to bad
mouth others.” Who is or is not a part
of any movement will be for history —
not me — to judge. Likewise, if anyone
* or any group loses their soul and leaves
a vacuum, that vacuum will be filled by
those looking for needs to meet rather
than people to complain about. Earth
First!’s call to change other groups by
being their conscience reminds me of
Tolstoy’s comment that you cannot
change others, you can only change
yourself.

I was hoping to explain that continu-
ing process of change in myself when
I quoted (released a barrage?) a few
friends of mine who serve with me here
on some local Sierra Club committees.
(No AA, ’m not an EF!er. Their em-
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phasis on property destruction is too
negative for me.) I have heard the same
comments from state and national lead-
ers. They are justifiably proud of being
“pragmatic” — to accomplish a lot;
“safe” — to accomplish rather than en-
danger club goals; “completely coopera-
tive with the Forest Service” — to ac-
complish more in the future; and “com-
promising” — to accomplish something
rather than nothing. ’

Those attitudes can be virtues and
they give their holders the right to ask:
“What do you expect to accomplish —
anyway?” Which is to say: “Why are you
doing a dumb thing like sitting in jail
and ruining our hard won PR image
when you could be going with us to a
Forest Service planning meeting?” The
answer is that I do not expect to ac-
complish anything. IT HAS AL-
READY BEEN ACCOMPLISHED.
The earth was created with beauty and
harmony. My goal is to live in that har-
mony.

For me that means sitting in the

forest as if the log trucks were not
there. It also means treating trees, log-
gers, lawyers, Republican presidents,
and Sierra Club members as part of the
earth. Accepting this harmony dissol-
ved a lot of negative feelings in the Ca-
thedral Forest protests. I came with
anger to fight against the Forest Ser-
vice. EF!ers came with mental mon-
keywrenches to fight against bulldoz-
ers. We rode away together in the squad
car having used neither our anger or
monkeywrenches, but knowing we had
done something for the earth. A
cellmate, Peter Swanson, expressed it
well: “Protest does not mean to fight
against. 'Pro’ is a latin root meaning
for’ as in ’prolife.” “Test” is the latin
root for ’affirm’ as in ’testify.” We are

_testifying for the earth.” We are affirm-

ing its harmony.

AA is right: if we disagree, let’s drop
our membership, smile and go on pul-
ling our load.

- Brian Heath

Dear Earth First!

I did not — and-would not — flatly
oppose public criticism of other ele-
ments of the environmental communi-
ty, as was stated in the blurb at the
end of my letter in the Brigid edition.
I am amazed that you placed this in-
terpretation on my letter to the editor
(“Stop Kicking the Sierra Club” — tag-
ged an “essay . . . received anonymous-
ly”).

To anyone who read my letter it
would be plain that I have numerous
considerable criticisms of the Sierra
Club. I listed several in my letter.

If I did not have serious eriticisms of
the mainstream environmental commu-
nity, I would still be involved with such
groups, rather than Earth First!. Of all
the conservation groups with which I
am familiar, Earth First! is most on the
cutting edge in terms of ideas, ap-

continued on page 2
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Earth First! The Radical Environ-
mental Journal is an independent pub-
lication within the broad Earth First!
movement. Entire contents are
copyrighted 1985, but we are pleased
to allow "reprints if credit is given.
Earth First! is a forum for the militant
environmental movement. Responsibil-
ity rests with the individual authors
and correspondents.

Although we do not accept the au-

_ thority of the hierarchical state, no-

thing herein is intended to run us afoul
of its police power. Agents provocateurs
will be dealt with by the Grizzly De-
fense League on the Mirror Plateau.

Contributions are welcomed and
should be typed or carefully printed,
double spaced, and sent with an SASE
if return is requested. Art or photo-
graphs (black & white prints preferred,
color prints or slides OK) are eagerly
sought to illustrate articles and essays.
They will be returned if requested. No
payment is offered except for extra
copies of the issue.

All material should be sent to Earth
First!, PO Box 5871, Tucson, AZ 85703,
except for poetry which should go to
Art Goodtimes, Box 1008, Telluride, CO
81435.

Dave Foreman, Editor & Publisher

Leon Czolgosz, Associate Editor

Wildeat Annie, Ely Office Manager

Marcy Willow, Associate Editor

Mike Roselle, Associate Editor

Christoph Manes, Associate Editor

John Davis, Assistant Editor

Bill Devall, Contributing Editor

Art Goodtimes, Poetry Editor

John Seed, Australia Correspondent

Rick Davis, Japan Correspondent

Art: Jim Stiles, Helen Wilson, John
Zaelit, Mad Jack, Mike Roselle, Marcy
Willow

Mailing: Tucson Earth First! Group

ADDRESSES

POB 235, Ely, Nevada 89301
(702)289-8636: Correspondence with
Wildcat Annie.

POB 5871, Tucson, Arizona 85703
(602)622-1371: Letters to the Editor,
Manuscripts, Art, Photographs, ete.
for FEarth First!; Subscriptions,
Changes of Address, Inquiries; Mer-
chandise Orders; Clippings; General
Correspondence; Correspondence with
Dave Foreman, Nancy Morton, Mike
Roselle or Leon Czolgosz.

POB 1008, Telluride, Colorado
81435 (303)728-4301: Poetry, Corre-
spondence with Art Goodtimes.

Please send any newspaper clip-
pings mentioning Earth First! or
dealing with subjects of interest to us
at POB 5871, Tucson, AZ 85703. Clip-
pings about monkeywrenching of any
kind would be appreciated. Thank
you! :

The Post Office does not forward
3rd Class Mail. Please send us your
change of address immediately so
your copies of Earth First! do not fill
the trash can at your old Post Office.
Some people using clever aliases are
not receiving their copies of Earth
First!. Be sure to notify your mail-
man that ‘“Attila the Hun” or “The
Animal” receives mail at your
address.




Letters (continued)

proaches and spirit. Yet I am alarmed
that Earth First!, as expressed in this
newspaper, is so prone to the same
major flaw that many of its peer groups
in the movement are: reserving its
harshest criticism — and unbalanced
criticism, in the case of the writer I
was addressing — for the adherents to
its own cause.

While it may be good fun to call all
Forest Service employees “Freddies,”
let’s recognize, at least occasionally,
that there are some committed, conser-
vation-minded people in the Forest Ser-
vice, whether they are working to
change the Service, or are only
helplessly caught up in a misguided
bureaucracy. Not every “Freddie” is an
apologist for the Forest Service.

Similarly, not every Sierra Club
member fully endorses all its policies
nor is a Yuppie in a three-piece suit.

To assert or imply this on the part
of writers like many in Earth First! is
to generalize, to be simplistic, and to
slander. It is an attitude that may en-
tertain for a while, but foreshortens the
effectiveness of the Earth First! move-
ment. Any mature person will recog-
nize the bankruptecy of simplistic
generalizations and may judge the
Earth First! movement accordingly.

My letter sought to oppose the views
of one of Earth First!’s writers, not to
oppose his free speech in Earth First!’s
columns. My letter was no more a state-
ment in opposition to criticizing other
elements of the environmental commu-
nity than Dave Foreman’s response
(“Faded Love”) was an essay in oppos-
ition to public criticism of Earth First!.

Finally, debates such as this are an
important part of what Earth First! is
about. The new environmental move-
ment is in an exciting period of gesta-
tion, or of intellectual metamorphosis.
We need to openly debate all these is-
sues to establish our new directions.
Earth First! provides a welcome forum.

— Alamere

(Editor’s reply: my apologies if 1
mas-named Alamere’s original piece.
Nonetheless, this is a damn confusing
brouhaha for a simple fellow like me
and I'm going to have to go back and
read both Alamere’s and Brian Heath’s
original essays to figure out what’s
what. It may also be important to point
out that the original popularizer of the
term “Preddie” is a Forest Service em-
ployee and that the editor of this criti-
cal journal is a long-time member of
the Sierra Club (in fact was the vice-
chair of the Rio Grande Chapter for sev-
eral years and once even ran for the
National Sierra Club Board of Direc-
tors). Let’s keep the debate going. We
may even make this tired old movement
spry again.)

Dear Earth First!
After moving cross country away from
my home in the West, I thought sadly
I had left my Earth First! compatriots
behind. Last week I was doing my
Earth First!ly duty of cashing in on
happy hour at my local north Georgia
pub. After a few beers me and my bud-
dies at the bar began lamenting about
the state of the wilderness and at-
rocities being perpetrated on it. We all
started foaming at the mouth until one
of us mentioned Earth First!. It turned
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out thatrall four of us at-the bar weré " '[°

hardcore Earth First! supporters but
none of us had known the others were!
Now our lives are happier because we
can discuss items from the EF'! news-
paper, quote things from The Monkey
Wrench Gang and discuss philosphical
aspects of ecodefense.
— Georgia

Dear EF'!

Howie Wolke in “The Grizzly Den”
(EF! 3/20/85) mirrors my own views on
the hunting controversy to a tee! Al-
though I don’t hunt myself (but would
if necessary), I am a true-blooded wil-
derness homesteader who understands
the ways of the wild. And I eat meat
because I enjoy it — and need it as part
of my nutritional requirements. Al-
though my life-mate is a vegetarian and
a dyed-in-the-wool anti-hunter, I feel
anti-hunting views are just another ero-
sion away from the true rural way of
life, by people who are not really in tune
with our Mother Earth roots.

- a non-anti-hunting wife

Dear EF'!

Thank you for “Wolke on Hunting.”
Howie, you're welcome to my camp any-
time. Finally someone noted the differ-
ence between “hunt” and “kill.” As the
philosopher once said, “One does not
hunt in order to kill, one kills in order
to go hunting.” Keep fighting the good
fight.

- Zopilote Smith

Dear Earth First!

Once again Howie Wolke has shown
that even rednecks can make sense
sometimes. His article in defense of

-hunting was the most rational I've read.

He almost makes me want to give up
my tofu burgers and organic bean
sprouts and sink my incisors in a nice
bloody elk steak.

But Howie misses a powerful argu-
ment for doing one’s own meat-gather-
ing. Hunting is responsible — the guy
or gal that pulls the trigger is taking
responsibility for the killing. Contrast
how most of us buy our meat: we select
a limp slice of flesh wrapped in plastic
in a flourescent-lit supermarket
counter, perhaps under a sign depicting
a smiling Hereford or a dancing pig in
a butcher’s hat. The meat-cutters are
hidden behind a wall; the actual killing
takes place in a smelly Chicage stock-
yard, where a hormone-drugged steer
is pushed up to the man with the spike
gun. That’s why I gave up eating meat:
no high morality, just simple disgust.

— Fred Swanson

Helena, Montana

Dear Earth First!

There are a number of defects in
Howie Wolke’s justification for sport kil-
ling. For example, he seems to believe
that there can be “ethical” hunting with-
out “slob” hunters. Given the distribu-
tion of abilities among humans, a few
on the high end, most in the middle and
low end, “slob” hunters will be around
as long as hunting exists, insisting that
their purchase of a license is their war-
rant to kill pretty much as they please.

Wolke asserts that “the importance
of the hunt supercedes the importance
of the kill.” Then why not hunt with a
camera? All the skills of observation and
tracking are the same but no animal is
terrorized, killed, or wounded.

Wolke says hunting does not cause the

N

EDITORIAL
THE FALLEN RANGERS

Two of the most respected agencies
in the United States Government have
been the US Forest Service and the Na-
tional Park Service. Even more than
the fabled agents of the FBI, Forest
Rangers and Park Rangers have sym-
bolized the best of America. These
noble and selfless guardians of the wild,
professionals in the best sense, inter-
preters and protectors of the natural
world for the American public, have
never been tarnished. They have been
classic American heroes.

Until now.

Controversy, not respect, is what has
come to surround the Forest Service in
recent years. Instead of the respectful
term “Ranger,” the mocking pejorative
“Freddie” is the name the employees of
the Forest Service hear from the out-
doors public. Over the last decade or
S0, it has become clear that the indepen-
dent and forthright United States
Forest Service has become the toady of
the large timber corporations. Now, as
the San Francisco Chronicle reports,
the Forest Service is not only corrupt
but dishonest. It seems that reforesta-
tion records have been deliberately fal-
sified to meet agency quotas, that what
happens on the ground is irrelevant,
that all that matters is the paper trail.
What would Fred MacMurray say?
(Fred, of course, was a good “Freddie”
who starred in the classic motion pic-
ture on the Forest Service.)

Even more shocking, though, is the
diminishing of the character of the Na-
tional Park Service. Maybe it began
with the Yogi the Bear cartoons when
the Park Ranger was portrayed as a
bumbling, stupid cop. But it really
stems from the Park Service becoming
the stooge for giant corporations —not
the timber companies, but the Park
Concessionaires who “provide” services
in the National Parks for the motorized
tourist at a healthy profit. These
monopolies, for all practical purposes,
now own the National Parks, and the
once incorruptible Ranger works for
them — not for the public, not for the
bears, not for the land.

One of the outstanding examples of
this treasonous behavior is Yellowstone

National Park. Arthur Dogmeat, in our
cover story this issue, presents disturb-
ing facts concerning the most sacred
duty of the National Park Service —
their stewardship of wild creatures and
wild land — in the protection of the
endangered grizzly bear in Yellowstone.

The haunting question that leaps out
from the words of his article is this:

Did the National Park Service, know-
ingly, deliberately, consciously, pre-
meditatively, decide at some point that
the Grizzly Bear was incompatible with
their industrial tourism plans for Yel-
lowstone? Has the Park Service made
the decision that the Grizzly has to go

from Yellowstone?

That is the question that tears at us
as we consider the recent history of
Park Service “management” of the big
bear in Yellowstone. All of their actions
concerning bears, from the bungled clo-
sure of the dumps to the Fishing Bridge
fiasco, leads to the conclusion that the
Park Service is doing all that they can
to exterminate Ursus horribilis from
the Yellowstone ecosystem. The only
other possible conclusion is that the
Park Service management in Yel-
lowstone has been composed of the most
inept collection of bureaucrats that
could be found in the United States (or
that we imported some of the Soviet
Union’s notorious agricultural planning
commissars).

There are still fine men and women
working for the Park Service and the
Forest Service. But their corrupt,
politicized bosses do them, the nation,
and the land a profound disservice. It
is time that the employees of our once-
finest Federal agencies come public
with the horror stories of dishonesty,
incompetence and criminal conspiracy
in these two agencies. We need more
Deep Roots. Only a thorough house-
cleaning by the good people of the
agencies, the public and Congress can
restore the Park Service and Forest
Service to a place of respect in Amer-
ican society and return them to their
vital role as guardians of the American
wilderness.

— Dave Foreman

extinction of species. Tell it to the Alas-
kan wolves who are being exterminated

80 humans will have more moose to kill.

Predator populations the world over
have been decimated to create more
abundant prey for human hunters.

He has an ethical problem with the
idea of killing wild animals for money,
but is it possible that Wolke, described
as a guide and outfitter, defends hunt-
ing so vociferously because he guides
and outfits hunting parties, ie profits
from the existence of sport hunting?

"~ Thoreau said, “This curious world
which we inhabit is more wonderful
than it is convenient; more beautiful
than it is useful; it is more to be admired
than it is to be used.” Sad to say, Wolke
seems to share the extractors’
philosophy that the world exists to
satisfy human impulses: the impulse of
extractors to obtain cheap materials
and easy energy, the impulse of Wolke
to satisfy his “natural” desire for bloody
red meat and the thrill of the hunt.

In fact there is a challenge far greater
than the demands of the hunt that the
radical ecologist should welcome. It is
how to forego the cheap, easy, but
earth-devastating solutions to resource
acquisition, how to choose diets that do
not contribute to the destruction of trop-
ical rainforests and public lands in the
western US, how to structure one’s life
in a way that emphasizes forbearance
rather than exuberant consumption. A
growing number of people welcome this
challenge and accept the life style it re-
quires. To them, Howie Wolke’s boasts
of natural living and quest for the taste
of wild meat seem to be a voice of self-in-
dulgence that rings hollow in the pages
of a journal which otherwise advocates
the principle of a non-consumptive re-
lationship with this old majesty earth.

—Philip Chamberlain

Lansing, Michigan

(Editor’s note: It should be pointed
out that Howie is a backpacking guide
and outfitter and not a hunting guide.)

Dear Earth First!

I woula not want your readers to
think that I am using the EF! journal
to peddle my books and line my pockets. -
Therefore I would like to explain that
the Abbey books sold through Earth
First! are donated by the publisher. The
author receives no royalty. All proceeds
go to Earth First!.

- Edward Abbey

Oracle, Arizona

Dear Earth First!

I must correct the figures for Vermont
presented in the table “How Much Was
Won? How Much Was Lost?” (Yule ’84).
The table correctly notes that the
RARE II acreage studied in the state
was nearly 56,000 and that the Vermont
Wilderness Act designated about 41,000
acres as wilderness. It then concludes
that 14,000+ acres were “released.”
This last figure is wrong. In addition to
designating wilderness, the Act also es-
tablished a White Rocks National Recre-
ation Area containing another 22,000
acres. The only significant difference
between this area and wilderness is that
existing snowmobile trails will be al-

. lowed to remain. Road-building, com-

mercial logging, mineral leasing, and
ORYV use (other than snowmobiles on
existing trails) are all banned. Thus no
acreage was released and the amount
protected was approximately 63,000
acres. Your percentage column should
therefore read 112%!

This resolution to RARE II was sup-
ported by the Vermont Wilderness As-
sociation, the Vermont Audubon Coun-
cil and other conservation groups in the
belief that we should seek to protect as
much land as we can and not get hung
up on what it is called.

- Wally Elton, President

Vermont Audubon Council

continued on pg. 25

Page 3 Earth First! May 1, 1985




SNOWMOBILES IN

YELLOWSTONE?

By Arthur Dogmeat

I thought of Glacier Park’s ill-fated
attempt to build bear-proof enclosures
in the backcountry when I heard about
Yellowstone Park’s soon-to-be-released
winter use plan. In 1982, Glacier Park
officials proposed building a bear-proof
enclosure for hikers at the Granite Park
campsites. . Officials felt there was an
“unacceptably high risk of bear/human
encounters for visitors sleeping” there.
But the public opposed this plan. Doug
Peacock, who has made a career of
studying and filming grizzlies, said con-
structing the enclosures established a
poor precedent which would lead to an
absurd system of conduits leading
through the wilderness.” People ut-
terly rejected the concept of providing
for public safety in an inherently
dangerous wilderness. The Park Ser-
vice scuttled its inappropriate plan.

Now sources in Yellowstone (who
shall remain anonymous since the Park
Service fires infidels) tell me that the
Park’s proposed winter use plan calls
for machine grooming cross-country ski
trails throughout the Park, including
areas managed as wilderness. And one
of the National Park Service’s (NPS)
principal justifications for machine
grooming trails is to provide for public
safety. I question whether providing
for safety is a valid issue in wilderness
areas. I question whether machine
grooming trails in developed areas such
as Old Faithful actually increases public
safety. I question the legitimacy of
machine grooming x-c ski trails any-
where in Yellowstone, for any reason.

The Park Service claims machine
grooming trails adjacent to developed
areas like Old Faithful and Canyon
creates “threshold wilderness areas.” I
say the NPS is expanding developed
areas by usurping wilderness lands.
People shouldn’t be fooled by the NPS’s

. rhetorical trickery. Perverting the lan-

- guage doesn’t change the fact that the
winter use plan proposes changes that
destroy the uncompromisable wilder-
ness. A threshold wilderness is simply
a developed area that was a wilderness.
The Park Service’s plan is analogous to
the Forest Service issuing a permit for
a nordic ski touring center to machine
groom x-¢ ski trails in the Bob Marshall
Wilderness.

Unfortunately, Yellowstone Park
lands have not yet received legal Wil-
derness designation. Although the
Park Service has developed a Wilder-
ness recommendation for most of the
backcountry of the Park, Wilderness de-
signation by Congress has never been
pushed because conservationists have
concentrated on what have been per-
ceived to be more threatened areas on
the National Forests in Wyoming. Yel-
lowstone is defacto wilderness bisected
with highways and dotted with develop-
ments. Now the Park Service is expand-
ing corridors of development far beyond
their original boundaries. There are no

" criteria regarding the establishment of
threshold wilderness. And the winter
use plan doesn’t present any guidelines

the wilderness on its own terms, once

regulating the types of recreational ac-
tivities allowable in threshold wilder-
ness areas. It leaves the door open for
snowmobilers to demand their “right”
to “recreate” in the Park Service’s
threshold wilderness areas. The winter
use plan gives NPS officials unlimited
“management flexibility” — ie, dis-
cretionary power — to machine groom
ski trails or allow snowmobiling any-
where in Yellowstone.

That’s frightening. First of all,
bureaucracies, like cancer, often dis-
play a propensity for mindless growth,
regardless of its ill-effects on the health
of the host — in this case, Yellowstone
National Park. Second, the contract be-
tween the NPS and the Park’s principal
concessionaire, TW-Services, gives the
NPS a profit motive. So the Park Ser-
vice, in conjunction with state tourism
departments, local chambers of com-
merce, and park concessionaires, pro-
motes what Edward Abbey calls “indus-
trial tourism.” The Cody, Wyoming,
Chamber of Commerce has long advo-
cated opening Yellowstone’s wilderness
areas to snowmobiling. The Park Ser-
viee’s proposed winter use plan would
allow this dream to become a night-
marish reality.

Aside from the fact that machine
grooming trails is the first step towards
the ultimate destruction of Yel-
lowstone’s wilderness, I think the argu-
ment that machine grooming trails en-
hances public safety is dubious, while
the rationale of providing for safety in
the wilderness is odious. The NPS ap-
parently confuses the ease of accessibil-
ity with safety. Of course, machine
grooming trails does make wilderness
areas accessible to people who wouldn’t
otherwise go there. And in that sense,
machine grooming trails makes them
safe for those who are unwilling to ac-
cept risks indigenous to the wilderness.
But wilderness areas are created as
sanctuaries people willingly enter on
nature’s terms. Providing for public
safety. by bludgeoning machine
groomed trails into the wilderness is
not consistent with the fundamental
philosophy underlying wilderness man-
agement.

Now I realize skiing in Yellowstone
is dangerous. During the six years I
worked as winterkeeper (caretaker) at
the Lake Yellowstone Hotel, I went on
week-long ski adventures, weekend
jaunts, and day long excursions. I skied
along the Lake’s shoreline hundreds of
times to witness sunrises, sunsets, and
full moons (I liked howling at the moon
with my friends and neighbors, the
coyotes). But of the four winter resi-
dents at Lake, I was the only skier.
Traveling solo in sub-zero tempera-
tures, I was always aware that a fall or
a mishap — a broken leg or incapacitat-
ing injury — could be fatal. Nobody
would have missed me for days.

Rangers advised me to carry a Park
Service walkie-talkie so I could call for
help in an emergency situation. But I
didn’t. I accepted the element of risk
one assumes when traveling alone in
the wilderness. And once I accepted

T e . '32 h."" b ?

Wilderness skiing in Yellowstone National Park. Photos by Howie Wolke.
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EARTH FIRST!
RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR SAVING THE
GRIZZLY IN THE
GREATER
YELLOWSTONE
ECOSYSTEM

For the purposes of these recommen-
dations, the Greater Yellowstone
Ecosystem is defined as Yellowstone
National Park and all contiguous public
lands, including the Bridger-Teton,
Shoshone, Targhee (east half), Gallatin
and Custer (west half) National
Forests.

* Closure and permanent rehabilita-
tion of the Park road between Norris
Junction and Golden Gate.

* Closure of Ashton-Flagg Ranch
Road, south of the Park, between
Squirrel Meadows and Lake of the
Woods.

* Closure of the Park road from Fish-
ing Bridge to Canyon.

* Klimination of all facilities at Fish-
ing Bridge.

e No new accomodations,

campgrounds, etc. within the Park.

* Fence in all public (non-backcoun-
try) campgrounds.

* Elimination of all livestock grazing
from Situation I, II, & III Grizzly

poitanrié habitat m Gallatin National Forest. Photo by Howie

THE
GRIZZLY
DEN

by Howie Wolke

Habitat.

* Reintroduction of timber wolves
into the Greater Yellowstone Ecosys-
tem.

* Reintroduction of grizzly bears into
the Gros Ventre and Wind River moun-
tain ranges.

* Complete protection of all Forest
Service and BLM roadless areas within
the Ecosystem.

* No commercial timber sales within
the Ecosystem except for small post,
pole and firewood cuttings outside of
roadless areas.

* No black bear hunting in occupied
grizzly habitat.

* No oil and gas leasing on federal
lands within the Ecosystem. Period.

* Elimination of all “bear destrue-
tion” (official grizzly killing). Problem
bears should be transported to remote
parts of the Ecosystem.

* Backeountry closures only as a last
resort after all of the above have been
implemented.

Howie Wolke has been working on
conservation issues in the Yellowstone
Ecosystem for over a decade and has
hiked extensively in all the roadless
areas of the region. He owns and oper-
ates Wild Horizons Ewxpeditions and
leads commercial wilderness backpack-
ing trips in the Gros Ventre, Wind Riv-
ers, Tetons, Yellowstone, Absarokas
and other wild lands of the area.

SN

Wolke.

1 knew T'd suffer the consequences of
my actions, I realized that in today’s
computerized, suburbanized, sterilized
world, the element of risk is worth ev-
erything.

In my opinion, people worried about
safety should stay in places like Disney-
land and Old Faithful. I'll never forget

B the first time I skied at Old Faithful.
#€ | went with a friend working there, and

though we were on skis, we literally
ran along the trails. We could have run

L those trails in track shoes. Hundreds
™8 of park employees ski at Old Faithful

every day; the trails are several feet
wide and hardpacked. The winter use
plan doesn’t explain how gouging two
tracks in these hard packed trails will
provide for public safety.

My friend, Martin Anzelmo, who
worked as a ski guide at Old Faithful,
says the NPS machine grooms these
trails for the convenience of employees
who enjoy slot car skiing. The fact that
the NPS grooms trails at Canyon ver-
ifies Martin’s assertion. Only a handful
of park visitors ski at Canyon and they
spend their time viewing the spectacu-
lar Grand Canyon of the Yellowstone.
Park visitors don’t have any reason to
follow a machine groomed trail though
dense lodgepole pines to a government

~ housing project. The groomed trails at

Canyon provide for the amusement and

convenience of park employees, not
public safety.

Even if there was a public demand
for slot-car skiing, the Park Service has
no obligation to meet it. There are
countless nordic ski touring centers
throughout the country that provide
people with opportunities to slot-car
ski. But Yellowstone’s winter wilder-
ness is unique in all the world. There’s
no reason to duplicate experiences in
the Park that are available elsewhere.

Nor is there any justification for
machine grooming x-c¢ ski trails in
prime grizzly bear habitat. Bears begin
emerging from their dens early in
March. After their long winter fast this
is a critical time of year for their survi-
val. Yet to provide for public safety, the
winter use plan proposes grooming
trails in some of the only habitat the
bears have during March. It strikes me
that, in addition to disturbing the
bears, funneling skiers through habitat
occupied by grizzlies is quite danger-
ous. The trails shouldn’t be used during
March under any circumstances, let
alone so yuppies can practice slot car
skiing.

Overall, the winter use plan is a dis-
aster. The Park Service will solicit pub-
lic input on the plan this spring, al-
though the public comment period
comes “after the fact.” Sources in Yel-



YELLOWSTONE’SWATERGATE:
PARK SERVICE CONSPIRACY
'AGAINST THE BIG BEAR

CONTINUED

ceptable?” The NPS and FWS owe us
an explanation for these oversights and
misunderstandings.

To make matters worse, despite
Townsley’s written commitment to
close Fishing Bridge, he continued
making financial commitments devoted
exclusively to further development at
Grant Village. In October, 1981, for
example, the NPS entered a unique
contractural agreement with TW-Ser-
vices, the park’s principal conces-
sionaire. The contract requires the con-
cessionaire to invest 22% of its gross
revenues into a capital improvement
fund. This fund provides approximately
$4.5 million a year for repairing and re-
placing facilities for camping, lodging,
dining and recreation. In addition, the
concessionaire made a special “advance
payment” into the fund — $7 million,
all earmarked for more development at
Grant Village.

Yellowstone’s management assistant,
Steve Iobst, acknowledges that any
portion — or all — of the $7 million
could have been used to provide fund-
ing to replace R.V. sites scheduled for
removal from Fishing Bridge. But “the
emphasis,” Iobst says, “was on expand-
ing Grant.”

Why didn't the NPS allocate money
from the $4.5 million a year capital im-
provement fund for replacement sites?
Priorities. Now, this money doesn’t go
into government coffers. Nevertheless,
the NPS approves — or vetos — any
capital improvements TW-Services
suggests. And the NPS approved fund-
ing for hot tubs at the Mammoth Hot
Springs Hotel. The NPS approved
funding for the million-dollar remodel-
ing of the Lake Hotel lobby, which now
resembles an opulent, turn-of-the-cen-
tury Edwardian bordello. To the NPS,
these projects were more important
than building replacement sites for the
Fishing Bridge R.V. Park. No wonder
Townsley was concerned that closing
the Fishing Bridge campgrounds might
be socially unacceptable.

Meanwhile, the deadline for closing
Fishing Bridge was approaching. Busi-
ness and political interests throughout
the Yellowstone area knew closing Fish-
ing Bridge was the “cost” of building
Grant Village. In April, 1981 Townsley
told the Bozeman Chronicle that he had
“discussed Yellowstone Park’s visitor
services with state travel directors and
other people in the tourist industry.”
Three months later the tourist industry
had an opportunity to comment on
what it later called the “controversial”
Fishing Bridge closures; in order to sol-
icit public opinion on the Grant Village
proposal, the NPS released a Grant Vil-
lage Environmental Assessment in
July, 198l. Oddly, the tourist industry
didn’t voice any objections about the
Fishing Bridge closures at this time.
And since the Environmental Assess-

lowstone say the Park Service and Park
concessionaires began discussing the
plan over a year ago. Given their blat-
ant pro-development ideology, the pub-
lic merely has an opportunity to
comment on a choice of evils.

But remember — the public pre-
vented Glacier ‘National Park officials
from adopting an inappropriate plan.
People can protect Yellowstone from
the Park Service, too. Tell the Park
Superintendent (POB 168, Yellowstone
National Park, WY 82190), your mem-
bers of Congress, and the environmen-
tal groups to which you belong what
kind of winter use plan you want for
Yellowstone. The roar of snowmobiles
is about to replace the silence and
serenity, the peace and power, of Yel-
lowstone’s winter wilderness. Voice
your opinion on Yellowstone’s winter
use plan or you’ll be betrayed by your
silence.

ment fulfilled the legal requirements of
the National Environmental Policy Act,
the NPS proceeded to erect another
200 hotel units at Grant Village.

But in 1983 — after the hotel units
were finished and after it had already
met NEPA requirements — the NPS
chose to conduct public meetings about
the upcoming Fishing Bridge closures.
Suddenly, the state travel directors
with whom Townsley had talked just
two years earlier, the park conces-
sionaires, and every chamber of com-
merce director of every tourist town
within 100 miles of Yellowstone ob-
jected to the “controversial” Fishing
Bridge closures. They clambered up on
the soapbox the NPS had conveniently
provided and told the public, the press,
and any politician who might be listen-
ing why Fishing Bridge shouldn’t be
closed.

Theoretically, one purpose of the
meetings was to provide the public with
pertinent information about why the
campgrounds were being closed. For
months prior to the meetings the NPS
distributed a questionnaire, a “public
response form,” about the “Lake/Fish-
ing Bridge/Bridge Bay Development
Concept Plan.” The public response
form, however, didn’t tell people that
closing Fishing Bridge was part of the
Grant Village™ Development Concept
Plan. The public response form didn’t
tell people that the NPS had what cur-
rent Park Superintendent Robert Bar-
bee calls a “legally binding agreement”
to close Fishing Bridge. The public re-
sponse form didn't even say the Fishing
Bridge area was being closed to protect
grizzly bear habitat.

The public couldn’t possibly under-
stand all the reasons why Fishing
Bridge was being closed. But people
clearly understood that campsites, al-
ready at a premium in Yellowstone,

would be greatly reduced if the NPS

eliminated Fishing Bridge’s 661 sites.
Naturally, people objected to the clo
sures. Politicians listened and acted.
“Before eliminating the facilities at

Fishing Bridge,” Congressman Ron |
Marlenee of Montana said, “the Park |

Service should at least construct a re-

placement recreational vehicle site |
with an adjoining campground and :
facilities to accomodate 650 campers |

per night.”
That’s so obvious we have to wonder
if the public meetings of 1983 weren’t

a deliberate ploy to-arouse public opin- |

ion against the closures. To begin with,

they should have been held in 1979 — |

before the NPS allocated a penny for
development at Grant Village. After
all, Park Service plans to eliminate
Fishing Bridge were part of the Grant
Village proposal. Second, the reason
the NPS couldn’t close Fishing Bridge
is that it spent $10 million on Grant Vil-
lage, $9 million on frivolous capital im-
provements, and nothing on replace-

Pelican Creek. Prime habitat for Griz in Yellowstone. Photo by Howie Wolke.

ment campsites for Fishing Bridge. We
know the NPS had money to build re-
placement campsites but chose not to.
So the NPS’s claim that “political pres-
sures” prevented the closures is ludi-
crous. Finally, by not building replace-
ment sites and by not providing the
public with all the facts needed to un-
derstand why Fishing Bridge was being
closed, the NPS’s farcical public meet-
ings — predictably — aroused public
sentiment against the closures. Indeed,
the NPS provided just enough informa-
tion to make the Fishing Bridge clo-
sures a simplistic, one-dimensional
issue: parks for the people or parks for
the bears. All the NPS told people was
that Fishing Bridge was being closed
to protect bear habitat. The NPS made
grizzlies a scapegoat for its fevered de-
sire to build Grant Village. And after
the public meetings cries of “parks for
the people” lent a certain legitimacy to
the vested economic interests of Yel-
lowstone’s tourist industry, which al-
ways wanted to keep Fishing Bridge
open and develop Grant Village.

After the NPS deceitfully garnered
the public’s support, the Wyoming con-
gressional delegation succeeded in
blocking the Fishing Bridge closures;
political pressure “forced” the NPS to
write an Environmental Impact State-
ment on closing the Fishing Bridge
campgrounds. Mind, now — the NPS
did an EIS on an action designed to
protect bear habitat at Fishing Bridge,
but they did %o EIS before destroying
bear habitat at Grant. This EIS won’t
be completed until 1986 at the earliest,
two years after Townsley originally
agreed to close the campground. Mean-
while, Grant Village and Fishing
Bridge remain open and the cumulative
impact of both developments could have
a disastrous effect on Yellowstone’s al-

ready threatened grizzlies.

And now the shortcomings of the
FWS’s 1979 Grant Village Biological °
Opinion return to haunt us. Remember,
Superintendent Townsley agreed to
close the Fishing Bridge Campground
prior to 1985; the RV park before 1986.
He had funds to build replacement
sites. There are no excuses for the
NPS’s -failure to close Fishing Bridge.
But Wayne Brewster claims these dates
are meaningless. “Nowhere in the [1979
biological] opinion,” Brewster. says, “is
a time schedule established that re-
quired Park Service adherence in order
to avoid a jeopardy situation.” What
would constitute a jeopardy situation?
What constitutes a violation of the En-
dangered Species Act? Under what cir-
cumstances would the FWS re-initiate
formal consultation on the Grant Vil-
lage proposal? “If the Park Service
would have indicated that they would
not or could not eliminate the Fishing
Bridge facilities,” Brewster says, “then
we would have re-initiated the consulta-
tion and reviewed the project. . . ” In
other words, so long as the NPS prom-
ises to close Fishing Bridge, it doesn’t
have to. Catch-22. .

Today, the NPS appears to be “fight-
ing” harder than ever to close Fishing
Bridge; now that Grant is open and
Fishing Bridge probably can’t be
closed, the NPS can safely wage a mock
battle against those nasty ' political
forces opposed to the closures.

In the future, then, environmen-
talists must find a way to participate
in the initial Park Service planning pro-
cesses — before Biological Opinions,
Environmental Assessments, and pub-
lic response forms are released to the
public. The Fishing Bridge Fiasco dem-
onstrates that unless we make the NPS
and FWS present the public with perti-
nent, accurate information on the is-
sues, we could easily be betrayed again.

Copyright 1985 by Arthur Dogmeat.
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SWEET HOME ALABAMA

By Ray Vaughan

There is a land where the poplar and
hemlock trees grow to be twenty-two
feet around and over 150 feet high,
where the rivers and streams still run
clear and clean, where the mountains
rise over a thousand feet above the
foothills to present a broadside of color
in the fall. All of this beauty and more
is in the state of Alabama. Yes, there
are places with bigger trees and higher
mountains, but the beauty here can
hold its own because it is unique. Most
people do not expect natural wonders
such as these in Alabama, and, true to
that expectation, the Forest Service is
doing its part to destroy what beauty
remains in the National Forests of
Alabama.

On April 1, the Forest Service re-
leased its Proposed Management Plan
and Draft Environmental Impact State-
ment for the National Forests of
Alabama, a total of 622,000 govern-
ment-owned acres. After reading
through these bulky documents, I had
a hope that the last page would say
“April Fools!” but I had no such luck.
These are serious works that outline
the rape of all wilderness in Alabama,
including those areas already under the
protection of the Wilderness Act.

Alabama has two designated Wilder-
ness Areas with a total of about 19,500
acres. The Forest Service proposes an
additional 9,700 acres and mainline en-
vironmental groups propose 18,000
acres of new Wilderness. Earth First!
puts forth a call for 167,500 acres of new
Wilderness Areas in Alabamas Na-
tional Forests. ,

There are eight areas where Earth
First! is proposing Wilderness protec-
tion in the forests of Alabama. The
"largest and most controversial of these
areas is the Sipsey. The Sipsey Wilder-
ness Area is presently 12,700 acres and
is a land of rolling hills cut by steep
and narrow canyons that shelter an un-
polluted river and some of the largest
trees in the East. The Sipsey Fork is
a clear and lovely stream that provides
good canoeing and the last example of
an untouched river in the entire state.
In the heart of Sipsey is Bee Branch
which is home to the giant trees: yel-
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Side Canyon near the Sipsey Fork.

rde Creek in proposed Sipsey Wilderness addition.

low-poplar, hemlock and beech. Most of
this area has never been logged and the
trees are ancient and wise; they stand
in a hundred foot deep canyon that
abounds with waterfalls and spectacu-
lar views of the canyon and the trees
as they tower up out of the cool, moist
canyon that makes it possible for these
plants to grow so far south of their nor-
mal range.

Everyone in the entire state favors
expansion of the Sipsey Wilderness ex-
cept for two groups: the loggers of
Winston County and our two United
States Senators. After the RARE II
study, the Forest Service recom-
mended that the Sipsey be expanded
by 7000 acres, and Congressman Ron-
nie Flippo introduced a bill to expand
the area by 29,000 acres. How many
other Congressmen or Senators have
taken a Forest Circus proposal and then
multiplied it by four in order to get
their Wilderness proposal? Rep. Flippo
cares a great deal for the Sipsey and
his proposal is fairly good from an
ecological standpoint, but Earth First!
feels that a 60,000 acre addition is
needed to completely protect the area.
Environmental groups originally
backed Flippo’s proposal, as did
everyone else in the state except for
the loggers. Twice the House passed
the 29,000 acre addition, but both times
Senator Jeremiah Denton killed the
bill.

Voters will forget that Denton killed
the previous wilderness bills because
he plans to introduce his own bill this
year. He has been waiting for the
Forest Manglement Plan to come out
and he will probably go with the 9,700
acres of additions it proposes. Then he
will tell voters that he was the one who
saved the Sipsey. Being environmen-
tally unsophisticated, Alabamians will
probably believe him.

Senator Howard Heflin (a Democrat,
but praised by Reagan; Denton is a
Republican, if you have not already
guessed that) has taken no stand on the
Wilderness issue. He says that he is
waiting for all the sides to compromise
and he will support whatever they come
up with. i

The mainline environmental groups
have already agreed to compromise
Flippo’s 29,000 acres down to 18,000,
but they are beginning to get hot under
the collar and are calling Denton
names. Still they compromise. The log-
gers continue to hold firm at zero acres
even though studies have shown that
even 29,000 acres of new Wilderness
will not reduce logging revenues since
there are over 2.2 million acres of forest
in that area of the state open to logging.

The folks of sparsely-populated
Winston County are tough, indepen-
dent types. When Alabama seceded
from the Union at the start of the Civil
War, Winston County seceded from
Alabama, declared itself “The Free
State of Winston,” and then rejoined
the Union. People there still call them-
selves the Free State of Winston and
they consider the Bankhead National
Forest to be theirs. Even though most
of the Sipsey and almost all of the prop-

osed additions are in Lawrence County

~ WILDERNESS

to the north, Winston loggers deeply
resent any attempt to expand the Wil-
derness and have been making a lot of
noise. No one listens except for Denton
and Heflin.

So, at present there is an impasse
over the Sipsey, but if Denton gets a
bill passed or if nothing is done and the
Manglement Plan goes into effect
(probably in September or October),
then the Sipsey will be destroyed since
logging under the Plan is scheduled to
begin in the proposed additions at the
end of this year. Most of the proposal
is land upstream of the present Wilder-
ness Area. If at least 29,000 acres are
added, then the Sipsey Fork’s basin will
be almost completely protected. But if
logging starts on these proposed addi-
tions, the runoff will pollute the river
and the Sipsey Fork and the present
Wilderness’s unpolluted character will
be destroyed.

Along with the Sipsey Wilderness
Area, there is a proposed Sipsey Fork
National Wild & Scenic River which
would run through the Wilderness and
then down fourteen miles of river and
canyon (all in Winston County) to Smith

Blue Mountain area. Photos by Ray Vaugha

Lake. The Forest Service says this will
protect 2900 additional acres, but 4200
would be better.

Alabama’s other existing Wilderness
Area is the 6800 Cheaha Wilderness,
which runs along the highest mountain
ridge in the state. Cheaha Mountain it-
self is 2407 feet high and is part of a
state park. This “Superpark” (as the
park commission calls it) comes com-
plete with two lodges, a restaurant,
two dozen cabins and chalets, two
campgrounds with full hookups, several
stores, a crafts pavilion, a swimming
pool that hangs over the side of the
mountain, a putt-putt golf course, an
observation tower and gift shop at the
very top, and, last but not least, a tele-
vision station with tower.

To the south of this park is the
Cheaha Wilderness in the Talladega Na-
tional Forest, a typical “save the pretty

_ scenery” Wilderness: only the mountain

ridge itself is protected. The adjacent
foothills hold most of the water and
wildlife, and comprise an area worthy
of protection in its own right. There are
a few roads and small clearcuts in the
Earth First! proposed 3600 acre addi-
tion, but these are minor and easily re-
paired if Nature is given the chance.
The moderate environmental groups
are pleased with the present area which
got protection in January of 1983 and
have not even considered the idea of
expanding Cheaha.

The other environmental groups
have also not considered protection for
any of the other remaining de facto wil-
dernesses in Alabama which were iden-

~ tified in RARE II. Their efforts are

completely centered on expanding Sip-
sey. They even say that most of these
other areas are not worthy of Wilder-
ness designation. Hogwash.

Blue Mountain lies immediately
north of Cheaha State Park and is a
very beautiful ridge and valley with fall
colors that should make Vermont jeal-
ous. Dugger Mountain is twenty miles
north of Blue Mountain and is very high

and rugged, also with an incredible fall
display. These two areas should be pro-
tected as Wilderness; they are virtually
untouched except for a road or two that
only the toughest of ORVs can handle.
The Forest Service recognizes the value
of these two areas but instead of recom-
mending Wilderness status, they have
come up with the idea of making them
“semi-primitive, non-motorized areas”
with “Visual Quality Objectives” of
“Retention and Partial Retention.”
What is a . “semi-primitive, non-
motorized area?” The Plan lists as
guidelines for these areas “no logging
with rubber tired or crawler type equip-
ment will be allowed on slopes of 50
percent or greater;” “skid trails will be
kept below a 20% grade;” “trees should
be felled away from streams whenever
possible.” Does this sound like semi-
primitive and non-motorized to you? We
need no less than 7900 acres of Wilder-
ness for Blue Mountain and 12,000 for
Dugger.

Perry Mountain and Oakmulgee are
both located in the Oakmulgee District
of the Talladega National Forest and
are characterized by rolling hills of
pine, oak, maple and sweetgum. Perry
Mountain is not a mountain but a high
hill and much of the area is like Oak-

mulgee. The reason that these areas
are not considered wilderness by others
is that they are similar to all the land
around them. This is so; they have no
distinguishing landmarks, wildlife, or
vegetation, but because they are so
characteristic of the rolling Piedmont
is precisely why they should be pre-
served as examples of what this land
was like without complete human inter-
vention. With a total of about 60,000
acres protected, Nature will have the
chance to put this land back like it was
in just a few years. .

Big Bay is in the Conecuh National
Forest and is the last opportunity to
save a major Alabama coastal plain wet-
lands. Big Bay is a 1200 acre swamp
(called “bays” in the region) and is vir-
tually untouched except for a few minor
roads along the dry ridges used only
during hunting season. Current law
protects the bay but the excellent
hardwood stands on the ridges could be
logged if the area is not protected. The
Earth First! proposal of about 9700
acres also includes the federally-owned
portion of Blackwater Bay, which is
near Big Bay. This area is rich in
wildlife, but pressures to increase graz-
ing in the Conecuh may turn the ridges
of Big Bay into the land of the cow.

Choctafaula is a gently-rolling land-
scape full of endemic and rare plantlife.
The Bartram Trail runs through it. It
may be more difficult to manage this
area as Wilderness than elsewhere
since a US Highway divides it in two.
However, the values of allowing this
area rich in floral diversity to develop
naturally is very great since it is within
bike-riding distance of the world-fa-
mous Tuskegee Institute, and the op-
portunity for study and appreciation of
this Wilderness by tomorrow’s Black
leaders is great. After all, the struggle
for human rights is rooted in the strug-
gle for rights for all creatures, espe-
cially the Earth.

This has been a brief deseription of
the Earth First! Alabama Wilderness
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tread where Gunnarson stepped. They,
as well as elk, deer, bear, and numerous
other wildlings still follow the trails of
their ancestors, one of which was also
used by the ancient Utes and is now
referred to as the “Ute Trail.”

It is a fitting place for the Fifth An-
nual Round River Rendezvous. If you
haven’t been to all the RRRs, then you
need to come to this one, because 1)
it’s going to be the biggest, best yet,
and one of the most important, and 2)
you've got to catch up with Digger and
Nagasaki, who have been to all of them.

As was mentioned in the Eostar
issue, Earth First! has just passed its
five year milestone. The summer of ’85
holds some of our biggest challenges
and important victories: mining
threats, clearcutting, nuke dumps, dril-
ling, acid rain . . ., old growth, rain-
forests, grizzly habitat, wilderness,
wolf habitat, direct action, rehabilita-
tion, to name a few. The Rendezvous
is our starting point. It begins on:

Proposal for National Forest lands.
Keep in mind the Forest Service plans
for the forest over the next fifty years:
131 miles of new road, 200 miles of road
reconstruction, the encouragement of
mineral exploration and development
on 535,000 acres, and timber harvest-
ing in 195,000 acres of which 70% will
be ‘“regenerated” by -clearcutting.
Alabama’s tourism department calls the
state “Alabama the Beautiful” and this
is true, but not for long. These wild
areas are the last opportunities to pro-
tect the type of ecosystems they repre-
sent. These lands are special places
with a special spirit and sacredness all
their own. Please help save them.
WHAT YOU CAN DO
Write to the Forest Supervisor for
Alabama and tell him you support the
Earth First! 167,500 acre Wilderness
proposal. Letters are needed from all
over the United States and from other
nations. The comment period for the
Plan and DEIS ends July 11, 1985, so
please write today.
Joe Brown
Forest Supervisor
National Forests in Alabama
1765 Highland Avenue
Montgomery, AL 36107

Also write to Senators Denton and
Heflin and ask them to support the
proposal. Remind them that the desti-
nation of your tourist dollars depends
on the amount of wilderness in a
state. (Tourism is Alabama’s largest
industry, timber is second.) (United
States Senate, Washington, DC
20510.) Also send copies of your let-
ters to the members of Congress from
your state. We need to indicate na-
tion-wide support. ‘

Ray Vaughan is an Earth First! ac-
tivist living in Alabama.

Tuesday, July 2, with introductions,

setting up camp, and a hike into the

threatened Red Canyon aspen forests.
A few volunteers will be needed (gunga
dins, stage hands, sign-makers, ete.)
for a variety of tasks. Campfire and con-
versation in the evening.

Wednesday, July 3, kicks off the
Workshops, including Non-Violent Di-
rect Action, BLM issues (with a special
focus on the threatened Utah Canyon
Country just a red-rock throw to the
west), Forest Service issues, and. Acid
Rain, with a mid-day break. The even-
ing offers music, campfire conversation
(a chance to talk with veterans of Earth
First! campaigns around the country)
and/or solitude. There’ll be a full moon.
(Have you ever walked through a
moonstruck aspen forest?)

Thursday, July 4, the following work-
shops: Rainforest (led by Randy Hayes
and Mike Roselle), Earth First! Found-
ation (led by Lance and LaRue Chris-
tie), Grizzly Bears (with several leading.
activists), Wilderness Preserves & EF'!
Wilderness proposals (Dave Foreman),
with a break for music and refresh-
ment.

Friday, July 5, workshops include:
Deep Ecology (with Bill Devall, George
Sessions, and Dolores LaChapelle),
Local Group Coordination (Barb &
Gary Steele, Marcy Willow, Nancy Mor-
ton, Greg Dubs and others), and Graz-
ing (The Bunchgrass Rebellion).

All of the workshops are conducted
by world leaders in their field and old
hands. Each workshop day will include
a surprise speaker. Don’t worry —
there’ll be time to roam through the
surrounding wilderness. (Four of Earth
First!’s most capable (if misanthropic)
guides have been pried from their dens
and volunteered to lead trips into the
Uncompahgre Wilderness, Tuesday,
Thursday, Friday, and Sunday.) Danc-
ing will likely erupt Friday and Satur-
day nights (I hereby challenge anyone

_ to outlast me during “Rocky Top”).

The annual Sagebrush Patriot Rally,
on Saturday, focuses on Forest Service
deficit timber sales, roadbuilding in
roadless areas, and clearcutting of
aspen. Featured speakers include:
poets Gary Snyder, Art Goodtimes, EF
Knutson; deep ecologist Bill Devall; and

Lone Cone Mountan

" Earth First! editors Dave Foreman and’

Marcy Willow. A representative from
the Uncompahgre National Forest will
speak as will three of Colorado’s top
.aspen protectors: Theresa Erickson,
Dick Wingerson, and Don Bachman.
We'll have music from Bill Oliver,
Cecelia Ostrow, Bob Phillips, The
Notorious Blockaders and the legen-
dary Katie Lee. It is rumored that
JTohnny Sagebrush may emerge from
the mossy old growth of Southeast
Alaska and fly south with the wild
geese to the Rendezvous. There will be
a special surprise guest speaker and an
original play “Grizzled Bear” will be
performed.

Sunday, July 7, local and regional
groups meet, a wrap-up, and a trek into
the wilderness, plus planning for direct
action during the rest of the year.

What to bring: bring your own wild
Earth First! self. Bring six days of food
and beverages, including as much
water as you can carry. (We will have
a water wagon on the site if you run
out.) Bring 'warm clothing (if you need
a t-shirt or hat, there are sure to be
plenty available in various sizes, colors,
and styles), the eleven essentials, and
a tarp or tent for sleeping under. No
wimps, please. To keep the level of in-
sanity at a tolerable level, please leave
your dogs, ground sloths, Kimodo dra-
gons and other “pets” at home (or at
least be prepared to restrain them).

How to get there: Take Route I-70
to Grand Junction, then Route 141
south to Naturita. A little ways farther,
get on Rt. 90 (the Montrose-Nucla
Road) and go up onto the Plateau to
Iron Springs Campground. There will
be RRR signs to direct you the rest of
the way. Also, you’ll be receiving a de-
tailed map in the mail soon. (Editor’s
note: Marcy, of course, is a northern
chauvinist. If you’re coming from the
south, like me, drive to Naturita, Col-
orado, take Colerado 97 north to Nucla
and then Rt. 90 to the Iron Springs
Campground.) If you need a ride, listed

in the sidebar are people forming car
pools, (or contact RRR committee,
POB 3953, Eugene, OR 97403 or Earth
First!, POB 5871, Tucson, AZ 85703
(602)622-1371).

There’s no event in the world equal
to (or anywhere like) the Round River
Rendezvous. It’s the one time each year
women and men of vision gather to-
gether. Wild country, wild people,
energy, and spirit. See you there.
(Note: all buckaroos are, of course, re-
quired to attend.)

RRR CAR
POOLS

The following Earth Firstlers are
either offering rides or organizing car
pools to the Round River Rendezvous.
Give them a call. If you need a ride
or can offer one, contact Marcy
Willow with Oregon Earth First! or
the Earth First! office in Tucson (602-
622-1371).

MONTANA - Gary & Barb Steele
(406)745-3212 .

KANSAS CITY - Kemp Houck
(816)363-3791

OREGON - Cathedral Forest
Action Group (503)754-9151

SAN FRANCISCO - Greg Dubs
(415)864-3260

BOULDER, CO - Mike Stabler
(303)499-5667

DURANGO, CO - Brad Schempf
6000 CR 203 #15, Durango 81301

MAINE - Mark Shepard, UC Box
236, Unity, ME 04988

ARIZONA - Earth First! (602)622-
1371

UTAH - Spurs Jackson (801)355-2154

or contact your local EF! liason
listed in the EF'! Directory!

See you at the Rendezvous!

COLORADO, JULY 2-7
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PARK SERVICE TO MINE DENALI PARK

By Willy Dunne

(Editor’s note: Last summer, Nancy
and I visited Denali National Park in
Alaska. Our stay was too short. A
lifetime would be too short to fully ex-
perience this vast, untrammeled wil-
derness. Through boreal forest and
tundra we walked with Dall sheep,
moose, grizzly, wolf, and caribou.
Sandhill cranes, gyrfalcons, and ra-
vens flew overhead. We heard the call
of the loon and the great horned owl.

Caught in an August blizzard on a
backpack along Moose Creek and in the
Kantishna Hills, I walked the windy
ridge above camp and lived the wilder-
ness of Muir, Leopold, Marshall and
Murie. [ howled like a wolf into the gale
and snow.

il be back to the wilderness of De-
nali, hopefully to follow the trail of wolf
[ , but if necessary to stand
shoulder to shoulder with the ghosts of
Murie and Marshall to become part of
the wilderness of Denali to defend my-
self against the destruction of the Kan-
tishna Hills by Park Service-sponsored
nuneral leasing and road construction.

See our Yule 1984 issue for back-
Lgrowme on the mining threat to Denali
National Park. Willy Dunne in the ar-
ticle below gives us an update and en-
courages our action with letter today.)

Ninety miles off the highway be-
tween Anchorage and Fairbanks at the
base of the highest peak in North
America lies Wonder Lake in the heart
of ‘'one of the gems of the National Park

" system — Denali. Camping near Won-

Dall sheep in Denali National Park, Alask. Photo by Dave Foreman.

~HAWAII: CHIPPED TO DEATH

By Elizabeth Powell

The Plunder of Paradise

Envision Hawaii: Do you imagine
lush tropical rainforests resplendent
with vines and ferns, full of the song
of red-plumed birds, or do you think of
cow pasture overgrown with cactus? If
you have been planning to make a trip
to Hawaii to see rainforests, you'd bet-
ter hurry, or you may miss them.

Megacorporation American Factors
(Amfac), a Hawaii conglomerate gone
national, is Godfather to a corporate
scheme to get-rich-quick by deforesting
Hawaii. Six acres a day of the last vir-
gin lowland tropical rainforest in
Hawaii (and the U.S.) is being clearcut,
chipped into little pieces, and burned
to produeg electricity. This atrocity is
earning big bucks for corporate crimi-
nals. Hawaii Electric Light Co. claims
a $6 million savings in oil (while raising
their rates). The chipping company,
Biopower Corp., has been shamelessly
bragging that they plan to make sales
of $200 million a year from Hawaiian
hardwoods. There are not enough trees
on the islands to feed these devils.

One hundred thousand acres of na-
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der Lake and exploring the surround-
ing wilderness can be the fulfillment of
a life-long dream — living in and explor-
ing the home territory of caribou,
moose, Dall sheep, wolves and GRIZZ.
Paddling in the shadow of Denali (the
Great -One) with thousands of sandhill
cranes migrating overhead and lake
trout and arctic grayling cruising the
icy waters beneath you can be a picture
of harmony. But that picture may soon
become a faded mermory. Immediately
to the north of Wonder Lake are the
Kantishna Hills, home to all of the
above mentioned wild creatures as well
as something which the Federal govern-
ment feels is more valuable — miner-
als.

The Final Environmental Impact
Statement is out on the Kantishna
Hills/Dunkle Mine Study. The Alaska
Land Use Council has recommended
that a mineval leasing program be insti-
tuted in your National Park. Six million
acre Denali National Park is one of the
last intact ecosystems in the United
States, where large predators domi-
nate and numan influence is minimal.
All this couid change, however, under
the proposal to lease National Park land
in the center of this great wilderness
to mining interests.

This proposal would mean the perma-
nent destruction of tens of thousands
of acres of forest and tundra; disruption
of caribou rutting, wintering and calv-
ing areas; interference with wolf den-
ning and rendezvous sites and deple-
tion of their prey source (moose);
damaging of the only alpine habitat for
grizzly in the northern portions of De-
nali Park added by ANILCA; degrada-

tive Hawaiian rainforests. are lined up
for chipping. This is an area larger than
the entire island of Lanai! Three times
this acreage of forests could be up for
grabs eventually. The Hawaii State
Legislature, which is controlled by cor-
porate and big landowner interests, has
blocked every piece of legislation intro-
duced this year to protect our native
forests.

To make matters worse, there are
large stands of state and privately-
owned eucalyptus that were planted
years ago and that are now ready to
harvest for biomass energy production.
It is apparently more profitable for the
corporations involved to gobble up vir-
gin rainforests rather than to chip the
tree farms already planted.

Our beautiful forest, the last of its
kind in the world, is being butchered.
The chippers are leaving in their path
a mammoth swath of tree stumps, jum-
bled lava and mud. The landowner
plans to seed the area with grass and
turn it into pasture, the standard
Hawailan tax write-off. The forest will
never return to its original condition.
We are losing it forever.

This crime against nature is legal,
but it has got to be stopped! Friends
of Hawaii’s Forests is a group of en-
vironmentalists protesting this sense-

Wonder Lake and the Kantishna Hills. Photo by Dave Foveman.

tion of water quality and threatening
the survival of arctic grayling and the

“only salmon spawning grounds in the

Park.

The National Park mining proposal
would also mean the construction of a
new road through Park wilderness with
more than 2,000 vehicle trips per month
through critical wildlife habitat.

This proposal is the work of the

Alaska Land Use Council, set up to

make recommendations on the manage-
ment of 110 million acres of Alaska
lands put into the Park, Refuge and
Rivers Systems by the passage of the
historic Alaska National Interest Lands
Act in 1980. Now five years down the
road from ANILCA, the integrity of
ANILCA and the wilderness it was
meant to protect is being threatened.
The Federal co-chairman of the Alaska
Land Use Council is Verne Wiggins, a
Reagan appointee and avowed anti-en-
vironmentalist who lobbied vigorously
against the passage of ANILCA. Now
he is in charge of recommending how
our last BIG wilderness will be man-
aged!

Before a mineral leasing program can
be instituted in Denali National Park,
it must be approved by Congress. Rec-
ommendations to allow such a program
have been forwarded to Congress by
the Park Service. We must let Congress
know that we will not stand back and
allow such atrocities in one of our finest.
National Parks.

Earth First! in Alaska will be watch-
ing this issue and reporting further de-
velopments to you. If necessary, Alaska
Earth First! will attempt to blockade
the construction of any new roads into
the heart of this wilderness. But for

now, it is urgent that you let those in
charge of final approval know how you
feel. We must continue in the spirit of
Adolph Murie who studied Denali’s en-
vironment for more than 40 years and
who reminded us that:

The National Parks idea represents
a far-reaching cultural achievement,
Jfor here we raise our thoughts above the
average, and enter a sphere in which
the intangible values of the human
heart and spirit take precedence.

WHAT YOU CAN DO

Write to:

The Hon. John Seiberling, Chairman
House Interior Public Lands
Subcommittee
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Urge Congressman Seiberling to re-
ject the mineral ieasing program for
Denali and to introduce legislation 1o
eliminate all mining from Denali and
other units of the National Park Sys-
tem.

Also write similar letters to your
member of Congress (House of Repre-
sentatives, Washington, DC 20515)
and Senators (US Senate,
Washington, DC 20510).

If you would like to help further on
this issue, contact:

Willy Dunne
POB 112
Denali National Park
Alaska 99755

Willy Dunmne is a tour bus driver in
Denali National Park and the Earth
First! contact there.

less destruction of Hawaii’s rainforests.
We need to start a campaign to raise
public consciousness locally and nation-
ally. Only massive public outery will
stop the devastation. We desperately
need any contribution, advice or help
you can offer. If you enjoyed your last
trip to Hawaii or ever hope to see
g X

Hawail's  magnificent  rainforests,
please help us out. Aloha to our main-
land brethren.
Write:
Friends of Hawaii’s Forests
PO Box 1530
Hilo, HI 96721
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RADIOACTIVE

'SASKATCHEWAN

By Jill Bend

The north of Saskatchewan is scar-
red. The rape and poisoning of the land
there is continuing on an even vaster
scale. The poison spreading out from
northern Saskatchewan is radiation,
radiation from the mining of uranium
ore. Since the 1950’s, exploration for
uranium and its subsequent mining and
milling have continued relentlessly. The
uranium used in the atomic bomb
dropped on Hiroshima came from
northern Saskatchewan. After the
military use of uranium had long been
exploited, uranium saw a new role as
a fuel for the nuclear energy industry.
The province nurtured this industry, ex-
porting uranium to a dozen different
countries. By the 1970’s, many mines
flourished, particularly in the
Athabasca Sand Basin, a huge region
encompassing 1/7 of the total area of
Saskatchewan, and including some of
the world’s richest uranium deposits.
By 1984, Canada had become the
world’s number one exporter of
uranium. :

Eldorado Resources, a federal crown
corporation, owns mines around
Uranium City which were closed in

1982 due to depletion-of the resource.
The corporation left behind them per-
manently contaminated land and water
— huge piles of waste rock and mine
tailings releasing radiation into the air,
and three dead lakes. With the closing
of the Uranium City mines, Eldorado
has been searching out new sites. In
1983, they purchased the Rabbit Lake
mine from Gulf Minerals. This mine
began operations in 1975, and has been
dumping wastes into the lake since that
time.

Another major deposit of uranium
which has recently been discovered is

the Cigar Lake deposit. This dwarfs all .

other known deposits of uranium ore,
with an estimated 115,000 tons of
uranium at an average grade of 10% The
Cigar Lake ore body is so “hot” that
robotic technology will be required to
mine it. Eldorado Resources is here,
also — developing the Collins Bay B-
zone deposit, which is 6 miles north of
Rabbit Lake on Wollaston Lake. This
ore body extends 500 feet offshore
under the bay, which is part of Wollas-
ton Lake.

Not only are the corporations ignor-
ing environmental constraints in their
efforts to bulldoze their mining plans

through, but they are ignoring all un-
settled Native land claims and ques-
tions of Aboriginal title. A community
of about 700 people now live in the area
threatened by the new mining develop-
ments, surviving primarily by hunting
and fishing. Although the government
and corporations claim to have the coop-
eration of several Indian bands through
the Saskatchewan Indian Corporation,
or SINCO, the Wollaston Lake band has
been opposing the mining of uranium
since 1972. They have been joined by
other bands. In July, 1984 the Lac La
Hache band issued an open letter on
behalf of the residents there asking for
support in opposing the mining:

“What I'm really concerned about is
the kids in the future. If the water is
contaminated and not fit to drink and
the fish are not fit to eat, what are the
children going to live on? . . . We will
not agree to have the Collins Bay mine
opened. This mine concerns everybody
because  Wollaston  Lake  flows
everywhere, North, South, East and
West.”

This call to resist issued directly by
the indigenous community follows
many years of efforts by the environ-
mental community (petitions, marches,
inquiries, reports, ete.) to stop the de-
vastation. Unfortunately, the destruc-
tion continues unabated and is even es-
calating. This spring a major effort will
be made to bring the destruction of the
land, water and communities of north-
ern Saskatchewan to the attention of
the international community.

The Collins Bay Action Group, a coal-
ition of the local Native communities
and anti-uranium groups, are calling
everyone to a “Northern Survival
Gathering” at Wollaston Lake, Sas-
katchewan from June 9-14, 1985. Follow-
ing this gathering, on June 14, there
will be a “rolling blockade” aimed at
stopping all traffic carrying chemieals
in or out of the uranium operations at
Rabbit Lake, 6 miles from the Collins
Bay mine.

All individuals are asked to come
self-sufficient, and, if possible, or-
ganized into affinity groups. No fire-
arms, drugs, alcohol o¥ violence will be
permitted. If you cannot be at the bloc-
kade, you can contribute by spreading
awareness in your area, or by fundrais-

ing.
Contact:

Collins Bay Action Group
Box 8536

Saskatoon, Saskatchewan
CANADA

or:
Uranium Resistance Network

Box 3183

Vancouver, B.C. V6B 3X6
CANADA

(604) 254-7923
Also, petitions of support can be
sent to:
Lac La Hache Band
Wollaston Lake, Saskatchewan SOJ
: 300

MEARES OLD GROWTH STRUGGLE CONTINUES

By Wolverine

Meares Island Wins Temporary
Reprieve

“You will not destroy our garden.”
The words were spoken by the Chief of
the Ahousat Band, in a dramatie con-
frontation between Indians and en-
vironmentalists, and loggers from Mac-
Millan Bloedel Corporation. It was all
captured on the television screen: the
familiar faces; the evergreen isle as a
backdrop.

British Columbia’s Social Credit
(Socred) government, thirty years in
power and to the right of Canada’s Con-
servatives, had rejected all efforts for
the preservation of Meares Island, in-
cluding a 50-50 compromise. Instead,
they were insisting on logging 90% of
the island. :

In response, the Nu-chal-Nulth
(Nootka) Tribal Council, to dramatize
Native land claims and rally support
against the clearcutting proposals, de-

DAM THREATENS THOREAU’S RIVER

“Big A” Dam Threatens West Branch
of Penobscot

After years of planning, the Great
Northern Paper Company (GNP) has
applied to the state and federal govern-
ments for permits to build the so-called
Big A Dam on the West Branch of the
Penobscot River in Maine. The one-
half-mile-wide, fifteen-story high dam
would be built within a stone’s throw
of the southwest corner of famed Bax-
ter State Park. It would flood the
Ripogenus Gorge, an eighty-foot-deep
gash in the limestone and granite which
has attracted the likes of Thoreau and
Whitman. :

Both the Maine Land Use Regulation
Commission (LURC) and the Federal
Energy  Regulatory = Commission
(FERC) have accepted GNP’s applica-
tions and thus have begun two separate
regulatory processes. In Maine, LURC
is required by law to decide on the ap-
plication within 105 working days after
acceptance of the application, unless
the process is extended by an act of
the Legislature.

The federal proceeding, on the other
hand, is expected to take two to three

_years. FERC has decided to conduct
an environmental impact statement on
the project which will be issued during
the latter part of 1986. _

The Natural Resources Council of
Maine, together with other members
of the Penobscot Coalition to Save the

clared Meares Island a Tribal Park on
Easter Sunday, 1984. Meares thus be-
came the second Tribal Park in British
Columbia; the Haida Nation having de-
clared part of Graham Island in the
Queen Charlotte Islands a Tribal Park
two years previously.

The Socred government has refused
to recognize these Tribal Parks, and in-
deed probably plans to add an anti-na-
tive plank to their usual repertoire of
red-baiting and union-bashing in time
for the next provincial election.

The Native people are strong and
clear in their determination to preserve
their land and heritage. Although they
are directing the battle on their own
terms and in their own way, they have
been joined by allies both locally and
throughout Canada. This unity is some-
thing new, and has surprised the gov-
ernment. The opposition New Democ-
ratic Party leader supports the preser-
vation of Meares, along with the fledgl-
ing Green Party. Despite all this, Mac

West Branch, has intervened in the
state and federal proceedings in oppos-
ition to the dam. The Coalition argues
three major points.

*Irreplaceable resource: The four
and one-half miles of river that would
be destroyed by the Big A Dam contain
the most productive wild landlocked sal-
mon river fishery in America; an un-
paralleled combination of Class III, IV
and V whitewater; spectacular scenery;
and abundant wildlife. Among the
wildlife to be affected are black bear,
deer, moose, coyote, bald eagle, pereg-
rine falcon and the legendary and
nearly extinct eastern mountain lion.
No river in the eastern United States
matches the West Branch.

*Public river for private use: Great
Northern has already monopolized the
Penobscot watershed by building 19
dams which collectively generate
704,000 megawatt hours of virtually
free electricity a year. No standard of
fairness would allow this last wild
stretch of river to be expropriated for
the company’s corporate benefit.

*Alternatives: Great Northern has
underestimated the cost of the dam and
greatly overestimated the cost of alter-
natives such as purchased power.

As might be expected, GNP is rais-
ing the “jobs” issue, and downplaying
any adverse effects the dam might have
on fishing, rafting and sightseeing.
GNP says that 1,689 jobs are “seriously
threatened” if Big A Dam is not built:
42] mill jobs, 476 woods jobs and 729
indirect jobs. What GNP is not saying

Blo seems determined to log the island.
Opponents are preparing for a long
struggle.

Since the above was written, a signif-
icant development has taken place. The
British Columbia Court of Appeals has
overturned the January 25, 1985, rul-
g of the B.C. Supreme Court. The ear-
lier ruling had dismissed the Indian
claim to Meares Island as invalid. The
new ruling orders that the Indians be
allowed a full-scale trial, in which they
will have an opportunity to prove that
they have been using Meares Island on
a continuing basis since before the time
of Confederation in 1867. The ruling
also bars MacMillan Bloedel from any
logging in the meantime, and orders
protestors to remove their permanent
presence from the island (they are com-
plying with this order).

The decision was made solely on the
basis of Native land claims, and ex-
pressly dismissed any environmental

is that it intends to eliminate jobs any-
way through modernization. The cur-
rent modernization of GNP’s East Mil-
linocket plant will cost an unspecified
number of jobs. Officials of GNP have
said that completion of BIg A will allow
further modernization, but have de-
clined to say how many jobs that will
affect.

In granting GNP’ application,
LURC is required, under state law, to
decide that the dam’s advantages are
greater than the direct and cumulative
adverse impact over the life of the pro-
Jject based upon six specific environ-
‘mental and energy criteria: soil stabil-
ity; fish and wildlife resources; historic
and archaeological resources; public
rights of access to and use of the sur-
face waters; flood control; and signifi-
cant energy benefits.

Although the Land Use Regulation
Commission is in the process of de- -

veloping regulations, the agency cur-
rently has no rules in place regarding
hydropower developments. Therefore,
the decision on Big A Dam will set a
precedent for future applications.

In a sleazy move that was unpre-
cedented in the history of national river
conservation battles, six whitewater
rafting - outfitters deserted the
Penobscot Coalition and “signed on”
with GNP after the company offered
them rafting concessions including use
of base camps and lodges on company
lands, and releases of water three days
a week in Ripogenus Gorge Dryway if
the outfitters would drop opposition to

and forest issues. This apparent at-
tempt to divide Natives and non-Native
opponents of logging has not worked —
at a celebration April 1, put on by the
Clayoquot Band and the Friends of
Clayoquot -Sound, over 500 people at-
tended, and the feeling of unity and
brotherhood was palpable.

This is not a victory, but a respite.
The trial will take place before the B.C.
Supreme Court, probably in November.
This is the same court that previously
ruled against the Indians. It can be
anticipated that Mac Blo will be well-
represented at the trial, trying to dis-
credit the Native claims.

Donations are still needed to carry
on the struggle. Contributions (in
Canadian funds — such as Interna-
tional Money Orders available at US
post offices) should be sent to:

Friends of Clayoquot Sound
Box 489
Tofino, B.C. VOR 2Z0
Canada

the Big A Dam. These outfitters are:
Northern Outdoors (a.k.a. Northern
Whitewater  Expeditions), Maine
Whitewater, Downeast Whitewater,
Wilderness Rafting Expeditions, Wild-
water Adventurers and Crabapple
Whitewater. However, other outfitters
are continuing to oppose the dam and
anyone considering a raft trip in the re-
gion should patronize someone other
than the listed companies.

For information on how you can help
fight this unnecessary and destructive
dam, contact:

Gary Lawless
Box 687
South Harpswell, ME 04079
or:
Mark Shepard
Box 236UC
Unity, ME 04988

The comment period for FERC
ended April 24, 1985, but there will be
a second opportunity to comment after
the Draft Environmental Impact State-
ment is issued. Earth Firstlers in
Maine are developing plans for possible
direct action.
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Tree Huggers and Tree Killer meet in Middle Santiam.

By -Marcy Willow

The chainsaws whined like angry hor-
nets all around us. A long, cracking
sound, then a boom. We heard this
every couple of minutes. Ten of us on
recon scrambled through the brush,
sloshed across the creek. The fresh
clearcut bordered the creek on the
other side. We wanted to get close. We
were just clawing our way up the other
side when a terrific cracking sounded
above our heads. I dived to the earth;
tried to shrink under a log. Then the
boom. It turned out to be a jet. But
when we stood up we were pretty pale,
nonetheless.

SANTIAM

CAMP

The weekend of April 13, 25 conser-
vationists  representing  Oregon,
Washington, Alaska and Virginia
gathered in the Middle Santiam to es-
tablish the camp which is to be the
focal point of preservation activities
this summer. The Cathedral Forest
Action Group, sponsor of the camp,
invites anyone concerned with the
fate of old growth to join them at
House Rock Campground off High-
way 20 in Oregon’s Willamette Na-
tional Forest. A search is underway
to find a permanent (private) site.

The camp will be the gathering
place for the community which is
forming around the old growth issue.
Participants will have the opportu-
nity to discuss all aspects of the move-
ment with others from around the
state and nation. There will be in
depth discussions of the history and
philosophy of civil disobedience, non-
violence preparations and planning
for actions.

Being in the forest will enable us
to study it from a myriad of sources.
Forest ecologists, maps, books and ar-
ticles will be regular features of the
camp. An understanding of the old
growth ecosystem will lead to more
effective methods of resisting the
threats against it.-On site practice in
non-violent civil disobedience will be
integral to the experience.

It we take time to know it, the
primeval forest is a powerful ally.

We intend to eat well, live right, do
good and have fun with a little help
from our friends.

You are needed now at the Old
Growth Preservation Camp in Ore-
gon. Contact the Cathedral Forest Ac-
tion Group (824 SW 10th St, Corvallis,
OR 97333 (503)754-9151) for more infor-
mation.
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Half of the hillside was destroyed.
Giant trees lay everywhere. We were
like ants on a pile of pick-up-sticks. We
worked our way over the mess, up the
hill. The logs rolled and swayed. Three
or four loggers were working the top
of the slope. It's amazing how much
damage four men can do — that whole
forested hill would be destroyed in one
afternoon. We moved closer. Some of

us were silent, some shouted “No!”, a :

few laughed now and then. It was a
strange laugh, sprung from nerves, hor-
ror, approaching shock. A pristine old
growth forest was being destroyed
around us.

The clearcut, in contrast to the cool
green forest, was unsufferably hot.

David Oakes spoke into the tape vecord- |

er: “Marcy’s standing on top of a stump,
I'm sitting on top of a stump, and
MaryBeth is walking next to a stump.
And there’s more stumps being made
up there. We're in the middie of a clear-
cut, with a stream below us and a tree
falling not too far away . . . there goes
another one . . . what can you say?”

An ancient fir crashed down close.
Debris particles blew in our faces. We
joked, and concluded that the loggers
didn’t care a bean about us. We sang,
“Take Your Bulldozers Away.” From a
tall stump, Steve Peterson shouted a
refrain: “Hands off our greenery!”
“Choke on your sawdust!”

While we were speculating on the
millions we'd make cutting an album
called “We Are the Forest,” a logger
came down. In suspenders, torn-off
trousers, and spikes on his boots, he
walked easily over the slaughter. He
told us we were in a dangerous area.
Our entreaties were met with: “I don’t
have the money or education that you
folks do, but I know these trees are old
and rotten anyway; and we have to
make a living.” :

We explained about gene pools, soil,

wilderness. He recommended we look
at the fine replanted tree farms. “I
don’t care if you get killed, I've got in-
surance,” he said as he walked away on
a log. Someone called after him: “What
about the children? What about future
generations?”
. The chainsaws bit into the biggest
trees, nearest to us. That old logger
knew very well the difference between
a tree farm and an old growth forest.
One by one we headed for the creek,
the sounds of the saws cutting into our
hearts.

I was alone, finding my way back. I
was hot and thirsty, but couldn’t drink
because the creek was a mess. Water
seeped into my torn-up running shoes.

Time is short. The trees are falling.
We left, but we’ll be back. We are resol-
ved to save these forests.

There’s a TRO (Temporary Restrain-
ing Order) prohibiting blockades, but
what the heck. There are signs all over
the Middle Santiam saying keep out.
Entrance into the actual designated
Middle Santiam Wilderness (east of the

Photo by Willy .Dunne 1

hWatching the forest fall. Photos by Marcy Willow.

FORESTCIDE IN MIDDLE
A ANTT AN

All last year, Oregon Earth First!
and the Cathedral Forest Action Group
have diligently worked to preserve the
ancient, old growth forests of the Mid-
dle Santiam. They did more than write
letters or talk to their members of Con-
gress. They sat on dynamite, blockaded
roads before huge logging trucks, suf-
fered the impertinence and insouciance
of arrest, and tried to discuss ethics in
courts of law. They confronted their
fears, and their gods. They wrestled
with profound questions that most in
their drab little lives never front. They
found values beyond the greasy dollar
bill. Many of them spent many days
in the Linn County Jail.

Already this year, the minions of the
timber industry are at work on the final
solution to the problem of the old
growth community in the Middle San-
tiam on the west slope of the Oregon
Cascades.

Marcy Willow and friends recently
inspected the scene of the carnage. Here
is her report.

Ten million Indians. Sixty million
bison. A hundred million big trees.
Dachau. Sand Creek. Glen Canyon.
Middle Santiam. When will it ever
end?

logging massacre) is prohibited. Some-
one asked the secretary at the District
Ranger’s office about it and was told it
was closed due to “protests.” Did I hear
anyone say “First Amendment?”
MaryBeth, who has dutifully keep
the Cathedral Forest Action Group’s of-
fice going in Corvallis and who has put
herself on the line in blockades many

rbeth arig nd fallen friend.

times, is now in the county jail for a
month. They say she violated her
parole by going into the wilderness.

We are the “Last Resort Outfit” as
Ric Bailey puts it. Bobcat calls it
“Satyagraha” (Truth Force).

Don’t be overwhelmed by all the
work before us. The Force is with us.
We'’re stronger than they are.




MINING THE GRAND

By Hayduchess

(Ed. note: Arizona Earth First! is
mobilizing to oppose a uranium mine
on the Kaibab National Forest just
south of the Grand Canyon. Non-vio-
lent divect action is being considered
to stop the mine. Some monkeywrench-
ing against it has already occurred —
see the last issue of Earth First!. The
following is our = report  from
Hayduchess.)

Pete the Cat wants to hit the road.
He’s been listening to Buddy Guy
again, “Whomp, whomp, whomp,
whomp, bomp bomp, bomp bomp
BOMP . . . I says what I means and I
means what I says . . . you can call it
what you wanna, but I call it messin’
with the kid.” He’s been reading all
those seditious leaflets The Duchess
keeps writing about the hole at Tusayan
and he wants to get back to his roots.
So, he starts mewrfing and whining
about “we’re not gonna take it,” and
“Who'll stop the rain,” and all those bat-
tle songs he carries around in his bat-
tered and furry head. The Duchess is
getting fed up with hearing about
human chauvinism and how “Those hu-
mans are somewhere else when the real
struggles start.” Pete the Cat can't
forget how that pompous engineer from
Energy Fuels Nuclear, Inc. said he
didn’t think there was any wildlife up
there by the site for the proposed
uranium mine. Pete’s pretty sure that
where there’s Ponderosa pine, there’s
deer, and where there’s deer, there’s
cats. He thinks EFN, Inc. can call it
what they wanna, but he calls it messin’
with the kid. :

So, they hit the road. None of that
cute, pressed soy protein for Pete; The
Duchess throws a few beef sticks and
beer nuts in his traveling bag. He lays
up on the back of the pack and watches
the road slide away from them. She’s
feeding tapes into the deck and talking
into her tape recorder over the music.

“We're heading up to Tusayan to find
out for ourselves. I'm disgusted with
these down-home little shows Energy
Fuels Nuclear, Inc. is putting on for us
simple folk of Northern Arizona. I don’t
want to hear any more about their
clean, harmless, little uranium mine
that they’re planning to put in that use-
less, scrubby little clearing, away in
nowhere, with a few little power lines,
some kind of casual, no-big-deal up-
grading of a few miles of Forest Service
roads (somehow, when grades go up,
trees go down), and, uh, folks, a little
old ore-hauling up to Blanding, Utah,
for , uh, ten years or so, just ten little
ole 20-25 ton trucks a day. 1 especially
don’t want to hear any more of that yup-
pie, Harvard MBA crap about state-of-
the-art this and on-line that. I'm not a
violent woman, but if I hear that so-hip,
bearded lawyer use the words, “inter-
face” or Mother Earth ever again, I
won’t be respensible for myself. And,
one more thing, I'd sure like to know
what self-respecting woman would
climb into bed with any of that crew .
. . that new Radiation Engineer’s al-
most the worst. You can dress a geek
in levis and a faded, flannel shirt, stick
a beard on his face, and he’s still a geek

I digress. It's bad enough what they
want to do: stick a vertical shaft (it’s
good they’re gonna sink it, because I
doubt any of them could get it up to
do anything else with it) into Grand-
mother Earth, 13 miles south of the
Grand Canyon, suck up that high-grade
uranium ore (200 tons-per-day for five
years . . . maybe ten), ship the ore in
tarp-covered trucks on 19 miles of “up-
graded” Forest Service roads, a chunk
of Route 64, just east of Desert View
in Grand Canyon National Park and
100 miles of Navajo Reservation
roads (see Part II: Tusayan to Blanding
in the next issue), process the ore a
few miles south of Blanding and sell the
shit, 40% to Palo Verde, a big, expen-
sive, dangerous and mis-guided nuclear
power plant in southern Arizona, 60%
to who knows where. Bad as all that
is, it’s almost worse how they’re pre-
senting it to the public. At the most
recent meeting, in Tusayan, the Radia-
tion Engineer said to one dignified old

man, who had asked a few questions
about where they were going to get
their water, “We’re gonna watch some
slides now and after you see them,
_you'll be able to determine whether
you're glowing from radiation or if it’s
Jjust your radiant personality.” The only
Navajo in the crowd got up and left the
room shortly after that. He had quietly
asked a question about tailings, said
something about radioactive waste at
Tuba City and got answered with a
smug smile and some more of that
“state-of-the-art” verbal sump.

One thing The Duchess likes about
the tape recorder is it doesn’t expect
her to listen. She also likes that it
doesn’t expect her to cook, give back
rubs or sit up waiting. When she re-
members marriage and other affairs
d’amour, the tape recorder seems a fit
companion. She decides to feed it a few
quotes from the EFN, Inc.’s proposal
to the Forest Service:

As part of its activity as a uranium
producer, EFN currently operates
three mines in northern Arizona — the
Hack Canyon Mine, the Pigeon Mine
and the Kanab North Mine (we're talk-
ing a spill or two, we're talking North
Rim of the Canyon) . . . the drainage
from the Project Avea is toward the
south for seven miles, where it curves
west for 15 miles and then back north
Jfor 50 miles until it reaches the Col-
orado River . . . the growth of Pon-
derosa, Pinyon and other species of
pine are common in the avea . . . the
actual Project Area is in a natural
clearing of approximately one-half
mile in diameter . . . the only vegeta-
tion in this clearing are native grasses
and plants . . . (Pete the Cat rouses
up and looks around a little . . . he’s
wondering what the hell else would
grow in a forest clearing) . . . wildlife
n the general region appears to be li-
mited as evidenced by the fact that dur-
ing the implementation of the explora-
tion drilling program at the Project
Site little, if any, wildlife was observed
. . . (Pete yawns, he finds the ignorance
of non-fur-bearers limitless; any critter
worth its prey doesn’t hang around hu-
mans who are making loud noises and
bad smells while shoving long, horrible
things in the ground) . . . no unique,
threatened or endangered animal
species are kmown to exist in the Project
Area . . . (Pete goes back to sleep; he
drifts off remembering sitting on the
proposal one night, reading it through
his stomach sensors and discovering
that in one of the major diagrams,
EFN, Inc. had spelled “channel,”
“channle” . . . if they can’t spell, how
the hell can they tell one species from
another) . . . a water source of a few
gallons per minute is needed for sani-
tation and underground drilling . . .
wn the event that no water is found in
the shaft, a well to the Redwall of 2,500
to 3,000 feet deep would be located and
drilled morth of the mine yard . . . In
the event of a truck accident that causes
spillage of ore (The Duchess loves the
smarmy elegance of that word — spil-
lage — and decides she needs a drink.
Ever aware of back-country emergen-
cies, she has packed a flask of Tan-
queray . . . ah, Juniper, holy plant of
the Fire-Coyote clan), EFN will take
immediate aggressive action to clean

ks
Exploratory drilling at the Tusayan mine site.

up any spilled material . . . all
wranium ore will be removed from the
site of the spill within two working days
time of the spill, provided that the ac-
tion is not prevented by conditions
beyond the control of EFN.

The Duchess is listening to Maggie’s
Farm, breathing Juniper fumes and re-
membering driving the road to Bland-
ing, watching Juniper shake in the
wind, reading those FLASH FLOOD
signs. There’s lots more to the proposal,
lots about how EFN, Inc. will clean up
afterwards and re-seed and grade-back
roads, but The Duchess remembers
hearing how once Elk habitat is dis-
turbed, the Elk don’t come back and
she’s thinking that, if the Tusayan hole
gets sunk, EFN, Inc. will have mines
on both sides of the Grand Canyon and
that there are tens of thousands of min-
ing claims on both rims and that, based
on the 1872 Mining Law, it’s real easy
to stake and maintain a claim. She won-
ders if the tourists will have to wear
protective lead suits when they come
to visit America’s #1 Natural Attrac-
tion. She'd like to curl up next to Pete
and take a nap, but she’s at Forest Roac
305 and that’s the turn-off to the Proj-
ect Site.

Somebody’s graded the road for the
first few miles. She's pretty sure
they’re doing the Environmental As-
sessment right now, so she wonders
about them starting the road work, but

CANYON

she can guess they've used some slick,
legal loop-hole to cover their corporate
ass. It’s an easy drive for about three
miles. Pete sleeps right through it.
Then, the road turns towards the left,
and, suddenly she’s slipping and slid-
ing, through and past ruts that look like
they could swallow a 'dozer. Pete perks
up; he's digging into the back of the
seat, yowling like a vampire cat from
Hell. She finally yanks the car onto a
dry patch of clearing and gets out. Pete
saunters out. Where there’s grasses,
there’s rodents . . . .

The clearing had probably been a
quiet, sunny, flower-dotted break in the
forest. Woodbetony, fern-like leaves and
purple blossoms, lies crushed, yet
alive, under a thin coating of dust at
the edges of the clearing. A few yards
away, there seems to be nothing but
metal and debris, trucks, a bulky water
tank, the stab of the drilling tower, a
supply trailer, two pools of oil slime,
blackened earth like a third-degree
burn, no “native grasses and plants,”
no animal tracks, no life. Florescent rib-
bons flutter from stakes around the
clearing and along a faint track through
the forest. There seem to be keys in
some of the trucks. A stack of drill-bits
lies near the trailer. The Duchess has
brought some mementoes for EFN,
Inc. She goes to work.

From the hood of the car, warm in
Spring sunlight, Pete spits out a set of
mouse-feet, stretches and falls asleep.

For a copy of the proposal and to regi-
ster your alarm/disgust/nausea over
the Tusayan hole, write the Forest
Supervisor, Box 3088, Grand Canyon, ;.
AZ 86023. At this stage, the Forest Ser- ..
vice 18 performing an Environmental
Assessment . . . what is really needed
is an Environmental Impact State-
ment . . . or maybe an encampment .
. . or a fete de blockade . . . stay tuned
. . . Hayduchess . . . Pete the Cat says
take your pet on a picnic . . . access
to the Project Site is done by turning
east of State Highway 64 to National
Forest Road 305, 8 miles south of the
Grand Canyon Avrport (that's off 64 be-
tween Williams and Grand Canyon) .
. . follow FR 305 two miles, take north
fork of FR 305A for about 4 miles past
Owl Tank . . . then take a side road
due west to the site. You need a good
vehicle, unless, of course, theyve up-
graded the roads.

~ JAPAN’S
FOREST LUST

By Maggie Suzuki

As Rick Davis has so accurately re-
ported, the Japanese are very efficient
at ruining their own wilderness. They
are also good at ruining other people’s
wilderness, the most enraging example
being the job they have done on South-
east Asia’s tropical rainforests. But the
devastation in that area is so far ad-
vanced they are beginning to see the
dark at the end of the tunnel. Says one
leading industry ghoul in reference to
Indonesia’s complete ban on whole-log
exports (effective this year) “Not only
Indonesia’s logs but all South Sea
timber resources have a limit.” (The
Japan Financial Times, Dec. 21, 1984)
The same article goes on to note,
“Plywood manufacturers have the alter-
native of American and North Pacific
conifer resources. With the instability
of (South Seas) resources, manufactur-
ers are strengthening their efforts to-
wards overcoming problems in changing
over to conifer resources.”

In light of these likely developments,
I'd like to encourage Earth Firstlers in
the US to strengthen their efforts, and
to broaden them also. The fact remains
that the Japanese will mop up what they
can in Southeast Asia. Pressures on
these forests remain severe. I'd like you
to consider what it means to be an Earth
Firstler in a right-wing dictatorship:

In Northern Luzon, Philippine gov-
ernment plans to convert the Chico
River valley into a “development” hell,
logging, hydroelectric dams, mining,
has been stiffly opposed by the tribal

people whose homeland is that valley.
Omne result was that Macli-ing Dulag,
a Kalinga tribal leader was gunned
down in his living room by army goons
in 1980. In 1984, the government began
bombing and strafing villages and herd-
ing people into “strategic hamlets.”
They camnot go out to harvest their
fields or hunt. (Survival International
Urgent Action Bulletin, Jan. 1985.)

So, I'd like to ask you to be vigilant
about increased pressure on your own
forests: if the price is right, the
Japanese will take your trees, just as
they have taken the tropical forest’s
trees.

I'd also like to exhort you to express
solidarity with other people who are try-
ing to protect their forests from the
same greedy institutions as you are, and
who have as much or more to lose. No
more beer by the jukebox for Macli-ing
Dulag! Many of the oppressive govern-
ments, such as the Marcos Regime,
which are pushing to exploit forests are
doing so for quick cash to pay off Amer-
ican banks, and are using arms supplied
by the American government to put
down resistance.

One thing you can do is to respond to
Survival International Urgent Action
Bulletins such as the one mentioned
above. Their address in the USA is: Sur-
vival International USA, 2121 Decatur
Place NW, Washington, DC 20008 (202-
265-1077).

Think Globally, Act Locally!

Maggie Suzuki is an environmental
activist and Earth Firstler in Japan.
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Supreme Court Upholds Water Use to
Save Fish

Washington, DC, March 25, 1985 —
The Supreme Court let stand a ruling
by the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals
which requires the government to use
water in the Stampede Reservoir on
the Little Truckee River to restore en-
dangered fish species, rather than use
the water to supply the cities of Reno
and Sparks, Nevada.

The 9th Circuit Court decision said
that the government has a duty, under
the terms of the Endangered Species
Act, to use water from the reservoir,
located in the Sierra Nevada, to help
restore the Pyramid Lake cui-ui and
the threatened Lahontan cutthroat
trout.

Hunters Take Heavy Toll of Alaska
Wolves

Anchorage, March 18, 1985 — Ac-
cording to an article by Dr. Gordon
Haber in the Anchorage Daily News,
the recently-suspended aerial “wolf
control” program of the Alaska Depart-
ment of Fish & Game was taking a
much smaller toll of wolves than that
being taken by private aerial hunters,
both legal and illegal.

For the price of a $10 trapping
license, any Alaska resident can locate
a wolf pack by airplane, land alongside
it in the snow, and proceed to shoot as
many of the wolves as possible with
semi-automatic weapons. February and
March are the “prime” months for this
aerial hunting, because of the long day-
light hours, the snow cover, and the
condition of the wolf pelts. Dozens of
wolf-hunting planes may fly the skies
of southcentral, interior, and northern
Alaska on a typieal sunny day at this
time of the year.

The overall competition to find
wolves is so intense that few areas of
the state with open or semi-open ter-
rain are overlooked. Most hunters at-
tempt to kill all or most of the wolves
they find. Many complete packs are
eliminated.

Even the National Parks, Preserves
and Wildlife Refuges are not immune
to this slaughter. The National Parks
are supposedly off-limits to hunting,
but most of the newer ones, such as
Gates of the Arctic, Kobuk, Lake
Clark, and Wrangell-St Elias, have
been inadequately patrolled due to
budgetary constraints, and poachers
have been taking advantage of this.
Most alarmingly, wolves are illegally
hunted even in Denali National Park,
“crown jewel” of the park system in
Alaska.

Land-and-shoot aerial wolf hunting is
perfectly legal in the National Park
“Preserves” (created under ANILCA)
and in the National Wildlife Refuges.
These areas are hunted heavily.

Serious aerial hunters are able to kill
50 to 100 wolves each in a single season.
An average wolf pelt in the raw can
command two or three hundred dollars,
and the better ones bring considerably
more. Obviously, it is this financial fac-
tor which gives incentive to many of
the hunters (although there are also
many wealthy “sportsmen” who hunt
wolves for kicks, as well).

According to Haber, a single Anchor-
age fur-buyer (unnamed) accounts for
a significant percentage of all the wolf
pelts taken in Alaska. (Editor’s note:
If any of you out there know this geek’s
name, let us know, and we will give the
fiend some well-deserved publicity.)

As long as the Alaska Department
of Fish & Game permits and encourages
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this “sport,” it will continue. Make your
opinion known to the ASF&G:

Don W. Collinsworth, Commissioner
Alaska Department of Fish & Game
Box 3 - 2000
Juneau, Alaska 99802

Guerrillas Attack Paper Mill

Bangladesh, March 7, 1985 — Seven
people were killed by tribal guerrillas
in the Southern Hill District of
Bangladesh on March 6, according to
police.

The guerrillas, belonging to a
separatist group known as the Shanti
Bahini, attacked a paper mill, tied up
its employees, and shot them. Witnes-
ses said the guerrillas were apparently
angered by tree cutting operations in
a nearby forest to provide raw material
for the paper mill.

Japan Agrees to Stop Killing Whales
by 1988 ;

Tokyo, April 5, 1985 — Reluctantly
bowing to foreign pressure, Japan offi-
cially pledged tc begin observing a
world-wide moratorium on whaling in
1988.

Foreign Minister Shintaro Abe told
Cabinet ministers during a meeting
that he would send a letter to U.S.
Commerce Secretary Malcolm Bal-
dridge today, announcing the end of the
300-year-old whaling industry.

The U.S. Government last year
threatened to cut Japan’s offshore fish-
ing quotas in half if Japan did not with-
draw its objections to the whaling ban
by April 1.

“There is no other way to avoid a con-
frontation between Japan and the
United States,” said an official of the
Fisheries Agency who spoke on condi-
tion he not be identified. “It is very un-
happy for us, but as a result we will
save the fishing conservation zone,” he
said.

Another official in the Fishery Sec-
tion of the Foreign Ministry said the
decision to withdraw its objection was
“difficult.” Asked if the decision
marked a defeat for the government.
he hung up the telephone.

Only Japan, the Soviet Union and
Norway objected to the ban approved
by the 40-member International Whal-
ing Commission. The three exempted
themselves from the moratorium by fil-
ing objections. Japan’s withdrawal of its
objection leaves the other two nations
as the only holdouts on the matter of
ending whaling.

The U.S. and Japan reached a com-
promise last November that gave Japan
the right to kill 200 sperm whales in
1986 and 1987 if it would agree to abide
by the global ban in 1988. However,
until today’s announcement, Japan ap-
peared to be hedging on the matter of
the ban.

Sandra Good Declines Parole

Alderson, WV, March 29 — Sandra
Good, a member of the Charles Manson
“family” who has served 10 years in
prison for mailing death threats to busi-
ness executives, refused to leave prison
because she found the terms of her
parole too restrictive.

Good refused to accept a release cer-
tificate containing “a condition that she
not associate with any members or
former members of the Manson Fam-
ily,” said Gwynne Sizer, warden at the
Federal Correctional Institution for
Women.

“She has been an excellent prisoner
in her 10 years here, but she remains
very committed to Charlie Manson,”
added Dave Helman, the warden’s
executive assistant.

Good also objected to placement in a
halfway house in Camaen, NJ, officials
said. Helman said she had initially been
scheduled to go to Sacramento, Calif.,
but “there was a lot of adverse reac-

NEMESIS NEWS NET

tion” in that state and the federal
parole eommission changed her destina-
tion. The Manson Family was based in
southern California.

Good was originally convicted of
sending death threats through the mail
to corporate officials whose companies
were guilty of pollution. She has been
serving a 15-year sentence. Officials
said they had no choice but to schedule
her release because of time off she ac-
cumulated for good behavior.

Good said in a recent interview that
“T want to be where my family is, and
my family is in prison. By staying inside
where my family is, I keep myself out-
side of thoughts dedicated to money,
power and approval.”

Good’s rejection of the release terms
requires the prison to continue holding
her, according to Sizer. “She will have
a hearing by the federal parole commis-
sion in the next 60 days,” the warden
said. “At that point they will give her
another date for release based upon
coming up with another plan.”

“She’s been an excellent prisoner. Of
course, there’s been a lot of attention
because of the Manson connection,”
Helman said. “We've seen a different
side. If you listen to her environmental
views, they aren’t really that different
from what you would hear from a con-
servation group.” -

Reagan Defends Trips to his
California Ranch

Washington, DC — President
Reagan, returning to the White House
after a four-day vacation, says he feels
justified making frequent trips to his
California ranch because “you give up
an awful lot of privacy” serving in the
Oval Office.

Reagan said the demands of the pres-
idency accompany him wherever he
goes. “And T look at it in another way
— at my age, how many more years do
I have to go to the ranch and enjoy the
ranch?” he said.

Since taking office in 1981, Reagan
has spent all or part of 171 days at his
ranch, or 12% of his presidency.

Reagan discussed his affection for his
688-acre ranch in an interview with the
Santa Barbara News-Press.

“I think that particular place casts a
spell on you. . . When you get in there,
it’s — the world — is gone.”

The president’s hideaway is 2,400 feet
high in the Santa Ynez Mountains,
overlooking the Pacific. Reagan says he
occasionally sees tracks and other signs
of bears and mountain lions on his prop-
erty, and frequently sees bobcats.

A Secret Service agent on duty at
the ranch once watched a mountain lion
stroll past his post from a distance of
30 feet, the president said.

The president’s five-room adobe
home, built in 1872, is heated solely by
wood. The Reagans bought the ranch
in 1974.

(Hmmm. . . must be nice. What
about us poor schmucks- who have no-
thing but the public lands? I guess
that’s just tough luck.)

Arizona May Resurrect Grand Can-
yon Dam Plan

Phoenix, AZ — A plan is being resur-

rected for a dam proposed for the
Grand Canyon in the 1960’s and serap-
ped because of strong opposition from
environmentalists.

At the urging of Rep. Henry Evans,
D-Tolleson, the Arizona Power Author-
ity has agreed to spend $8,000 to revise
cost estimates for building the dam.
Evans argues that the hydroelectric
power generated by the dam could be
sold to help fund CAP-related dam
projects.

The proposal is expected to rekindle
what one environmentalist called a
“red-hot battle” by national environ-
mental groups and others who strongly

~opposed the dam'in the 1960’s because

it would flood the Grand Canyon’s
Bridge Canyon and would eliminate the
Bridge Canyon rapids.

“This seems to be a curious, if not
dangerous, time to resurface that
issue,” said Roger Manning, general
manager of the Arizona Municipal
Water Users Association. He warned
that the dam’s revival could threaten
federal funding for the Central Arizona
Project, which faces congressional ap-
propriation hearings in April.

The Hualapai Dam, also called the
Bridge Canyon Dam, was proposed by

- the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation in the

1960’s to produce electricity needed to
pump CAP water from the Colorado
River into central Arizona.

Opposition from environmentalists
prompted Congress to place a
moratorium on the dam’s construction.
Reclamation Bureau Officials decided
that instead of Hualapai, they would
build a coal-fired power plant at Page
for the CAP, clearing the way for the
project to gain congressional approval
in 1968.

The dam remained part of the
Arizona Water and Power Plan, but be-
cause of the federal moratorium, con-
gressional approval will be needed be-
fore it can be built. An aide to Rep.
Morris Udall, D-Ariz., said such au-
thorization is “very, very unlikely.”

Bizarre BLM Goat Experiment
Less Than Successful

Cave Junction, OR — An experiment
to see if goats could be used instead of
herbicides to keep unwanted brush and
weeds from overrunning reforestation
projects has turned out to be less than
a success.

Along with the brush and weeds, the
goats ate all 200 Douglas fir and mixed
conifer seedlings on the experimental
plot outside Cave Junction in the BLM’s
Medford District, according to agency
spokesman Kurt Austermann.

Big game repellent, plastic tubes,
paper shields and a mixture of goat
feces and urine all failed to keep the
voracious beasts from eating the young
trees.

According to Austermann, the ver-
dict is still out as to whether goats
might be useful under some cir-
cumstances. BLM silviculturist Albert
Albee said the goats might prove useful
in clearing brush before the trees are
planted.

An evaluation of the experiment is
due out -later this month.

A federal court decision has barred
the BLM and the Forest Service from
using herbicides in Oregon and
Washington until they examine the
worst effects the weed killers might
have on human health.

Five goats owned by Jim Booi of Old
Sams Valley and Larry Hunt of Med-
ford were put on the 12-acre plot on
Jan. 1.

Twenty-five more goats were added
to speed things up, and at the end of
two weeks, all the trees were gone.

The experiment cost $960, or $30 per
acre. :

MOVING?
SEND
US YOUR
NEW
ADDRESS!

The Second International Conven-
tion for Defense of the Life of the Earth
will be held in Peru during the fall of
1985. The first convention, attended by
representatives of several environmen-
tal groups, green parties, and indigen-
ous people’s organizations, was held in
Japan in the fall of 1984. Details will
be forthcoming on the Peru meeting.




MONO LAKE
BIKE-A-THON

Whether you are old or young, begin-
ner or expert, you are invited to cycle
in the Sixth Annual Mono Lake Bike-a-
Thon.

The 6 day, 350 mile ride departs from
the Los Angeles Department of Water
and Power headquarters on Aug. 26 and
arrives Aug. 31 at Mono Lake, the jewel
of the recently established Mono Basin
National Forest Scenic Area. Support
vehicles will carry cyeclists’ gear.

Each rider will carry a vial of water
from DWP’s reflecting ponds and will
return the water to its natural destina-
tion, Mono Lake. Some of this water
once flowed through streams feeding
Mono Lake, but was diverted to supply
Los Angeles with cheap water. The di-
versions are destroying the lake.

Money raised through the Bike-a-
Thon will support efforts to protect
Mono Lake. All eyclists secure pledges
from sponsors. The rider who raises the
most money will win PLUMLINE and
KANGAROO BAGGS bicyele touring
equipment. Last year 44 people from
as far away as Florida cycled, publiciz-
ing Mono’s plight and raising $18,000
to help save Mono Lake.

To sign up, to volunteer the use of a
support vehicle, to pledge support, or
for more information, send a stamped,
self-addressed envelope to: Mono Lake
Bike-a-Thon, 1355 Westwood Blvd. #6,
Los Angeles, CA 90024 or call (213)477-
5754 or 477-8229. Act soon, as only 75
riders can go. Registration deadline is
August 9.

MONO LAKE
WORKSHOPS

Would you like to explore Mono
Lake’s islands? Learn to weave a Paiute
basket? Tell a warbler from a vireo? Be
prepared to cope with backcountry
emergencies?

The Mono Lake Committee and
Mono Lake Foundation are holding a
series of weekend workshops this sum-
mer and fall in and around California’s
sublime Mono Lake. They include
Paiute Basketry, an Historical Tour,

Summer & Autumn Watercolor Paint- '

ing, Backcountry Emergencies, Geol-
ogy, Islands, Ecology, Insects, and
Birds. i

Proceeds from the workshops will go
to fund educational and research pro-
grams crucial to saving Mono Lake
from the unslakeable thirst of the Los
Angeles Department of Water and
Power (see the movie “Chinatown” to
understand the rapacious greed that
has led to the near-ecocide of Mono
Lake).

For information, contact the Mono
Lake Foundation, POB 153, Lee Vin-
ing, CA 93541 (619)647-6360.

EARTH FIRST! TARGETS BLM
WILDERNESS

The Bureau of Land Management
(BLM) will be making major deci-
sions on wilderness recommenda-
tions this year (state-wide recommen-
dations in Utah and New Mexico, and
regional recommendations in other
states) and Congress may consider
several BLM wilderness bills (includ-
ing one for the California desert).

It is important that Earth First!ers
become involved in this process so
that there will be an uncompromising
voice for desert wilderness. We are
currently developing state-wide
Earth First! wilderness proposals for
BLM lands in Utah, New Mexico, and
Arizona; and for the California de-
sert. If you would like to have input
or review our draft proposals for any
of these, please contact Dave Fore-
man (POB 5871, Tucson, AZ 85703).
If you would like to help with field
work or in promoting these wilder-
ness proposals, or if you would like
to help with BLM wilderness in other
states, also contact Dave.

There will be a workshop on BLM
wilderness (with a major emphasis on
the Utah Canyon Country) at the
Round River Rendezvous this July.
We will also be encouraging letters in
support of our proposals later in the
year.

Remember, when Lawrence of
Arabia was asked why he loved the de-
sert, he said, “Because it’s clean.” In
today’s sick world, we need a few
clean places.

EF! CALENDAR
BITES THE DUST

Even though it’s one of our pet pro-
jects and a favorite of many Earth
Firstlers, we've reluctantly decided to
cease production of the Earth First!
Calendar. The decision is based on the
fact that the calendar at best only
breaks even and that our time, energy
and limited funds can be better spent
on other efforts. So, there will be no
1986 Earth First! Calendar. (Copies of
the 1985 Calendar are still available for
$3 postpaid.) If we can find distributors
to place the Earth First! Calendar in
enough retail outlets, we may resurrect
it for 1987.

DAVID CROSS
PHOTO SHOW

Professional photographer . and
Earth First! activist David Cross is fi-
nally being recognized as one of
America’s outstanding wilderness
photographers. A showing of his work
entitled BEHIND THE MOUNTAINS

‘Dun;z.é & t (Dea

is being exhibited at the California
Academy of Sciences Natural History
Museum in Golden Gate Park, San
Francisco, for the next several

months. If you are in the Bay Area,
don’t miss David’s exhibit.

78. Photo by David Cross.

BLM's West Potrillo Mountains in New Mexico.
Photo by Dave Foreman.

ORVs THREATEN OREGON
BEACHES

The Sutton Beach/Lily Lake area on
the Oregon coast is rated as “Priority
1” by the Oregon Department of Fish
& Wildlife for vehicle closures due to
snowy plover and bald eagle habitat.
Additionally, adjacent Forest Service
dune areas contain rare plants, such as
bog club moss, Lycopodium inun-
datum.

Although an interim closure was im-
posed last year to protect these sensi-
tive plant and wildlife values, the
Forest Service is now considering
REOPENING a major portion of this
sensitive area to off-road-vehicle traf-
fic.

Please write a letter to:

District Ranger .
Siuslaw National Forest
POB 67
Mapleton, OR 97453

and ask that the Forest Service:

1) Permanently close the entire dune
sheet between Lily Lake to Sutton
Creek to all vehicle entry;

2) Not develop horse corrals or horse
unloading facilities at Baker Beach
Road (near Lily Lake).

3) Build no foot bridges or encourage
additional recreational entry in proxim-
ity to threatened snowy plover nesting
and wintering areas on the north spit
of Sutton Creek.

4) Close the entire Sutton Beach to
ORVs.

Please send a copy of your letter to
Congressman Jim Weaver, 211 E Tth
#287, Eugene, OR 97401 and the Lane
County Board of Commissioners, 125 E
8th, Eugene, OR 97401.

FLORIDA TOWN SAYS “NO” TO HOTELS

Around 200 people, or roughly 10%
of the registered voters of Cape Canav-
eral, Florida, showed up at town hall
on February 11 to protest a zoning ex-
ception that would have allowed a hotel
to be built on the beach in this primarily
residential town.

“We don’t need a bunch of tourists
trampling our dunes,” said John Win-
chester, the Vice-Mayor and previously
the solitary vote against the zoning ex-
ception on the city council. “There are
plenty of hotels in Cocoa Beach that
are closer to most of our residents than
this hotel will be. So the argument that
the residents will have a nice close place
for their relatives to stay just doesn’t
make any sense.”

The argument that did make sense
to the other members of the city council
was that the landowner is a close friend

and would make a tidy profit once the
proposed hotel was turned over to the
Radisson Company for management.

Winchester, who has been fighting
against developers and for building
height and density restrictions, was
surprised and elated by the overwhelm-
ing support of the voters. The original
4 to 1 vote on the city council in favor
of the exception became 0 to 5 against.
As one city councilman remarked, “I'd
be crazy to vote for it in a crowd like
this.”

Winchester explained his tactics, “I
have a list of people who contact other
people. They can usually be counted on
to show up at meetings when we need
them. We timed this one just right.”

Hopefully, Cape Canaveral will not
have to learn the lesson other Florida
towns have learned: There is no such
thing as one hotel.
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FREE ENTERPRISE
THREATENSWELFARE RANCHERS

By Big Don Schwarzenegger

Save the Old West: Get a Cowboy Off
Welfare

Imagine the West with large herds
of native wildlife once again, with
marshes coming back where arroyos
have been cutting for the last hundred
years, with erosion subsiding and
streams running free and clear, year-
around. Imagine grizzlies and wolves,
coyotes and mountain lions (and even
Jjaguars and ocelots, in the Southwest)
roaming undisturbed, unconcerned
with the stockman’s bullet or poison.
Does this sound like an impossible
dream, the hallucination of some “bring
back the buffalo” peyote cult? On the
contrary, it is a very realistic proposal,
if only public lands grazing could be
done away with. And ironically enough,
the consistent application of
“Reaganomics” could just conceivably
bring about the demise of that industry.
Just possibly . . . but not without your
help.

The Forest Service and Bureau of
Land Management are proposing a sub-
stantial increase in public land grazing
fees. The ‘Public Rangeland Improve-
ment Act-of 1978 (PRIA) put forth a
formula for grazing fees based on the
price of beef, the costs of production

(and evidently some other factors
pulled out of the air). The rationality
of this formula can be seen by the fact
that this last year, grazing fees were
set at the magnificent sum of $1.37 per
Animal Unit Month (AUM) — at a time
when, as depressed as the livestock in-
dustry has been, grazing fees on com-
parable private land were going from
an absolute low of $3 per AUM up to
$8.50 and even more in some cases.
This 1978 formula was to be used on a
seven-year trial basis. And lo and be-
hold, it is expiring during the second
term of the Reagan Administration, at
a time when a great hoopla is being
made over cutting egregious govern-
ment expenditures, and when David
Stockman has been railing against some
of the most sacred federal programs of
all time — veterans’ benefits, farm sub-
sidies and the like.

Obviously, someone in the Adminis-
tration has decided that even the ran-
chers and their sacred cows should bear
some of the burden of this cost-cutting
frenzy. The irony is incredible. Among
Raygun’s most fervent supporters were
the majority of the ranching industry.
After all, they shared a common ideol-
ogy — a belief in the domination over
nature, over the rest of humanity, and
above all, a stated belief in the FREE
MARKET SYSTEM. Little did the
ranchers think that Good Old Ronnie
might actually try to apply free market

COWPIES ON
WILDERNESS

What do our friends, the welfure ran-
chers, have to say about wilderness?
The following statements, reflecting the
views of the graziers on the subject of
Bureaw of Land Management Wilder-
ness, may be of interest:

The 24,940,644 acres of BLM lands
in the lower 49 states and the
56,486,598 acres of BLM Ilands in
Alaska now under wilderness area
study status will ultimately result in an
excessive acreage of wilderniess; par-
ticularly when added to the existing ac-
reage of U.S. Forest Service, National
Parks, and other federal wilderness

areas.
The de-facto wilderness status of
these . . . acres of BLM resource lands

seriously retards essential economic
growth, denies needed jobs, and pre-
vents proper management of these
lands. Moreover, our national security
is threatened by making this nation un-
necessarily dependent upon foreign im-
ports of petroleum, minerals and other
commodities . . .”

. state Cattlemens’ Associations,
state Farm Bureaus, and state Wool
Growers associations will provide
leadership to a major effort to assure
areas . . . are not needlessly added to
wilderness.

Any wilderness legislation adopted
by Congress should include the follow-
ing:

Hard release language prohibiting
management agencies from further wil-
derness area review unless directed by
Congress, rather than the “soft” re-
lease language supported by most pro-
wilderness groups . . .

Contain language that specifically
authorizes timely use of motorized-
mechanized equipment in wilderness
areas to allow grazers and the manag-
ing agency to care for livestock, range
improvements, fences and to control
predators.

Exclude wild and scenic rivers.

Protect the deteriorating quality of
alpine wilderness streams from infecti-
ous contamination resulting from high
concentrations of humans without be-
nefit of sanitary facilities. This would
be achieved by . . . limiting the number
of persons granted access to wilderness
areas; and . . . amend[ing] the wilder-
ness act to require installation of
adequate sanitation accomodations . .

Provide for increased grazing alloca-
tions whenever range conditions.allow
such increases. Inactive or vacant graz-
ing AUM’s are evidence that grazing
has been established, as required by
the wilderness act, and these inactive
or vacant AUM’s should be sufficient
criteria for the re-establishment of
grazing when range conditions allow it.

Provide for use of traditional pre-
dator control methods.

Require control of noxious weeds,
insects and diseases where they pose a
threat to adjacent lands . . . .

Livestock producers have a special
appreciation for the land. Realizing
their heavy dependence upon the use
of public lands to produce food and fiber
for America’s growing population,
stockmen must question federal land
management policies that restrict or
eliminate their use of this resource,
which would otherwise be wasted.
Livestock grazing has been proven to
be essential to proper management of
wildlife and other national resources.

The loss of the valuable renewable
forage resource from public lands is, in
effect, a loss to the entire nation. It is
a loss our nation need not, indeed can-
not, afford . . . .

In the long run . . . we believe it will
prove uneconomic for many livestock
producers to continue grazing in wilder-
ness areas unless significant modifica-
tions are made to the current restric-
tions placed on livestock management
in these areas.

In a good-faith effort, we will con-
tinue to work vigorously to modify
these restrictions, and to minimize ad-
ditional wilderness areas, particularly
where the wilderness values are dupli-
cated within a reasonable distance and
through redundant designation by
more than one land management
agency.

(The above is a condensed version of
a statement on wilderness adopted by
delegates from western state Farm
Bureaus, Cattlemen’s Associations
and Wool Growers’ Associations, meet-
ing in Salt Lake City, October 25-26,
1984. If yow're sick and tired of the wel-
fare ranchers’ continued control of our
public lands,” contact Denzel and
Nancy Ferguson, The Bunchgrass Re-
bellion, Star Route - Buck Gulch,
Bates, Oregon 97817 to offer your help

Moderate livestock stocking on New Mexico BLM lands. Photo by Dave Foreman.

principles to them. How could he do
such a thing, after having hosted
“Death Valley Days” for all those years?

To make a long and rather tedious

‘process short, the feds are proposing a

variety of possible fee arrangements
for public lands grazing — and all of
these proposals would raise the fee sub-
stantially over what it has been under
the PRIA formula. For instance, using
the proposed “Modified Market Value”
system, a rancher would pay $4.63 per
AUM (using 1983 data) instead of the
$1.40 actually paid that year. Another
proposed formula would yield a slightly
higher fee. But I feel that this “Mod-
ified Market Value” formula is the
fairest, least complicated and most con-
sistent.

Alas, the feds estimate that this in-
crease would only result in a decrease
of 5% in the number of head of livestock
on public ranges. But I think that they
are being overly optimistic (or pessimis-
tic, depending on your point of view).
I think that the impact would actually
be greater. Assume that such a move
pushed 5% of the public land ranchers
over the brink, an additional 5% (more
or less) of ranch land would go on the
market, and some of it would sell at
lower prices than ranches have been sel-
ling at previously. This would reduce
the appraised value of most other
ranches, and therefore reduce their col-
lateral, and thus their borrowing
power. As a result, the industry as a
whole would be brought even closer to
collapse. If this were coupled with tax
reform — real tax reform which elimi-
nates most of the extravagant tax
write-offs now associated with ranch-
ing, one would witness a mass exodus
from ranching by all the oil tycoons,
movie stars, dope dealers and others of
their ilk who now go into ranching
merely to take advantage of tax
loopholes. This mass exodus of geeks
would accelerate the downward sprial

in land values, and would eliminate all
but the strongest, most competitive
producers, most of whom do not oper-
ate on public lands, anyway. The ran-
chers who would be left would have to
actually manage their ranches, instead
of play-acting at being cowboys. The
net beneficiary would be the land itself,
as well as native species of flora and
fauna.

If you want to help eliminate the
most serious single environmental
scourge in the West, write:

GRAZING FEES
FS/BLM Central
324 25th St.
Ogden, UT 84401

Say that you favor increasing federal
grazing fees to bring them up to levels
in the private sector. You don’t have to
mention environmental considerations;
in fact, it may be best if you don’t. Just
mention things like: Proper allocation
of resources, debt reduction, ending
subsidies to a privileged class (ran-
chers), equity for producers on private
land (who produce 97% of the beef pro-
duced in this country, anyway), and the
importance of a fair return to the treas-
ury.
MORE IMPORTANT than your let-
ter to the above is to send copies of
your letter to every member of your
congressional delegation (who will be
under intense pressure from the range
cattle industry), to at least keep them
neutral on this issue. If you live in the
Midwest or East, there is a greater
chance that your Senators and Repre-
sentative will be favorable to an in-
crease in grazing fees, but do WRITE.

Remember, the feds behind this pro-
posal need all the help they can get.
Therefore, a copy of your letter will also
be valuable when sent to:

Mpyr. Dawvid Stockman
Director
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB)
New Executive Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20503

Sierra Club BLM specialist Debbie Sease getting to know her field. Photo by Dave

to get the cows off the public lands.) | 7" =
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THE

By Leon Czolgosz

Great Exchange - Part 2

The “Great Exchange,” the under-
handed attempt of the Reagan Admin-
istration to transfer vast acreages of
Forest Service lands to the Bureau of
Land Management and vice versa, con-
tinues unabated, despite almost univer-
sal condemnation. What seems most
ominous to this writer is the nebulous
nature of the whole exchange proposal
— it almost seems as if the terms of
the exchange are being changed from
day to day. Just what lands are, or are
not, supposed to be involved irt this
transfer? This is something that has
been difficult, if not impossible, to de-
termine.

Since public involvement has been
minimal, at best, and since statements
by administration officials have been
vague and full of platitudes, one has to
rely on rumor and “unofficial” leakages
from sympathetic bureaucrats to have
even the slightest idea of what really
is going on. Fortunately, there has been
no shortage of rumor.

The Nevada situation, which is
perhaps the single most odious part of
the “Great Exchange,” involving as it
does the proposed abolition of virtually
all National Forest lands in that state,
may be at a boiling point. The Nevada
State Legislature, the entire state Con-
gressional delegation, the officials of
many cities and counties throughout
the state, sportsmens’ groups, even
many ranchers — all have strongly con-
demned the proposal to abolish the
Toiyabe and Humboldt National
Forests. This, in the state that was the
stronghold of the so-called “Sagebrush
Rebellion,” the now-moribund cam-
paign to abolish the public lands and
turn them over to the corporate In-
terests. What gives? :

The best theory on why Nevadans
are united in opposition to the land ex-
change, according to our sources within
that state, is the “green-spot-on-the-
map” theory. To wit, the argument
goes, if Nevada’s National Forests are
abolished, then future highway maps of
Nevada will lose all those oddly-shaped
green sections which now stand out
against all that white blankness. In
other words, tourists traveling on I-80,
1-15 and U.S. 50 will not be tempted
to turn off the high road to seek out
any forested oases, any of those ru-
mored mountain lakes, ‘any of those
(yes, they do exist, believe it or not!)
mountain meadows. No, convinced that
all Nevada consists of is mile after mile
of sandy wastes, salt flats and sun-
baked, treeless hills, all those tourists
(and their dollars) will continue without
pause towards the California line or
Salt Lake City. Nevada, Gateway to
Utah? The thought must send shivers
down the spines of many a small-town
chamber of commerce functionary.
Even the lesser gambling interests
must be worried. Without any other at-
tractions, gamblers will confine their

If you really want to get wound up
m your letters, you might read Denzel
and Nancy Ferguson’s book Sacred
Cows at the Public Trough, which ought
to provide plenty of ammunition. What-
ever you do, write, and write soon. Sa-
cred Cows at the Public Trough is now
available free (only $1 for postage and
handling) from Earth First! POB 5871,
Tueson, AZ 85703 courtesy of Lynn
Jacobs and the Earth First! Founda-
tion. ;

A final bit of trivia: In New Mexico
recently, the Cattlegrowers Associa-
tion and the Rocky Mountain Legal
Foundation (Watt’s old outfit) success-
fully brought suit against the State Cor-
poration Commission to prevent it from
mandating telephone rate breaks for
the elderly poor. Really! For the sake
of equity, don’t you think that it’s about
time that the cowboys get a bit of their
own medicine? And speaking of equity,
they are the ones who are responsible
for the extinetion of the wolf, the near-
extinction of the grizz and many others.
Turnabout is fair play.

Big Don Schwarzenegger is a well-
known grazing reform activist in the
Southwest.

activities to Reno and Las Vegas, and
ignore the rest of the state.

Here’s where rumor comes in. While
officially bureaucrats of both the E.S.
and B.L.M. are adhering studiously to
the exchange schedule, other sources
indicate that something entirely differ-
ent may be going on behind the scenes.
Prompted by all the local furor, Re-
gional Forester J. S. Tixier and the
B.L.M. State Director have privately
requested F.S. Chief Max Peterson and
B.L.M. Chief Bob “Hereford” Burford
to exempt Nevada from the exchange.
So goes the rumor. . . we'll see if there’s
any truth to it.

Now, for another nasty turn in the
exchange drama. Arizona fared pretty
well in the original proposal. Although
the Prescott National Forest was slated
to get the axe, most of the Forest would
have remained with the F.S., although
administration would have been trans-
ferred to other Forests. Though one
portion of the Prescott would have gone
to B.L.M., that misfortune would have
more than been compensated for by
B.L.M. transfers to the F.S. One of
these compensations was that the Saf-
ford District of B.L.M., one of the
worst overgrazers in the nation (the
Safford District includes the San Simon
Valley, one of the classic cases of graz-
ing ruination in the history of the West)
was slated to lose much of its turf to
the Forest Service. This evidently
didn’t set well with certain powerful
grazing interests in the Safford area.

The proposal to terminate the Pre-
scott National Forest set off a firestorm
of protest in that part of the state.
Alarmed, administration officials ap-
parently have decided to back off on
this one. But not willing to emerge
without any booty at all, they have
come up with another scheme to sac-
rifice National Forest lands, and a par-
ticularly abhorrent one at that. In mid-
April, the two agencies announced that
four sections of the Coronado National
Forest — the Pinaleno Mountains, the
Santa Teresa Mountains, the Galiuro
Mountains, and the Winchester Moun-
tains, some 400,000 acres of forest
lands — were being transferred to —
you guessed it — the SAFFORD Dis-
trict of the B.L.M.

These Forest areas are of particular
ecological significance as northern ex-
tensions of Mexico’s Sierra Madre and
because they function as “Islands in the
Sky” biologically. All four of the moun-
tain ranges contain significent roadless
areas. The Galiuro Mountains and the
Santa Teresas both contain designated
Wilderness Areas, totaling over 100,000
acres (and with far more potential Wil-
derness contiguous). The Pinalenos
(Mount Graham, the third highest
mountain mass in Arizona) contain a
large, Congressionally-mandated Wil-
derness Study Area. The Winchesters
contained a RARE II roadless area, al-
though it was dropped during the re-
cent Arizona Wilderness Bill.

Environmentalists were quick to
criticize the proposed transfer. “The
B.L.M. is notoriously oriented toward
commodities. The Forest Service is
doing a much better job,” said Paul
Hirt, Conservation Chair for the Grand

Mt Gmha in Arizona’s Cornado National Forest to be transferved to BLM at urging
of local ranchers. Photo by Dave Foreman.

Canyon Chapter of the Sierra Club.
Ranchers, on the other hand, were ju-
bilant. The B.L.M. tried to defend its
record. One unidentified B.L.M. offi-
cial was quoted as saying that the
Forest Service was “in the pocket of the
environmental community. They really
cater to the recreational community,
rather than the people who pay the fees
(ie, the ranchers!)” Les Rosenkrance,
the Safford District Manager, stressed
the work his agency has done in recent
years to support recreation and
wildlife. “We have a very active wildlife
program,” he said. He cited in particu-
lar the success of B.L.M.’s manage-
ment of Aravaipa Canyon, a 5,000-acre
Wilderness Area popular with hikers.

Conservationists were unmoved by
such protestations. Hirt pointed out
that the Forest Service ranger district
that has its headquarters in Safford is
less than one-third the size of the ad-
joining B.L.M. district. Yet the Forest
Service presently protects 20 times as
much Wilderness in the region.

Exactly what was behind the Safford
scheme is difficult to determine, yet by
putting together bits and pieces of in-
formation one can come up with a
pretty good guess. It is fairly certain
that details of the proposal were
thrashed over and finalized at a meet-
ing held in Safford in early April. Pres-
ent at this meeting were Les Rosen-
krance, Safford District Manager for
the B.L.M., Robert B. Tippeconnic,
Supervisor of the Coronado National
Forest, Congressman Jim Kolbe and
one of his staff aides, Bill Carter of the
Graham County Board of Supervisors,
and Alan Day, rancher and holder of
one of the largest public land allotments
in the region. What were private citi-
zens doing at this meeting in which im-
portant public lands decisions were
being made? It was not a public meet-
ing; indeed, representatives of other in-
terest groups were unaware of its exis-
tence until much later (and even then
learned of it only through unofficial

Guadalupe Mountains in New Mico's Lincoln Nationa

GREAT EXCHANGE

channels). The whole thing smacks of
corruption: it is the sort of sordid affair
which might have taken place when
Harding was President and Albert
Bacon Fall was Interior Secretary.
Come to think of it, though, it’s really
not all that surprising that such things
are happening under this administra-
tion, now, is it?

Omne public meeting was held on the
Safford outrage (in Phoenix on April 17)
and that was a farce. Forest Service
and B.L.M. officials basically repeated
the same statements which they had al-
ready made, and refused to take public
testimony.

At the moment, it is impossible to
hazard a guess as to whether or not
the exchange proposal (or even any sig-
nificant portion of it) will be turned
aside by opponents. Certainly there is
widespread opposition, but it is
localized. On a national level, the Great
Exchange hasn’t made many waves yet.
For some inscrutable reason of their
own, the major national environmental
groups haven’t gone beyond the ex-
pected condemnatory statements. Let’s
hope that they know something that we
don’t.

The best hope of overturning the land
exchange still seems to lie with Con-
gress. Certainly, there are powerful fig-
ures in both the House and Senate who
have indicated their opposition. I would
urge anyone who is concerned about the
future of the public lands in this coun-
try to write both their Senators and
their Representative, and ask them to
kill the entire exchange program.
Perhaps there are places where an ex-
change of lands between the Forest Ser-
vice and the B.L.M. can be justified,
but let such proposals be submitted on
a case-by-case basis, with full provision
for public input. There is good reason
why the Great Exchange is being put
through so rapidly — the more it is ex-
posed to public scrutiny, the more un-
savory some of its aspects become.

I'll close on a lighter note. If one
looks at the national map of the land
exchange, there appears to be an ab-
surdly narrow finger of Forest Service
lands thrusting into the largely-B.L.M.
lands of south-central New Mexico.
This “finger” appears to contradict one
of the stated objectives of the land ex-
change: the consolidation of isolated
pockets into large blocks of land to be
held by one agency or the other. Wags
are referring to this “finger” as the
“Smokey the Bear Peninsula.” You see,
the “finger” contains the Lincoln Na-
tional Forest, the birthplace of the
genuine, ursine Smokey the Bear (al-
though the unfortunate Smokey spent
the bulk of his life incarcerated in a con-
crete-floored cell in the Washington,
D.C., Zoo, but that’s another story).
Obviously, some clever fellow had a
flash of brilliance when the lines were
being drawn for the exchange. “My
God, we can’t turn the home of Smokey
the Bear over to the B.L..M. What will
the PUBLIC say?”

orest to be tr;hsfrred to

BLM under Great Exchange. Photo by Dave Foreman.
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WELCOME TO EARTH FIRST!

By Dave Foreman

During the last several months, hun-
dreds of new people have discovered
the Earth First! movement and sub-
seribed to Earth First!. Welcome! It’s
a pleasure to have your support and to
know that you’re joining the rest of us
in uncompromising defense of natural
diversity. While all of these new sub-
scriptions and inquiries came pouring
in, we were trying to get Ecodefense
put together, move the office, as well
as handle the daily morass of producing
the journal, filling orders, and dealing
with a wide range of issues. Because
of that, many letters deserving per-
sonal replies did not receive such. For
that we apologize, but if all your letters
were given personal attention, nothing
else could be done by our small crew
here. We do read everything that comes
in to us and we do try to respond as
often as possible to those letters that
have specific questions, etc., but there
are just not enough hours in the day.
We hope your answers have been pro-
vided by the copies of Earth First! you
have received. If they haven’t or —
more importantly — if you want to be-
come active in the Earth First! move-
ment, contact your local EF! group or
contact person, write us again here in
Tueson, or, best of all, come to the
Round River Rendezvous in July and
really become part of the cause.

Because Earth First! is different
from other environmental groups,
there may be some things about it
which are unusual. Even though we are
an easy group of which to be an active
part, our different structure and style
may be confusing. So, for all of you —
newcomers and old-timers — here are
some things to keep in mind about
Earth First! and some suggestions for
being an active and effective Earth
Firstler.

* First of all, Earth First! is not an
organization, but a movement. There
are no “members” of Earth First!, only
Earth-Firstlers. A belief in biocentrism
(deep ecology) and a practice of Earth
first, makes one an “Earth Firstler.”
There are no membership dues or
cards.

* Because Earth First! is a
philosophy, instead of a specific group,
Earth Firstlers can be active as Earth
First! or as members of other environ-
mental groups such as the Sierra Club.
Regardless, we try to promote a
philosophy of Deep Ecology, uncom-

EARTH

By Lance Christie

Yes, Hayduke, there is an Earth
First! Foundation. It is even registered
as a 501.c.3 tax-exempt educational and
charitable organization with the Inter-
nal Revenue Service. Contributions to
the Earth First! Foundation are there-
fore tax deductible. This means you
have a choice between sending Ronnie
your hard-earned lucre for the MX, log-
ging roads and the salaries of the Fred-
dies, or sending it to the Earth First!
Foundation for the tree-huggers.

The Articles of Incorporation of the
Foundation state its purpose to be . .
. to preserve and restore environmental
quality and to promote the conserva-
tion and protection of natural re-
sources, including, without limitation,
the Earth’s wildlands, its roadless and
wilderness areas, its wildlife and its
natural ecosystems.” The philosophy
and values underlying the Foundation’s
activities are those of Deep Ecology.
The Foundation funds projects proceed-
ing from a Deep Ecology viewpoint
which advance the purposes of the
Foundation. The Foundation’s activities
thus far have been for rainforest and
temperate forest wilderness preserva-
tion.

The Foundation has a particular in-
terest this year (1985) in providing
small grants to local wilderness advo-
cacy groups in support of their “educa-
tional and charitable” activity. Since
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promising defense of natural diversity,
and call for visionary wilderness pro-
posals and stands on a wide range of
issues.

* Because Earth First! is not an or-
ganization, there are no formal officers,
or any hierarchy. There are “leaders”
of course — but leaders in the sense of
individuals who have won the respect
and trust of others for what they have
done and for their strategic sense —
not because they hold a formal title or
fill an artificial office.

* Earth First! The Radical Environ-
mental Journal is an independent part
of the Earth First! movement. It is set
up as a business to publish the newspa-
per eight times a year, sell and distri-
bute t-shirts, caps, bumperstickers,
ete. to help fund the movement, pro-
duce books and other publications, etc.
While the bunch that works on these
projects is independent, we work to
perform a service to the broad Earth
First! movement. While Earth First! is
not formally. the “newsletter” of the
Earth First! movement, it functions as
such. Money brought in through sub-
seriptions and sales of merchandise is
recycled back into the active elements
of the movement.

* There are other independent parts
of the Earth First! movement as well,
including the Earth First! Foundation
to which contributions are tax-deducti-
ble and which makes grants to projects
within the movement; the annual
Round River Rendezvous which is the
tribal gathering of the stronghearts;
the various local, regional or state
Earth First! groups which cover a wide

local wilderness groups with an affinity
for the Earth First! movement have a
propensity to engage in direct action
such as civil disobedience, an explana-
tion of what a tax-exempt foundation
can and cannot fund, and how such local
groups can benefit from Earth First!
Foundation grant support, is needed:

According to law, there are essen-
tially only two categories of activity a
501.c.3 tax-exempt foundation cannot
be involved in: (1) lobbying for or
against particular items of legislation
or political candidates, and (2) directly
advocating or supporting illegal activ-
ity. Anything else which is consistent
with the purposes of the foundation is
legal.

In general, direct action which in-
volves civil disobedience (a violation of
law, usually criminal trespass) is done
for one or both of two reasons: First,
its purpose is to attract public attention
and thus moral outrage to the issue
over which the action is being taken,
e.g., wanton destruction of an irrep-
laceable wilderness. Second, its pur-
pose may be to delay the destruction
of a wilderness in order that the matter
can be heard in court. All of the follow-
ing examples of activity which support
these purposes are “educational” (to
the public and/or the court) and “char-
itable” (to the forest, wildlife, good old
Mom, and the enlightened interests of
the public), and can be supported
through grants from a tax-exempt

range of organizational styles and struc-
tures. Many of these local groups have
their own bank accounts, periodic news-
letters, mailing lists, ete.

* Barth First! was not formed to en-
compass the entire environmental
movement, or even all students of Deep
Ecology or all militant environmen-
talists. The green fist and monkey-
wrench were consciously chosen as our
symbols as was the name “Earth First!”
— always with the exclamation point!
We represent a specific point of view,
a certain style, a particular vigor —and
we don’t plan to change. We never en-
visioned Earth First! as being a huge
mass movement (in fact, some of us are
downright surprised that there are that
many other Earth Firstlers out there!).
While there is a broad diversity within
Earth First!. from animal rights
vegetarians to wilderness hunting
guides, from monkeywrenchers to care-
ful followers of Gandhi, from rowdy
backwoods buckaroos to thoughtful
philosophers, from bitter misanthropes
to true humanitarians, there is a gen-
erai comfortableness with both this di-
versity and with the “hardass” (in
Stewart Brand’s words) militant style
of Earth First!. If you find yourself un-
comfortable with it, don’t try to change
it — we've been through that a
thousand times before. Either decide
you can handle the diversity or find
your environmental group elsewhere.
(There are independent groups we’ve
helped to establish such as the Cathe-
dral Forest Action Group which contain
people who are uncomfortable with
Earth First!. That’s fine. Everyone has

FIRST! FOUNDATION

foundation:

* Research, preparation and repro-
duction of materials on a threatened
wilderness, presenting its wilderness
values, the history of efforts to pre-
serve it, irregularities and violations of
law in its management and plans for it,
ete., for presentation to the public and/
or media.

* Preparation of amicus curae briefs
for presentation in court proceedings
concerning wilderness areas, the envi-
ronment, etc.

* Filing of suits against federal agen-
cies or other parties to force compliance
with existing law where failure to com-
ply is alleged, e.g., in following the law
concerning preparation of Land Use
Plans, Environmental Impact State-
ments, timber sales, mineral leases,
and so on ad nauseum.

* Organizing conferences, work-
shops, training camps, media events,
and other forums for presenting “educa-
tional” materials to the public. Such
events must be open to the public, and
not restricted to members of a particu-
lar group, organization, or the like.

People who choose to attend or par-
ticipate in such educational and charita-
ble activity may elect to blockade
bulldozers or lobby for wilderness bills
on their own time. This is none of the
Foundation’s business. We require gran-
tees to sign statements that they will
not use the grant for lobbying, political,
or illegal purposes, and ask people who

to find their own tribe. And, of course,
some people who subscribe to Earth
First!. may not be actual Earth
Firstlers but just find this newspaper
to be one of the freshest, most exciting,
informative, and provocative environ-
mental publications in the world) Local
EF! groups also create their own pecul-
iar styles, and there are differences be-
tween- Oregon Earth First! and Mon-
tana Earth First!, between Florida
Earth First! and Wyoming Earth
First!, between the Bay Area Earth
First! and Salt Lake City Earth First!.

WHAT
YOU
CAN DO

Given all of this, how do you become
active with Earth First!?

1) Come to the Round River Rendez-
vous this July, chew the fat around the
campfire, meet other folks, discuss the
issues and make plans for action. Full
details on the RRR are contained else-
where in this issue.

2) Get in touch with your local contact
listed in the Earth First! Directory and
become active with other Earth
Firstlers in you area. If there is no local
EF'! group, help start one. Have your-
self listed in the EF'! Directory as a con-
tact. There will be a workshop on local
EF! groups at the Rendezvous. Marcy
Willow (listed in the Directory) acts as
an overall contact for local groups. Get
in touch with her. If you'd like copies
of EF! letterhead (no address on it) to
use for your loeal group, contact us in
Tueson. :

3) If you're already active in an en-
vironmental group, try to get it to take
a biocentrie, more hard-line stand on
issues. Encourage the Sierra Club, Au-
dubon Society, state-wide wilderness
groups, ete. to be more militant. By
becoming active with such groups, you
can work your way up into a position
of influence, and slowly lead them to
stronger positions.

are being paid for their time to keep a
simple project timesheet so we can
demonstrate, if necessary, that the
time for which they were paid for their
services was different than the time
they spent getting arrested or lobby-
ing.

Representatives of the Earth First!
Foundation will be traveling with Mike
Roselle and Randy Hayes on the rain-
forest road show in California and Ore-
gon in April and May, and look forward
to meeting with local groups in these
areas. We also plan to offer workshops
at the Round River Rendezvous in July
to people who would like to develop pro-
posals to the Foundation.

You can send your proposal for a
grant to, or request the Funding Guide
and any other information from the
Earth First! Foundation at POB 6206,
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87502.

The Earth First! Foundation hopes
to help fund local Earth First! groups
and activities in Oregon, Montana,
Wyoming, California, Arizona,
Alaska and other areas this year, as
well as ongoing campaigns on tropi-
cal rainforest preservation. To be able
to provide grassroots Earth Firstlers
with the money to uncompromisingly
defend natural diversity and wild-
ness, the Earth First! Foundation
needs your contribution. To make a
tax-deductible contribution to the
Earth First! Foundation, merely send
it to them at POB 6206, Santa Fe, NM
87502. Your money will go a long way.



4) Testify at hearings as an Earth
First! representative. Develop EF! po-
sitions on issues, organize others to
support them. Be sure to take a vision-
ary, no-compromise stand.

5) Develop EF'! wilderness proposals
in your area. Read EF'! to see the kind
of proposals we've already developed.
Organize field trips into your area. The
Yule (Dec 22) 1983 EF'! has guidelines
on how to do an EF! wilderness pro-
posal.

6) Organize demonstrations to focus
attention on important environmental
issues, or otherwise dramatize them.
Read EF! for ideas on what other
EF'!ers have done in this regard. Be
creative. i

7) Set up an EF! meeting in your
area. We'll send out a mailer to all the
subseribers in your area (at no charge
to you). Meet other folks, establish
priorities, make plans. Do something.
Two or three EFl!ers can accomplish
a lot. :

8) Show our movie “The Cracking of
Glen Canyon Damn” to your local Sierra
Club, university, or EF'! group. You can
order it from us for $25 rental.

9) Arrange for your state-wide en-
vironmental group or university to in-
vite an Earth First! spokesperson to
speak. Dave Foreman is available as a
speaker, particularly when travel ex-
penses can be arranged.

10) If you'’re facing an important issue
locally, you may want Mike Roselle or
another EF! outside agitator to come
and meet with your group, conduct a
non-violent preparation, and help
catalyze an action.

11) We will front you EF'! t-shirts,
bumperstickers, and extra copies of the
newspaper for promotion or fund-rais-
ers. Sell EF! stuff or distribute the
paper at environmental conferences or
on college campuses. Contact Nancy
Morton in Tucson to make arrange-
ments.

12) Write articles for Earth First!.
Keep all of Earth First! informed on
what’s going on in your area, give other
EF! activists tips on what you’re doing.
Photos of actions or threatened areas
(b & w or slides) add considerable in-
terest to your story.

13) Get involved in the Earth First!/
Rainforest Action Group international
campaign to preserve tropical rain-
forests around the world. Contact
Randy Hayes in San Francisco (see EF!
Directory) for information.

14) Take part in important EF'! proj-
ects such as the Middle Santiam Block-
ade in Oregon. Oregon EF'! needs sup-
port now. They are establishing a camp
in the forest and need people to main-
tain it. Volunteers are needed in their
office in Corvallis. Dedicated activists
are needed to take part in demonstra-
tions, direct action, or provide support
for such actions. See the article in this
issue.

15) Get involved in national EF! issue
campaigns: Grizzly Bears, National
Forests, Acid Rain, ete.

16) Set up a regional meeting of

EARTH FIRST! DIRECTORY

GRASSROOTS EARTH FIRST! —
AN ATTEMPTED EXPLANATION

The grassroots structure of Earth First! is partly that of
a movement and partly that of a specific organization.
It ranges from active, functioning Earth First! groups
covering an entire state or region (such as New Mexico
EF!, Florida EF!, San Francisco Bay Area EF!or Missoula
EF!) to more or less affiliated groups (such as the
Southern Utah Wilderness Association, Western Colorado
State College Whitewater Club or Appalachian Survival).
Some of these groups put out their own newsletters or
regular mailings, some have meetings, all do things. There
are also a number of areas where there is not an actual
EF! group but where there is a local contact for EF!.
There are others that fall somewhere in between. If you
want to become locally active with Earth First!, contact
the person listed for your area (this listing makes no
effort at division of actual groups and contacts). If no one
is listed for your area, and you would like to be a local
contact or have alocal EF!group listed, please send your
name, address and phone number to Earth First!
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Earth First!

POB 235

Ely, NV 89301

(702) 289-8636

LOCAL GROUP
COORDINATION
Marcy Willow
Oregon Earth First!
POB 3953

Eugene, OR 97403

EARTH FIRST!
FOUNDATION

POB 6206

Sante Fe, NM 87501

MIDDLE SANTIAM
BLOCKADE HQ
824 SW 10th St.
Corvallis, OR 97333
(503) 754-9151 or
753-8725

Earth First! Rainforest
Randy Hayes

c/o 1045 Sansome St
San Francisco, CA 94111
(415)433-7373 or T71-8012

AUSTRALIA

John Seed

Rainforest Information Centre
POB 368, Lismore

New South Wales 2480
Australia

CANADA

David Barbarash

c/0 AANN Publishers

PO Box 915, Stn. F
Toronto, Ontario M4Y 2N9

JAPAN

Rick Davis

612 Kyoto-shi, Fushimi-ku
Fukakusa, Sanoyashiki-cho,
21-1

Tanaka-kata

Kyoto, JAPAN

(075) 643-2090

WESTERN SOLOMON
ISLANDS

Vincent Vaguni and

Job Dudley Tausinga
Rainforest Information Centre
POB 31 Munda

Western Solomon Islands

ALASKA

Juneau — R. Farnell
POB 1756

Juneau, AK 99802

ARIZONA Earth First!
POB 5871 .
Tucson, AZ 85703
(602)744-0623

ARKANSAS
Feels The Wind
Rte 1

Jasper, AR 72641

CALIFORNIA
Arcata — Bill Devall
POB 21

Arcata, CA 95521
(707) 822-8136

Bakersfield — Jay Skiles
205 Universe A
Bakersfield, CA 93308
(805) 327-1711

Berkeley — Karen Pickett
POB 83 Canyon, CA 94516
(415)548-2220(EcologyCenter)
376-7329 H

Cayucos — Tom Banks
81 9th
Cayucos, CA 93430

Chico ~ Mitch Wyss

POB 1373

Chico, CA 95927

(916) 342-3078

Davis - Liudyte Novickis
1111 J St #156

Davis, CA 95616

Fresno — Michael Bordenave
SAFE

3771 Circle Drive West
Fresno, CA 93704

Julian — John C. Wilburn
POB 563
Julian, CA 92036

Los Angeles —Peter Bowler
560 St Anns
Laguna Beach, CA 92651

Or Janell Lundgren-Dolan
22410 Old Elsinore

Cerris, CA 92370
(714)943-1451

Mad River — Larry Glass,

South Fork Mountain Defense Committee

Drawer F
Mad River, CA 95552

Marin County — Tim Jeffries
22 Claus Circle

Fairfax, CA 94930

(415) 456-7433

Monterey — Keith Vandevere
867 Lottie Street

Monterey, CA 93940

(408) 646-9541

San Diego — Linda Svendsen
POB 2236

Leucadia, CA 92024

(619) 436-3927

San Francisco — Greg Dubs

968 Page Street No. 6

San Francisco, CA 94117

(415) 864-3260

Santa Barbara — Margot M. Early
926 Camino del Sur #B

Isla Vista, CA 93117
(805)968-6819

Santa Cruz — Dennis P. Davie
c/o POB 651

Capitola, CA 95010
(408)425-3865

Jean Brocklebank

318 Rigg St

Santa Cruz, CA 95060
(408)426-9266

Turlock —

Don Presley

POB 1300
Turlock, CA 95381
(209) 634-8741

Ukiah — Tom Forest
POB 204
Calpella, CA 95418

COLORADO

Boulder — Richard Ling
1020 13th #K

Boulder, CO 80302

Jeremiah Kaplan
787 Ithaca

Boulder Colorado 80303
(303) 499-1167

Colorado Springs — Eric Johnson
Tenney House

Colorado College

Colorado Springs, Co 80903

Ft. Collins — Chris Johnson
1850 Laporte #B9

Ft. Collins, CO 80521

(303) 482-2382

Golden — Forest
16815 W. 10th Avenue
Golden, CO 80401
(303) 278-2097

Gunnison — Scotty Sidner
308 S. 12th St.

Gunnison, CO 81230

(303) 641-2829

Telluride — Art Goodtimes
Box 1008

Telluride, CO 81435

(303) 728-4301

CONNECTICUT
Nina Churchman
Yale Divinity School
409 Prospect Street
New Haven, CT 06510

DIST. OF COLUMBIA
Terry J. Harris

108 North Adams Street
Rockville, MD 20850
(301) 762-1312

OR

Lee Few

7610 Glenolden Pl
Manassas, VA 22211
(703) 361-2239

FLORDIA

Ronnie Hawkins
10830 SW 85th Ct
Gainesville, FL 32608
(904)495-9203

Honolulu, HI 96808
(808) 531-0375

IDAHO

Boise — Paul Fritz
Box 1772

Boise, ID 83701
(208) 384-9907

Ketchum — CW Pomeroy
Box 1765
Ketchum, ID 83340

Southeast — Rod Adams
87 Louella

Blackfoot, ID 83221

(208) 785-2182

ILLINOIS

Earth First! Chicago
240 Dover Circle
Lincolnshire Woods
Lake Forrest, IL 60045

- (312) 295-2771

INDIANA

Allan Sindelar & Marijean Stephenson
3415 Stone Rd

Marion, IN 46953

(317)674-5670

KANSAS

Daniel Dancer
Sleeping Beauty Ranch
Oskaloosa, KS 66066

LOUISIANA

Stephen Duplantier
POB 512

Abita Springs, LA 70420

MAINE ;

Gary Lawless

Box 687

South Harpswell, ME 04079

MARYLAND

Leonard J. Kerpelman
2403 West Rozgers
Baltimore, MD 21209
(301) 367-8855

MASSACHUSETTS
Elfin Permaculture
POB 202

Orange, MA 10364
(617) 544-7810

MICHIGAN

Jeffrey Joel

POB 8604

Ann Arbor, MI 48107
(313)996-8048

MINNESOTA
Robert Kuhlberg
410 1/2 S. Front #4
Mankato, MN 56001

MISSOURI

Sue Skidmore

1364 S. Plaza '
Springfield, MO 65804
(417) 882-2947

MONTANA

Billings — Randall Gloege
343 North Rimroad
Billings, MT 59102

(406) 256-0965

Bozeman — Mike Bond
16320 Cottonwood
Bozeman, MT 59715
(406) 763-4507

Missoula — Barb Steele
Rt 1 Box 44K

St. Ignatius, MT 59865
(406) 745-3212

OR

Rose Zechman
POB 622

Milltown, MT 59851
(406) 258-6014

NEBRASKA
Jack Ellis

2928 N 83rd #234
Omaha, NE 68134
(402) 571-5629

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Bill Chamberlin

RR 1, Box 225

Alstead Center, NH 03602

NEW JERSEY

Stacey Washko

91 Jones Ave

New Brunswick, NJ 08901
(201)249-5229

NEW MEXICO

Roy Durfee

POB 40219
Albuquerque, NM 87196
(505) 266-0464

OR -

Allison Brody

707%A 12th NW
Albuquerque, NM 87102
(505) 243-0427

Santa Fe — Rue Christie
POB 6206
Santa Fe, NM 87501

NEW YORK

Buffalo — Alternative Press
56 Harriman Hall

SUNY

Buffalo, NY 14214

(716) 831-2412

Roch

127 Vassar
Rochester, NY 14607
(716) 461-0797

NORTH CAROLINA
Asheville — Jay Gertz
120 High Valley
Alexander, NC 28701

— Gary B tt

¢, Salt Lake:City. —

OHIO — Students for

the Environment
Dev Weiss
University School
2785 SOM Center Road
Hunting Valley, Ohio 44022
Stephen S. Walker
23549 Stanford Road
Shaker Heights Ohio 44122
Kevin Everhart
Antioch College
Student Mail Room
Yellow Springs, OH 45387
OKLAHOMA
Forrest L. Johnson
1402 Rebecca Lane
Norman, OK 73069
(405)364-3555 or 325-5513
OREGON
Corvallis — Cecelia Ostrow
824 SW 10th St
Corvallis, OR 97333
(503) 754-9151

Eastern Oregon — Ric Bailey
POB 605

Joseph, OR 97846

(503) 432-2165

Eugene — Isabel Archer
POB 3953
Eugene, OR 97403
(503) 686-4356
Grants Pass —
Steve Marsden
POB 212
Williams, OR 97544
(503) 474-0259
Portland — Melinda Lee
Rt 3 Box 157A
Sherwood, OR 97140
(503)628-2814
PENNSYLVANIA
John McFarland
Delaware River —
POB 179
Pt. Pleasant, PA 18950
Lewisburg — David Hafer
POB 65
Lewisburg, PA 17837
(717) 523-3107
TENNESSEE
Gordon M. Burghardt
Department of Psychology
University of Tennessee
Knoxville, TN 37996
(615) 974-3300
TEXAS
Austin — David Orr
2610 Rio Grande
Austin, TX 78705
Dallas/Ft. Worth —
Don McDowell
2640 Patricia Ln #201
Garland, TX 75041
Gatlin Mitchell
1730 6th Avenue
Fort Worth, TX 76110
UTAH
Escalante — Robert Weed
Box 348 .
Esealante; UTi84726:.'1

Spurs Jackson
POB 26221

Salt Lake City, UT 84126
(801) 355-2154

VERMONT

Burlington Environmental
Alliance

POB 9233

South Burlington, VT 05401

VIRGINIA

Staunton — Alan Kinchloe
Route 1, Box 54A

Millboro, VA 24460

OR

Robert Mueller

Rt. 1 Box 250
Staunton, VA 24401
(703) 885-6983

WASHINGTON

Seattle — George Draffan
5319 9th Ave NE

Seattle, WA 98105

Shelton — Mel Winge
3000 Johns Prairie Road No. 14
Shelton, WA 98584

WEST VIRGINIA
J.R. Spruce
Box 222-ARR 1
Ridgeley, WV 26753
(304) 738-2212
WISCONSIN
Ashland — SAGE

c/o Beth Shandles
Northland College
Ashland, WI 54806
(715)682-4563 ext 492
Eagle-Eco-Runners EF!
Tim Byers

1109 B Fremont
Stevens Pt, WI 54481
(715) 344-8237

OR Cindy Minnick
(715) 344-7253

Madison — Bob Kaspar
305 North Sixth Street
Madison, WI 53704
(608) 241-9426

Pembine — Coldfoot Creek
Route 1

Pembine, WI 54156

(715) 324-6422

Southeast — Meri Kuehn
113 Washington St.

Iron Ridge, WI 53035
(414) 625-3816

WYOMING

Jackson —
Hiroshima Svendsen
Box 2166*

EF!ers in your area (South, New Eng-
land, Southwest, Midwest, ete.). con-
tact the other regional contacts to plan
a regional EF! strategy session as has
the Northwest.

17) Write letters in response to arti-
cles in Earth First!.

18) Read Earth First!, get ideas, be
creative, and act!

19) Read our new book Ecodefense:
A Field Guide to Monkeywrenching
and. . . .

LOCAL GROUP COORDINATION instead of directly to e e
paper. Contact Marcy at: Oregon  Jackson WY 83001
: (307) 733-4793

Although Earth First! is more charge of updating the Earth . Earth First! POB 3953, Eugene, S

of a r'novement than a formal First! Directory page and all ad- OR 97403 (503.), 343204?' Re- goa?;“o;)% Eng'ecrsli*t'}"gf:g:: :

organization and all Earth First! | dress changes and new contacts | quests for additional copies of  Laramie, WY 82071

local, state or regional groups are | should be sent to Marcy. She will | Farth First! to distribute or for «0NeaR0N

independent, there is still a need | send out periodic memos to local | Wholesale orders of EF! T-shirts, gheridan - Vistara Parham

for some central coordinationand | contacts with suggestions for or- { Dats, bumperstickers, etc., for 3s Redpoll Lane RR3

communication. Marcy Willow, | ganizing and action. Reports for | local EF! groups to sell should gpyigan, WY 82801

Associate Editor of Earth First!, | publication in Earth First! on | Still be sent to Nancy Morton ¢/o 507 674-4795

is offering to serve that clearing- ' activities of local EF! groups ‘the Earth F irst! newspaper.

house function. She will be in should also be sent to Marcy - soo
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CRITTERS SAY “HELL, NO!” TO BIG

Ken Old Coyote (Crow) stands guard to ensure that Bighorn Forest Supervisor Ed
Schultz doesn’t escape as Smokey reads the Critters’ plea.

By Vistara Parham

The recently-released draft forest
plan for the Bighorn National Forest
has been labeled “the worst in the na-
tion” by environmental groups (which
is saying a lot, considering some of the
other forest plans which have surfaced
recently). The Bighorn plan is so bla-
tantly anti-wildlife, anti-wilderness
and pro-corporate convenience and
profit, that hundreds, perhaps
thousands of local residents, many of
whom ordinarily would be silent, are
voicing their opposition.

The proposed plan, which calls for
2,555 miles of new road construction
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over the next 50 years, is both absurd
and criminal. Upon completion of the
plan, no portion of the Bighorn National
Forest (aside from the inadequate
Cloud Peak Wilderness Area) will be
more than 370 yards from a road! It
means massive clearcutting, severe
damage to wildlife populations
(through loss of habitat and increased
hunting pressure), and irreversible
damage to soils and watershed. The
plan (and others like it on other
Forests) are tailor-made for maximiza-
tion of short-term profits for oil, gas
and timber interests.

Under the present Administration,
logging and destructive clearcutting on
the National Forests have greatly accel-
erated. Most of the remaining timber
is old-growth in remote areas which
cannot be economically harvested and
reforested. As a result, taxpayers are
subsidizing the industry through def-
icit timber sales. You and I are being
forced to cover the costs of this un-
economical logging to ensure a profit
for the corporations. The number of Na-
tional Forests that lost money on their
timber sales rose from 67% to 79% be-
tween 1975 and 1982. The total dollar
loss to taxpayers jumped during this
period from a yearly average of $30 mil-
lion to $234 million in 1982, a year in
which not one Forest Service Region
in the West earned more than was spent
for administrative and road building
costs.

On March 8, Wyoming Earth First!
held a significant demonstration in
Sheridan against the Bighorn Forest
Plan. Dressed in animal costumes, and
led by Smokey the Bear, more than 30
local citizens marched to the Super-
visor’s Office and placed Forest Super-
visor Edward L. Schultz under mock
arrest for attempting to destroy our
last remaining wild forest lands.

Despite warnings from some ele-
ments of the environmental community
that the action would turn people off,
“conservative” Sheridan LOVED it.
The parade down mainstreet (which in-
cluded a police escort) elicited a LOT
of honking and other support from pass-
ers-by. A local rancher wrote some
poetry called “The Critter Party,”
warning Supervisor Schultz to pay at-
tention to what the critters said “or
else.” Three vehicles, filled with ani-
mals, dead trees and beautiful posters
and banners (“Save Our Homes From
Forest Service Extremism,” ete.),
cruised along behind the escort, while
our ample sound system filled the
streets with shouts of:

“Save our wildlife
Save our land

Say ’Hell No’ to the Forest Plan”

And the sounds of the following song,
to the tune of Woody Guthrie’s This
Land is Your Land :

“This land is your land, this land is my
land
from the Little Big Horn to the Cloud
Peak highlands
from the lodgepole forests, to the
rolling prairie
this land was made for you and me.

As I went walking that Red Grade
Highway,

I saw above me that endless skyway
I saw below me that Little Goose
Valley,

THIS LAND WAS MADE FOR YOU
AND ME.”

We marched the last block to the
Freddie office and made a semi-circle
around the entrance. Schultz came out
looking rather sheepish. Smokey the
Bear and friend Mouse did the follow-
ing skit:

“Dear Mr. Schultz,

We animals want to speak to you
today about this Forest Plan. When we
saw it, we were so shocked, because,
va know, Mr. Schultz, that’s our homes
that you’re talking about choppin’ up.

So we went to some of our human
friends and asked them to please help
stop this plan, and they did try . . .
but when they told us the Forest Ser-
vice doesn’t believe in democracy, that
made us real sad . . . we just couldn’t
believe it could be like that in‘America.

And since the Forest Service
wouldn’t listen to the humans, we crit-
ters decided we had better get together
and take some kind of action, cuz our
kids gotta have homes ya know . . . and
also for all them human folks that love
the forest too.

So we had a wild animal meetin’ and
here’s what we cum up with:

That we critters, on behalf of all the
animal and plant communities of the
Big Horns are hereby servin’ Papers on
the Forest Service . . . and are hereby
chargin’ them with the following infrac-
tions of Mother Nature’s LAWS:




' FOREST PLAN

Mouse: “We’re chargin’ you with:

1) Intention to destroy wildlife
habitat by addin’ over 2,000 miles of
roads, and yer Honor, them roads just
don’t go away, even if ya call 'em ’closed’
later on.

2) Intention to do massive clearcut-
ting an’ bulldozin’ and we critters know,
sure as shootin’, that means “no place
to hide” and bad water. (Bear: How
would you like your home to be “multi-
ple use?”)

3) And, furthermore, this here plan
will destroy the natural balance of the
ecosystem . . . and Sir . . . that just
AIN'T acceptable . . . neither to the
natural world, nor to those critters who
love it.

So HEAR THIS: We critters made
a plan. We discussed it and cum to the
conclusion that we're all gonna stick to-
gether (two-legged and four-legged).
We're gonna battle this thing out, we
are . . . And Sir, we ain’t a-gonna quit
until this here plan is STOPPED.

Now, in front of GOD and everybody,
you been served papers by these here
critters, and yer Honor, we respectfully
request that you mend your ways . . .
that would be plum good.”

After all this, Schultz told some lies
about how much better off the wildlife
are since the Forest Service has been
“managing” the forest . . . only 35% of
roadless areas in the forest would be
cut . . . not bad at all, he said.

Many of the employees inside the
building were laughing and sending
their support — they really enjoyed
seeing their boss getting accused and
arrested by the critters. More events
by the Critters are planned for the fu-
ture.

Wyoming Earth First! has vowed an
all-out battle to protect the ecosystem
of the Bighorn from the senseless
whims of the bureaucrats.

Earth First! advocates the following
as part of its own pian for the Bighorn 4
National Forest:

*Protection of all roadless areas. Wil-
derness does not survive when it is
chopped up into small pieces — it re-
quires an undivided ecosystem. Earth
First! proposes approximately 845,000
acres of Wilderness for the Bighorn, in
the following units: Cloud Peak, ==
400,000 acres; Little Big Horn, 200,000
acres; Horse Creek Mesa, 105,000
acres; Walker Prairie, 65,000 acres;
Bighorn South, 50,000 acres; Grom-
mund Creek, 25,000 acres.

*Barth First! proposes preserving
what we already have, which by defini-
tion makes us the conservatives. The
Forest Service, in wanting to radically
alter the fundament, are the ex-
tremists.

*We demand public input and demo-
cratic process. The Bighorn Forest is
OUR Forest. Public sentiment over-
whelmingly supports protection of the
Forest. The Forest Service, with their
draft plan, is acting in blatant disregard
for public sentiment. We call upon the
Freddies to obey the law and do what
we have hired them to do; namely to
properly manage our irreplaceable
forest land.

For more information on how you can
help save the Bighorn National Forest,
contact:

V. B. Parham
32 Redpoll Lane RR3
Sheridan, WY 82801
(307) 674-4795
Also, write a letter to the Bighorn
National Forest supporting the Earth
First! recommendations or the Forest
Plan, including 845,000 acres of Wil-
derness. Write:
Edward L. Schultz
Forest Supervisor
Bighorn National Forest
1969 S. Sheridan Ave.
Sheridan, WY 82801

(Editor’s note: Under the Great Ewx-
change between the Forest Service and
Bureau of Land Management proposed
by the Reagan Junta, the entire
Bighorn National Forest will be given
to the Bureau of Livestock and Mining
— who knows what additional evil will
befall the poor critters of the Bighorn
under the even-more corporate oriented
BLM?)
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RIVER OF NO RETURN

By Mike Medberry

While every eco-freak in Idaho was
pushing for or against some sort of
Idaho Wilderness Bill last year, the
Forest Service was busily preparing (al-
beit a year-and-a-half behind schedule),
a Wilderness Management Plan
(WiMP) for the existing 2.3 million acre
Frank Church-River of No Return Wil-
derness. The plan seems to have slip-
ped in like an unannounced case of
herpes. At first glance the RNR WiMP
appears to be beyond cure, but perhaps
with  persistence the pernicious
symptoms can be overcome. Perhaps.

What has happened to the RNR
should remind activists to slug for Wil-
derness Management Plans that put
Wilderness before management, as well
as to continue fighting for Wilderness
designation without compromise. The
battle is not finished when a law is
signed to designate an area as Wilder-
ness; the battle lines are simply red-
rawn and the fight turns to one over
“planning” and “management.”

The River of No Return WiMP is a

first-class example of a fourth-rate
_plan. By way of history: the Central
Idaho Wilderness Act which designated
the River of No Return Wilderness in
1980 required the Forest Service to pre-
pare a WiMP within three years and to
incorporate it into the relevant Forest
Plans. The 1980 law was full of
loopholes: it allows cobalt mining in a
“Special Mining Management Zone”
within the Wilderness, allows the use
of airplanes on 24 landing strips (7 of
which are operated by the U.S.E.S. and
the remainder of which are private),
and allows corridors (with access roads)
within the Wilderness to allow for gold
mining. Lousy compromises, but neces-
sary.

Necessary? Well, after spending
three months in the RNR Wilderness
last Autumn, I have come to wonder if
Wilderness designation for the RNR
has protected anything at all. What we
have now is a bad law supported by a
worse management plan.

Wilderness management, if it is to be
worthwhile, must preserve the wilder-
ness character for an area by repairing
past damage done by humans and by
preventing more damage in the future.
This goal, with the addition of language
for “accommodating legally excepted
uses” (mining, air traffic, roads, etc.)
is even given lip service in the RNR
WiIiMP. Goals and objectives are fine
things, when well conceived, but if they
are not backed up by (1) an accurate
understanding of the present situation,
(2) reasonable assumptions about what
can and ought to be done, and (3) direc-
tions or actions which effectively imple-
ment the right policy, then the goals
and the plan are worthless. A purse
without coin, as Melville observed, is
but a rag.

The River of No Return WiMP is di-
vided into sections which describe an
issue in terms of Forest Service objec-
tives, the present situation, assump-

Does the RNR need more bridges over the Salmon? Photo by Dave Foreman.
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WILDERNESS WiMP

Middle Fork of the Salmon, River of No Return Wilderness. Photo by Dave Foreman.

tions about the issue, and the manage-
ment decision. In this manner of organi-
zation it is like most other WiMP’s.

To illustrate how this process can be
corrupted, let us examine the issue of
transportation within the RNR Wilder-
ness as it is presented in the WiMP.
Transportation within the Wilderness is
a crucial issue in the RNR because it
affects what are two of the area’s great-
est virtues: its remoteness, and the vas-
tness of its unpeopled terrain (cur-
rently, one trailless area is 73,000
acres).

The WiMP describes the present situ-
ation in saying: “the mix and arrange-
ment of roads, airfields, trails, and
waterways must be considered more
than adequate.” Yet later, it directs the
construction of a pack bridge across the
Main Salmon near Disappointment
Creek. This bridge would allow access
to an otherwise extremely remote area
under the assumption that “Wilderness
users will expect bridges where access
is needed. . .” No assessment of such
“need” is established and the direction
(to construct the bridge) contradicts
the FS’s own stated goals. Yet, unless
this part of the WiMP is appealed, the
bridge will be built and a presently re-
mote area will be opened up to heavy
use in the future. In a special insert to
the plan the preparers justify the
bridge proposal by saying: “Concerns
that we have not provided adequate op-
portunity for public consideration, or
adequately considered the social and
environmental consequences of the pro-
posal and its alternatives, are mista-
ken.” Are we to take such unsupported
and defensive statements seriously?
Are these the people to whom we are
asked to entrust OUR Wilderness?
Moreover, that statement begs the
question as to whether or not the deci-
sion to build a major bridge in the Wil-
derness falls under NEPA. If the
Forest Service thinks their opinion will
go unchallenged, they are nuts!

Air traffic in the River of No Return

Wilderness provides an example of how
the Forest Service chooses to use its
authority in a manner which minimizes
conflicts with economic interests at the
expense of Wilderness integrity and
human safety. The Central Idaho Wil-
derness Act states that no landing
strips in the RNR can be permanently
closed except when there is “extreme

_danger to aircraft.” (Jesus, who lobbied

for this section?) The WiMP comes up
with these assumptions: (1) “Aircraft
use will continue to increase,” and (2)
“Air traffic conflicts will increase.” Add
to this the fact that there are 4,400
landings in the Wilderness each year
and that at some strips there are as
many as 75 landings per day, concen-
trated into a 4-hour period in the morn-
ing (due to atmospheric conditions,
take-offs and landings in the RNR are
extremely dangerous in the afternoon).
Bear in mind that most of the existing
24 strips require expert flying to land
safely even without the danger of other
planes, and that landing patterns over-
lap each other at several strips. As you
can imagine, there is constant danger
at many of these runways. Scarcely a
year goes by without several aircraft
fatalities within the RNR. Yet the
Forest Service has merely discouraged
the use of 4 minor strips, and has not
forced the issue in any significant way.

My experience at the public landing
strip at Cabin Creek during hunting
season convinced me that air traffic
must be limited. Or else we need an
air traffic controller for the planes and
a choreographer for the macabre spec-
tacle that occurs on the ground: the gut-
ting, hanging, hauling and stacking of
the carcasses of bighorn sheep, elk and
deer beside the runway. Clearly the
Forest Service can do more to keep
Cabin Creek from being a vacation spot
for rich hunters who ecan afford
airplanes but not hiking boots. Need I
say a word about the presence of
airplanes in Wilderness in the first
place? If you're heading for the River
of No Return, better bring an antiair-
craft gun and a few rounds.

Finally, as an example of how impro-
per assumptions can lead to wrong
management decisions, take the case of
mining. Monumental Creek, a tribut-
ary of Big Creek and (eventually) the
Middle Fork of the Salmon RIver has
been devastated twice in the past four
years by tailings runoff from the Dewey
Mine. The Dewey is within a “cherrys-
tem” exclusion within the RNR Wllder-
ness. Take a gander at these assump-
tions from the WiMP: (1) “Protection
of the Wilderness from impacts
originating outside the Wilderness will
be difficult to achieve.” (2) “ Mining op-
erations adjacent to the Wilderness
may expand to lands within the Wilder-
ness.” And can you guess what the
management directives are? They offer
no substantive protection of water qual-
ity inside the Wilderness. Although the
Forest Service is legally obligated to
protect fish and wildlife habitat, they
have chosen not to do so.

Now, if the Regional Forester had a
piece of land, his own private wilder-

ness, say, with a shallow well cn it, and
I installed a septic drain field on my
land but beside the Forester’s well, do
you think I'd hear any mumbo-jumbo
about protection of his water quality
being difficult to achieve? He'd scream
bloody hell until I moved my drainfield.
So I say to him, “No problem, I'll move
my drain so that my effluent goes di-
rectly into your well. Don’'t worry,” [
add, “I'll be monitoring water quality
every week.” Think he’d mind? Think
we should mind if mining effluent de-
vastates another stream in the Wilder-
ness?

There are a dozen more examples of
abusive management in the RNR
WiMP, but the point remains that the
battle for Wilderness rages on even
after the land is set aside. Do not forget
to comment on the Draft Wilderness
Management Plans for recently desig-
nated Wilderness Areas. When your
comments are overlooked, you can ap-
peal the plan. Be vocal when the Forest
Service is developing action plans to im-
plement the Wilderness Management
Plan. The main thing is NEVER RE-
LENT!

Although it is too late to officially
comment on the Wilderness Manage-
ment Plan for the RNR, don't let this
deter you. Let the Forest Service know
that you oppose construction of a pack
bridge at Disappointment Creek. De-
mand that they exercise the authority
they have to close dangerous airfields
and urge them to seek legislation clos-
ing the entire RNR to aircraft land-
ings. Demand that the Forest Service
work towards the reintroduction of the
grizzly and the wolf to the RNR, which
by its vast size alone is ideally suited
for these species. -~

Write:

Wilderness Planning Team
Frank Church/River of No Return
Wilderness
Salmon National Forest
PO Box 729
Salmon, ID 83467

Also write your Senators and Repre-
sentatives in Congress (US Senate,
Washington, DC 20510; House of Repre-
sentatives, Washington, DC 20515),
asking that legislative action be taken
to correct the inadequacies in the exist-
ing legislation regarding the RNR Wil-
derness.

*All airfields should be eliminated.
Atrfields have mo place in Wilderness.
All Forest Service fields should be im-
mediately closed. Private inholdings
should be acquired by the government,
by purchase or exchange, and these air-

fields phased out. The elaborate resorts

on these private inholdings, which
cater to wealthy, mostly out-of-state
hunters, should be closed. Hunting
should be continued, but those who
hunt in the RNR should be willing to
hunt in primitive fashion on foot.

*The “Special Mining Management
Zone” should be eliminated. Most of
the claims within this zone are held by
Noranda, a Canadian-based multina-
tional corporation. Note: if it were not
for the collapse of world cobalt prices,
Noranda would right now be drilling
— legally — within the RNR Wilder-
ness. '

*Gold mining along Monumental
Creek should be eliminated and the
area returned to as near a natural con-
dition as possible and added to the
River of No Return Wilderness.




FREDDIES’ FAKE FORESTS
SCANDAL HITS CALIFORNIA

By Leon Czolgosz

Freddies Fake Reforestation Records
in California

In an article by Dale Champion in the
San Francisco Chrowicle which ap-
peared on April 13, 1985, it was re-
vealed that widespread falsification of
records involving tree planting and
timber stand improvement had taken
place on several of California’s National
Forests.

According to a report compiled by

Cherry DuLaney, a professional fores-
ter now working on the Tahoe National
Forest, as much as 17,000 acres of pub-
lic land is involved. Publication of the
report, which was obtained by the
Chronicle, has reportedly shaken
Forest Service Officials from California
to Washington, D.C. Ironically enough,
the Forest Service cooperated in the
production of the report, which was
begun by DuLaney as a project con-
nected with a management training
class at Hayward State University.
The original object of the study was
to determine what effects budgeted
funds and annual reforestation goals
have on the quality of regeneration
projects. DuLaney sent each of 159
Forest Service field employees engaged
in reforestation projects a 32-page
questionnaire, and guaranteed them
anonymity. The Forest Service contri-
buted by officially encouraging its field

staff to cooperate. 98 of the employees
contacted submitted responses. This

62% response is considered high, tak-

ing into account the sensitivity of the

subject and the complexity of the ques-

tionnaire. The employees who were
questioned worked in 15 National
Forests in California, which contain

nearly all of the 7.4 million acres of com-

mercial timber land in the National
Forest system in California.
The results of the questionnaire were
startling. The following facts emerged:
*Records have been falsified to show
acres planted with seedlings where
none actually were put in the ground.
*Thousands of acres were reported

as prepared for tree planting when ac-

tually no work was done at all.

*Brush removal, planned to speed up
tree growth, was falsely reported as
completed in some areas and in other
cases was reported as completed with
the knowledge that the work was so
poorly done that the sites would have
to be worked again.

Stung by the magnitude of the disclo-
sures of improprieties, Regional Fores-
ter Zane Grey Smith, Jr. and Forest
Service Chief R. Max Peterson agreed
to assemble a six-person investigating
team.

In a letter to key California Congres-

sional Representatives whose districts
include major Forest holdings, Smith
said “an intensive review” will be made
in the field “to determine whether the

findings in the report are true.”

Michael Srago, California regional re-
forestation manager, said the inves-
tigating group will visit the Plumas,
Stanislaus and Six Rivers National
Forests for on-the-ground inspections
of regeneration projects and “to discuss
with people who have to do the work”
the general issues raised in DuLaney’s
report.

Srago said, “The Forest Service is
going out of its way to reassure Cherry
DuLaney that there will be no adverse
effect on her” because of the disclo-
sures she elicited.

Sylvia Bruechi, a regional Forest Ser-
vice official, said the question of any
civil or criminal wrongdoing by employ-
ees found to have falsified records re-
mains to be examined.

“That’s something we haven't deter-
mined,” she said. “We are not sure that
anything legally or procedurally wrong
has been done.”

She said punishment for any infrac-
tions “would depend on the circum-
stances — how serious, the frequency
and the like. Penalties theoretically
could range from a reprimand, removal
from employment to criminal penalties.
But nothing of that sort is presently
under consideration.”

According to DuLaney’s report, the
annual reforestation goals “appear to
be the driving force on most forests and
districts.” According to her analysis of
the response to the questionnaire, “. .

LAW AND WILDERNESS

By Christoph Manes

The Third Annual Western Public In-
terest Law Conference took place this
March at the University of Oregon, and
the overly-precise title seems to call for
a joke about what happens to brevity
when several dozen lawyers and several
hundred law students get together. But
if anyone deserved to be taken seri-
ously, it was these participants, be-
cause they included some of the most
effective environmental attorneys in
the western US: Ralph Bradley, who
pushed litigation which halted aerial
spraying of herbicides in our National
Forests; Karen Sheldon, who recently
won Sierra Club v. Peterson concerning
the application of NEPA to BLM min-
eral leasing; Debra La Bell, who
worked on the snail darter case; Gerry
Spence of Silkwood fame; and so on.
The organizers were also kind enough
to invite local Earth First!ers to peddle
our t-shirts' and philosophy, and we
found eager customers for both.

The purpose of the conference was
to discuss tactics, issues, and current
developments in environmental law.
My particular interest was to get some
idea about the present relationship be-
tween environmental lawyers and en--
vironmentalists, especially of the radi-
cal sort. If there’s been one dominant
trend in the environmental movement
over the past decade — beside a gen-
eral slide into wimpiness — it’s been
the increased use of litigation. More
than that, the environmental lawyer
has come to represent for many a kind
of Hayduke in coat and tie who will
wage the ultimate battle for wilderness
against the powers that be, after the
letter-writing and press conferences
and blockades are over. Lawyers are
powerful people in a litigious society
like ours, and we can only be thankful
that these attorneys have devoted their
talents to higher values, not lucre —
most environmental cases are taken pro
bono. And of course, we have to use
every means available to protect wilder-
ness, litigation being a very effective
weapon. But — but — there are impli-
cations to putting Mother Earth on the
witness stand that perhaps haven’t
been fully appreciated.

The evening before the conference,
an incident took place which seems to
symbolize relations between many
lawyers and environmentalists. At the

sponsors’ invitation, Cecelia Ostrow
took time out of her busy schedule to
sing before an informal gathering of the
participants. But after listening for a
short time, they returned to their con-
versations and she had to break off —
environmental lawyers don’t always lis-
ten to environmentalists, especially
those committed to deep ecology. And
it’s natural that they would have a dif-
ferent perspective: the law is their busi-
ness, while it’s our Nemesis, for and
against. In one of the conference’s
workshops, Wendell Wood of the Ore-
gon Natural Resources Council warned
that “we can win in court but lose in
Congress if we don’t have public sup-
port.” Environmental lawyers do their
best in their forum, but we can’t expect
them to wage the broader battle. That’s
our job.

The workshop on conducting environ-
mental trials brought out just how dif-
ficult this type of litigation is. Karen
Sheldon joked that in one case in which
she defended grizzly bears threatened
by a mining company, the judge looked
around the courtroom and  asked,
“Where’s the plaintiff?” Wilderness is
an abstraction to the court system, and
it’s very difficult to make clear to a
judge exactly what’s at stake. Sheldon’s
recommendation for conducting en-
vironmental trials is, in fact, “Don’t!
Seek summary judgment or a prelimi-
nary injunction.” Scott Reed, an en-
vironmental lawyer from Idaho, expres-
sed the same ambiguous feeling toward
defending nature, “Environmental liti-
gation is a hobby.”

When you consider the amount of
time involved in even the simplest en-
vironmental case, this attitude is un-
derstandable enough. Still, it has seri-
ous consequences. All the participants
I heard indicated a preference — to the
point of exclusion — for taking on liti-
gation only for large, established,
“reasonable” organizations like the
Sierra Club, who can do a. great deal
of the preliminary work, and whose
compromise positions have good pros-
pects for success. There’s a built-in
bias, then, as to the kind of cases en-
vironmental lawyers bring to court. Not
too many members of the Bar are will-
ing to risk losing a case (and lawyers
hate nothing worse) for issues involving
deep ecology rather than “the public in-
terest” or “conservation” — and Earth
First! isn’t interested in conserving wil-
derness but spreading it.

Here I should mention a distinction
between environmental lawyers who
deal almost exclusively with the large
organizations, and attorneys who take
on local environmental issues because
these directly affect them. The latter
have been helpful here in Oregon with
the activities of radical environmen-
talists. ;

Of course, dealing with the court sys-
tem has often ceased to be a matter of
choice for radical environmentalists.
Recently there has been an increase in
the nasty practice among corporations
of suing for damages activists who dis-
rupt operations by, for example, bloc-
kading logging trucks. This is exactly
what Willamette Industries has done to
the Cathedral Forest Action Group for
its defense of the Middle Santiam. In
fact, Leo Hund of that group took the
opportunity offered by the conference
to ask Gerry Spence if he could help in
their case. As of this writing, he has
agreed to undertake the actual trial if
the preliminary work is taken care of.

Speaking of Spence, he gave the

- keynote address of the event. He is a

man who has taken on some of the
worst corporate ogres out to despoil
Earth, a man full of wisdom and beans,
the kind of man you long to get drunk
with. He entered the hall wearing a
black Stetson and buckskin jacket with
fringe, and proceeded to reason with,
cajole and browbeat this audience of
law students not to sell their skills to
the polluters and killers, and above all

Gerry Spence.

.only 52% said their forests emphasize
meeting targets over quality, [and] 82%
said the prevailing attitude on their
forest is "You will meet targets, regard-
less.”

Most respondents believed, Laney
said, that the Forest Service’s “can-do
mindset” bars foresters from obtaining
reductions in their regeneration quotas
when necessary.

Respondents also expressed con-
cerns that their personnel performance
ratings would suffer if they did not
agree to meet quotas, and the result .
was that unneeded work got done or
records-were falsified.

One silviculturist reported scalping
and planting 200 acres of non-commer-
cial rangeland on a 60 by 60 foot area
just to be able to claim that 200 acres
of site prep and planting had been
done. 1

Another commented:. “Nobody ever
questions the quality of accomplish-
ments reported on any project. The
name of the game is the amount of acres
reported — never the quality.”

Other employees said nursery seed-
lings supplied to field workers were of
poor quality, dooming the success of a
new plantation.

Besides the financial drain caused by
unrealistic “paper” goals, DuLaney ob-
served, “poor quality costs more in the
long run because areas have to be re-
worked and sometimes reworked
again.”

to keep their humanity in a professiori

that “systematically excludes people

who could be useful to other people.”
And maybe Spence will have an ef-
fect. Maybe we can look forward to a
generation of attorneys and judges
with the courage to take up the cause
of deep ecology. For now, we should rec-
ognize the limitation of the legal sys-
tem, that a gavel cannot replace a mon-
keywrench. - &

Christoph Manes is a student of
Norse literature, among other things,
and will soon be leaving for Iceland as
a Fullbright Scholar. He is an associate
editor of this journal.

For several years, without avail,
Earth First! has been looking for an at-
torney, or attorneys, who would coordi-
nate an Earth First! legal committee
made up of attorneys, law students,
paralegals, etc. to help with courtroom
strategy for direct action and, perhaps
more importantly, to take on controver-
sial law suits involving wilderness and
natural diversity that other environ-
mental groups are loath to touch.
Examples would be RARE II law suits
in Montana or Idaho, extensions of the
Jersey Jack decision, use of the en-
dangered species act to protect wild-
land and wild critters, and even more
creative tacks on overgrazing, the BLM
wilderness review, acid rain, etc. If any-
one is interested in coordinating such
a committee, please contact Dave Fore-
man in Tucson.
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1.5 MILLION ACRES OF

WILDERNESS ON BEEAVERHEAD

By George Wuerthner

Freddies Slate Beaverhead N. F. for
the Chainsaw

The Beaverhead National Forest in
southwestern Montana recently re-
leased its 50-year forest plan. Not sur-
prisingly, the plan calls for more log-
ging, more roads, more grazing; and
less wilderness, wildlife and fewer
fisheries. The Beaverhead is one forest
that is relatively untouched from the
perspective of its wilderness potential.
In 1977, when RARE II was released,
over T1% (1,649,505 acres) of tae
Beaverhead’s 2.1 million acres was still
in a roadless condition. There are two
existing Wilderness Areas on the
Beaverhead: the recently established,
91,000-acre Lee Metealf Wilderness,
and 72,000 acres of the Anaconda-Pint-
lar Wilderness. There are five proposed
additions to the Forest’s Wilderness
lands. These new areas would be: 6,571
acres of the North Big Hole, which
would be added to the Anaconda-Pint-
lar; 55,014 acres in the West Big Hole;
12,907 acres in the Italian Peak area
which abut a much larger roadless area
on the Targhee N. F. in Idaho; 1,808
acres in the Storm Lake addition to the
Anaconda-Pintlar; and 80,273 acres in
the East Pioneers. This amounts to
156,000 acres of new Wilderness. The
remaining 1,084,850 acres of roadless
lands would, under the Forest Plan, be
slated for non-wilderness. Over 115,000
acres that was roadless in 1979 has al-
ready 'been developed and is no longer
part of the Beaverhead’s roadless land
base. Although the Beaverhead’s re-
commendations for Wilderness are a
move in the right direction, the Forest
has a great deal more Wilderness poten-
tial than is being recognized. The
Forest Plan estimates that by the {ifth
decade of the plan, if all goes as antici-
pated, only 750,352 acres of the Forest
will still be in an unroaded condition.
This is quite a drop from the 1.6 million
roadless acres that existed in 1977.

What is at stake on the Beaverhead?
At present, the following roadless areas
of greater than 30,000 acres each exist:

North Big Hole, 53,000 acres

Tash Peak, 62,119 acres

West Pioneers, 90,750 acres

East Pioneers, 144,558 acres

Middle Mtn./Tobacco Root Mtns.,
58,336 acres

McKenzie Canyon, 33,652 acres

Sheep Mountain, 32,115 acres

Snowerest Mountains, 97,630 acres

Black Butte, 39,878 acres

Big Horn Mountain, 50,390 acres

Freezeout Mountain, 95,098 acres

Anderson Mountain, 30,000 acres

West Big Hole, 130,710 acres

Maiden Peak, 90,917 acres

Garfield Peak, 42,777 acres

A quick review shows how substan-
tial the Wilderness potential is on the
Beaverhead National Forest, and how
inadequate in this respect the Forest
Plan actually is. There are more large
roadless areas on the Beaverhead than
were included in several state Wilder-

ness bills, including Arizona and Col-
orado. And these acreages don't include
areas smaller than 30,000 acres or con-
tiguous roadless acreages on adjoining
National Forests.

But potential Wilderness is not the
only thing that will be lost if the Forest
Plan is implemented unaltered. The
Beaverhead is one of the highest and
driest National Forests in Montana. As
a consequence, forest productivity is
low. Only 40% (809,000 acres) of the

Beaverhead Forest qualifies as com- §
mercial timberland under the forests |

minimum growth standards of 20 cubic
feet of wood per acre per year. Most
private foresters feel that anything
under 50 cubic feet per acre per year
is unprofitable to log. Nearly all of this
land will be logged at a loss. Most of
the timber is small lodgepole pine
forest. Regrowth rotation periods are
exceedingly long (over 100 years) due
to the high elevation and arid climate
of the forest). Much of the lodgepole
pine is now reaching maturity and sus-
ceptible to pine beetle infestations. It
is interesting to note that the
Beaverhead does not consider pine bee-
tles to be a natural component of the
forest, but rather as something alien.
In addition, the F. S. fire suppression
policies have created the ideal environ-
mental conditions which encourage bee-
tle attacks. The Forest also justifies its
below-cost timber sales (between 1973-
82 the Beaverhead only returned $.06
for every dollar spent on its logging op-
erations) because it must save these
slow growing lodgepole forests from in-
sect attack by cutting them. It is re-
miniscent of the military’s logic that
justified the bombing of Vietnam in
order to “save” the country. In order
to reach all these lodgepole forests, up
to 600 miles of new roads will be built
each decade — this in addition to the
1,563 miles of road already on the
Forest. The Beaverhead says it will try
to mitigate the impacts of its logging
operations by trying to protect riparian
zones, taking into account big game
habitat needs, and avoiding tractor
skidding on slopes greater than 45 per-
cent to prevent soil erosion. The Forest
then goes on to say that “in general,
these standards tend to increase man-
agement costs and diminish the cost ef-
ficiency of the timber program.” In
other words, they are saying that if we
harvest timber in a manner that pro-
tects other forest resources, we can’t
do it without losing money.

The Beaverhead Forest Plan admits
that increased logging will impact the
famous wildlife and fisheries of the
Beaverhead National Forest and sur-
rounding areas. A number of interna-
tionally known blue-ribbon trout

streams including the Big Hole,.

Beaverhead, and Madison are partially
or totally dependent on waters from the
Beaverhead N. F. snowpack. The
Beaverhead’s watershed is also the
home to the rare Montana grayling.
Logging will change peak runoff pat-
terns, increasing flood waters early in
the season and reducing the amount
available later in the summer duri

Little Sheep Creek on the Beaverhead N.F. Typical Baverhead coun. Open
grasslands with forested swales and slopes.

low water periods. This adversely af-
fects the fisheries, since a great deal
of water from these streams is used for
irrigation and the amount left for inflow
levels is already critical during drought
years. In addition, the peak flow during
spring floods destabilizes stream
banks, increases erosion, stream chan-
nelization and flooding to downstream
communities. Thus the ramifications of
logging affect much more than the im-
mediate area where logging takes
place. These environmental costs are
borne by all citizens, but the profits go
to the forest industry. I wonder how
many ranchers who are dependent upon
irrigation realize the impact logging
may have on the available water yield,
plus increased costs in bank stabiliza-
tion. In addition, logging roads create
new sources of sedimentation which re-
duce the productivity of trout fisheries.
(Grayling are particularly sensitive to
sedimentation, and logging in Michigan
is blamed for the extinction of the fish
.1 that state.) Sediments adversely af-
“ect aquatic insect life, reducing the
food of trout, and sedimentation can
bury trout eggs, reducing reproductive
success. The Montana Fish, Wildlife
and Parks Department is interested in
maintaining a wild trout fishery on
these famous southwest Montana riv-
ers, but its suecess is in part dependent
upon high quality water and spawning
habitat which is threatened by in-
creased logging operations.

Besides impacting the Beaverhead’s
internationally known fisheries, log-
ging will reduce elk habitat. On the
Beaverhead, both thermal and escape
cover are important to elk survival.
Since much of the forest is open grass-
land interspersed with pockets of
timber, the degree of timber cover is
frequently a limiting factor which de-
termines how many elk can survive on
Forest Service lands. Recent elk-log-
ging studies indicate that elk will aban-
don an area of active logging. They also
avoid roads if traffic from hunters or
loggers becomes too heavy. Elk also
avoid clearcuts, unless ample security
cover is provided close-by. Full im-
plementation of the proposed Forest
Plan will reduce elk cover by 13%. Log-

¢ ging will also impact some elk summer

habitat and calving grounds.

Although the Beaverhead N. F. could
produce more big game, there is resis-
tance from local ranchers. Only about
1/3 of the elk winter range is on public
lands; the remainder is on private hold-

| ings. The Montana Fish, Wildlife and

Parks Department is afraid that if elk
herds are.increased to their full poten-

| tial, conflicts will arise with local ran-

chers whose land at least some of the
elk would use for winter range.
Besides wildlife conflicts on private

Beaverhead. Overgrazing is still occur-
ring on some of these lands. Currently,
only 32% of the Forest Service grazing
lands are showing an “upward trend”
(ie, the range is improving in quality).
The Forest Plan overview doesn’t say
specifically what condition the range is
in. There are four classes of range con-
dition: poor, fair, good and oxcellent.
Anything short of good tg exceilent is
unacceptable. 50% of the range is
“stable” and 17% shows a duwnward
trend. Though 50% is stable, it could
mean that some percentage of this fig-
ure is remaining in fair or poor condi-
tion. In any case, the 17% of the range
showing a downward trend nceds im-
provement and the Forest pizus to cor-
rect the situation and needs encourage-
ment from interested citizens.
Nevertheless, like most grazing lands
in the arid West, much of the poor con-
dition range is found in or near riparian
zones, since livestock concentrate in
these areas, contributing to trampling
of streamside vegetation and stream-
bank erosion. The Forest Plan does not
specifically say how many miles of ripa-
rian zones are presently in poor condi-
tion, and this certainly should be men-
tioned.

Reductions in the amount of livestock
grazing could increase all wildlife
species substantially on the public
lands. Also, livestock reductions could
improve the condition of other forest
resources. Without reductions, con-
tinued overgrazing will increase
sedimentation of streams and speed
runoff with the same negative conse-
quences to fisheries and downstream
water users as occurs with logging.
This is not to say that all livestock graz-
ing on public lands needs to cease, but
that other values such as wildlife, soils,
watershed, and vegetative com-
munities suffer due to the taxpayer’s
subsidy of livestock operators on the
public lands.

I think that any reasonable indi-
vidual can see that adoption of the prop-
osed Forest Plan will continue the gov-
ernment’s subsidy of exploitative indus-
tries such as logging and grazing, while
impacting other values such as
watershed integrity, fisheries, wildlife,
and wilderness. On the Beaverhead, it
makes more sense to leave the major
part of the forest in its presently unde-
veloped condition than it does to do any
“management.” Does it make any sense
to harvest lodgepole pine at a loss just
because it will die from pine beetle in-
festation if you don't?

None of the various alternative
Forest Plans are completely attractive.
“Alternative I” proposes the most Wil-
derness, and it also requires non-wil-
derness lands to be managed in a cost-
efficient manner. It requires the sec-

ond-least number of miles of new roads
in the first decade and, not surpris-
ingly, costs the least to implement.
Under Alternative I elk and trout both
benefit more than under any other pro-
posal, and grazing AUM’s to livestock
are reduced to the lowest level of any
proposal.

lands, there are even forage allotment
conflicts between wildlife and livestock
on public lands. For instance, only 35%
of the public land elk winter range for-
age is allotted to elk. The rest is con-
sumed by domestic livestock. There are
currently 216 Forest Service permittees
operating grazing allotments on the

Miner’s Lake on the Beaverhead N.F. on the edge of the West Big Hole proposed
wilderness.
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PINE BEETLES: MORE
NATURAL THAN FREDDIES

By George Wuerthner

During the past few weeks I have re-
viewed three Forest Plans from the
Northern Rockies: those for the Nez
Perce, the Lewis and Clark and the
Beaverhead. Without exception, all
propose a large increase in logging and
roading over 'the next few decades.
Much of this logging is scheduled to
occur in lodgepole pine stands, and the
rationale given for the accelerated log-
ging program is that the lodgepole
must be protected from pine beetle in-
festations. Pine  beetles  prefer
lodgepole pine stands older than 80
years of age (and growing below 9,000
feet). Over much of the Northern Roc-
kies, lodgepole pine stands are at, or
approaching, this critical age. Once
lodgepole is killed by pine beetles, it is
less desirable for lumber. It is not a
highly desirable timber species to begin
with, as it tends to be small in diameter
and difficult to mill.

What is not readily admitted in any
of the Forest Plans is that Forest Ser-
vice policies themselves have created
the pine beetle situation in the first
place. Pine beetle infestations are rare
in lodgepole pine forests where natural
wildfires are allowed to burn, - since
under natural conditions, few lodgepole
stands survive fires long enough to
reach the critical 80 year age. The
Forest Service’s fire suppression
policies (and despite all the publicity
over “let burn” policies, the Freddies
still ruthlessly suppress almost all
fires) only insure that lodgepole stands
will reach maturity, become decadent
and hence susceptible to the pine bee-
tle. The reasons for this are linked to
lodgepole pine ecology.

Lodgepole pine is intolerant of shad-
ing. Its survival strategy is to rapidly
invade burned-over or other disturbed
forest sites, grow quickly, mature early,
and be ready with seeds when another
“disaster” strikes the forest. The most
common disaster in the past was fre-
quent wildfire. Lodgepole pine cones
would open after these fires, and
rapidly reseed the sunny, burnt over
areas, maintaining their dominance in
the Northern Rockies. Should wildfires
fail to burn over a lodgepole forest
within 100 years or so, then the
lodgepole is likely to. be out-competed
by other tree species which can tolerate
shading and eventually will crowd out
the lodgepole and replace it in the
forest regime. Though some may argue
that lodgepole may be incapable of
“thinking” as we define the term, over
thousands of years the species has
learned that it needs to burn in order
to survive its competition. So after 80
to 100 years, an unburned lodgepole
stand ups the ante. The stand becomes
susceptible to insects and disease,
which increases the amount of dead and
dying trees (and hence the amount of
forest “litter”), which in turn increases
the likelihood of a fire which will once
again give the lodgepole an ecological
edge.

George Wuerthner is a long-time
Montana conservation activist, and a
wilderness explorer and photographer.

A minimal Earth First! position on
the Beaverhead would be Wilderness
designation of all Roadless Areas; the
closure of the road between the East
and West Pioneers and their combina-
tion into one Wilderness Area; no ad-
ditional road construction; no deficit
timber sales; and the phasing out of
commercial livestock grazing. Areas
on the Beaverhead National Forest
should also be studied for possible
reintroduction of wolf and grizzly
bear.

Write a letter before June 1, 1985
expressing your concerns about the
Beaverhead N. F. to:

Forest Supervisor
Beaverhead National Forest
PO Box 1258
Dillon, MT 59725

There are over 1.5 million roadless
acres at stake.

#

What the Forest Service has done
with its fire suppression program has
made it difficult for lodgepole pine to
regenerate. It needs fire or some other
disaster to open the forest canopy to
sunlight. Pine beetles provide
lodgepole with another means of open-
ing the forest. After pine beetles kill
the lodgepole, and the canopy opens
up, the young seedlings show a greater
survival rate. In addition, the large
amount of litter promotes the likelihood
of a wildfire if some ignition source such
as lightning happens to strike the area.
Pine beetles are a completely natural

part of the forest ecosystem. They are :

as important and natural as trout,
grizzly bears, and, yes, even forest
fires.

The Forest Service proposes adding
thousands of miles of new roads and
many new clearcuts to prevent pine

beetles from spreading into other-

lodgepole pine stands. In almost all of
the Forest Plans, the agency admits
that the amount of roading proposed
will negatively impact other forest re-
sources. Changing peak stream flows
(ie, flooding) will result in stream bank
erosion and stream channelization;
fisheries will be affected by increased
sedimentation from logging roads; big
game habitat will be lost, especially
thermal and escape cover; old growth
forest species will be adversely affected
by increased timber harvest as their

_ habitat is lost; and finally, most road-

less areas will disappear, eliminating
the opportunity for future Wilderness
designation.

What is intolerable about all of this,
is that it is going to cost the taxpayers
money. Almost without exception,
lodgepole pine is a money-losing prop-
osition for the Forest Service. The
small average size of the trees pre-
cludes the hope of harvesting most
stands at a profit. Taxpayers will pay
for the harvest in the usual manner —
free road construction for the logging
companies, courtesy of the govern-
ment. We will pay for the elimination
of our fisheries. We will pay for the loss
of our wildlife. We will pay for increased
flooding, for the elimination of roadless
areas and future Wilderness. Everyone
is the loser except for the corporations
who gain from these subsidized timber
sales. ;

The Forest Service logic is faulty. It
goes something like this: If the

lodgepole pine is not harvested - even -

at a financial loss - the trees will die.
So to “save the trees” we must cut them
down. A crude analogy of this might
be applied to humans. It would go like
this: Since modern medicine has elimi-
nated infectious diseases like cholera
and smallpox as mass killers of humans,
we therefore should shoot all people ap-
proaching middle age because if we
don’t, they will become susceptible to
diseases like cancer and heart disease!

%

Clearcuts on the Flathead National Forest in Montana along the North Fork of the
Flathead River next to Glacier National Park. Most of these clearcuts were to salvage
lodgepole pine killed by pine beetles. Almost all sales were deficit and impacted many
other forest resources. It would be much wiser to allow the pine beetle to run its course
than to log these areas — plus it wounld ultimately mean more wilderness.

nancial loss — to prevent the recurr-
ence of beetle infestations.

Lhope that people reviewing the vari-
ous forest plans and Forest Service
policies will question F.S. personnel
about their faulty logic. Does it make
sense to cut down trees to save them
— especially when no profit can be
shown for the sale of those trees? I, for
one, would prefer not to pay for such
timber harvests.

One possible alternative to deficit
timber harvests would be prescribed
burning. Burning could break up the
even-aged forest stands and bring a
greater diversity of ‘age classes to
lodgepole forests. Pine beetle infesta-
tions would thereby be broken up and
contained in a natural manner. This is
an ecological approach to the problem.
It is not only attractive because it im-
| itates a natural forest process, but if
done selectively and carefully it would
likely cost taxpayers far less than road
construction, road maintenance and
other activities associated with timber
harvest. ‘

If you agree that paying timber com-
panies to take away the trees at the
expense of so many other valuable
forest resources is a foolish waste of
taxpayer money, then become involved
in the public review segment of the
forest planning process. Write to your
Senators and Representative in Con-
gress, demanding a review of deficit
timber sales and their elimination as a
part of forest “management.”

The Forest Service should let the
lodgepole stands die. Let the fires
burn. Allow the forest to self-correct
the mismanagement of the past. Not to
do this means that taxpayers will be
paying for a long, long time. Not only
in lost resources such as watershed,
fisheries, wildlife and wilderness, but
in retaining a sick ecosystem. The pine
beetle will not be eliminated. It is a
natural part of the forest. The Forest
Service will have to cut lodgepole over
and over again, almost always at a fi-

s : i

George Wuerthner is a student of.
forest ecology, a long-time Montana
wilderness activist and a free-lance
outdoor photographer.

Clear cut on White Pine Ridge on Beaverhead National Forest. This area was cut in the
late 1970’s and still has not recovered due to the high elevation — nearly ten thousand
Jeet — and arid climate. :
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TRACK OF THE CAT

By Susanna DeFazio

I lie in bed waiting for sleep, my face
towards the open window. Inhaling the
evening’s freshness and clarity, I bless
my good fortune to live in the forest.
The fir trees are black etchings against
the moonlit sky. I am already floating
in the alpha stage before deep sleep,
when the stillness is shattered by a
piercing shriek — unearthly and in-
explicable. I jerk up and thrust my
head out of the window, heart throb-
bing, straining for understanding of
what I have heard. Was it a dream? No.
That sound really happened. Or did it?
My mind stretches, probing all avenues
of thought for an explanation. I have
none.

The next day, over morning tea, I ask
the family if anyone else heard the
haunting cries. Gabriel heard it too. He
says he’s seen strange things as he
walks through the woods to his cabin
at dusk or on a moonlit night. He thinks
it’s an ape. He says he’s seen something
“big” up in a tree. “Oh, Gabriel,
therere no apes in Oregon,” I say.
“Well, I saw what I saw. It could have
escaped from somewhere.”

About a year and a half later we are
having a party. Our friends from
Eugene are over. We've all been drink-
ing, and we go for a midnight walk.
There is no moon on this winter night.
Total blackness. But Donnie and I know
the way, and we all hold hands, walking
along the logging road by the creek.
We are a rowdy, noisy crew. As we ap-
proach the beaver ponds, our singing
and laughing is abruptly silenced by the
loud “PLUNK?” of beaver tails slapping

water. Our city friends don’t know what
to make of these startling sounds com-
ing out of the mystery and depth of the
black night. I do not mention the pres-
ence of beaver, because I am enjoying
the feeling of wonder we all share in
anticipation of the next mysterious
plunk. *

Suddenly, as we stand transfixed and
intent, the valley is filled by a pro-
longed, echoing, multi-dimensional
screaming howl. Someone says, “Who
lives up there? Is somebody being
raped or murdered? Should we call the
cops?” “No, on one else lives here. We
are the only people in this valley,” I

answer. One woman is very frightened .

and wants to return to the house at
once. I assure her it’s only coyotes howl-
ing and beaver splashing, and it’s 0.K.
— nothing to worry about. But she is
really scared, so she leaves with two
other friends.

I feel that we have been blessed,
gifted to be spoken to by the creatures
of the night, even if they were scolding
us for our rude intrusion. I also think
to myself that those were the most out-
rageous “coyote” sounds I've ever
heard.

On a spring day, several months
later, my sister Carol and I are study-
ing tracks down at the beaver ponds.

We have already found raccoon and

skunk tracks, a beaver scent pile, and
some very good beaver foot imprints,
an unusual find because normally they
wipe out footprints with their dragging
tails. We are very happy playing detec-
tive, and I am thrilled to be sharing

my special, sacred wildlife preserve
with one who shares my interest in our
four-legged relatives. “Come look at
this,” Carol calls me over to a little
knoll on the creek bank. There is a set
of large paw prints in the damp sandy
mud. Four pads. No claws. Cat tracks!
We squat there for half an hour measur-
ing (4 inches across) and comparing
these tracks to pictures and data in
Petersen’s Field Guide to Animal
Tracks. We come to the conclusion that
these prints belong to a cougar. We
learn that they eat an occasional beaver
to supplement a diet of deer, and that
to see a track of this elusive cat is a
rare treat. We hug each other and
applaud our good fortune. The mystery
of the screaming sounds is solved. It is
Good Medicine day for Carol and me.

Since then I have searched for a den.
I fantasize that someday as I sit silently
watching the beavers gliding through
their pools or chomping up salmon
berry bushes, I might see a tawny form
slinking along the river bank. I pray to
hear that chilling, wonderful, awesome
cry again. To share this valley with a
mountain lion adds depth and magic to
my life.

Today they are clearcutting the east
slope of the hill across the valley from
my home — right up to the edge of the
beaver ponds. Monday through Friday,
from sunrise ’till late afternoon, the
persistent sounds of chainsaw engines
are interspersed with the chinking of

~ wedges and the rip and crackle of tear-

ing wood, followed by thuds and
crashes of giants falling. An occasional

dynamite blast rattles the windows and
antagonizes my being. Somewhere
they’re blasting new logging roads.

As I push my son Daniel on the swing
at the edge of the Deep Dark Woods,
we watch across the valley. A large fir
drifts gracefully to the ground. There
is a delay of a second or two until the
resounding crash of violence reaches
us. In the silent pause that follows, I
yell across at the cutters, “STOP KILL-
ING TREES. YOU'RE RUINING MY
VALLEY. GO HOME!” I have mixed
feelings about doing this. These are
men trying to support their families. I
don’t enjoy harassing them.

I have no idea how the beavers will
react to all this. Or the bear, whose
tracks I have also been blessed to stum-
ble upon. They’ve already cut the maple
where I believe my friend the hawk
lived. It’s going to be noisy for quite a
while. After the chainsaw massacre is
finished, then there will be the constant
diesel roar of machinery pulling up the
logs. These victim trees will then be-
come huge scrapers, uprooting every
living plant in their path as they are
dragged up the incredibly steep slope
to the landing on top. Thus the mantle
of topsoil, countless years in the mak-
ing, will be abruptly torn from it’s bed,
until the rains wash it into the creek.
We will be viewing an orange-colored
wasteland for several years.

I know what will happen to the land,
but I don’t know what happens to the
animals. Will my four year old son
Daniel ever hear a mountain lion?

POISONING AFRICAN GAMEPARKS

By Gary Williams

In October of last year a member of
the Wildlife Society of Southern Africa
was touring Chobe National Park in
northern Botswana, one of the African
continent’s most pristine game parks,
and came across about twenty drums
of Dieldrin (with Shell Company labels)
on the south bank of the Linyanti River
near a public campground. The
anonymous observer took photographs
of the drums and sent them to the soci-
ety’s ~excellent magazine, African
Wildlife. In the most recent issue, Vol.
38, No. 6, John Comrie Greig, the
magazine’s editor, published an article
entitled “Dieldrin in Chobe National
Park, Botswana.” This article was
quickly picked up by the international
press and the cat was out of the bag.

It has long been suspected that
multi-national chemical corporations
use third world countries as dumping
grounds for dangerous pesticides that
have been banned in most countries of
Europe and North America. Such harm-
ful environmental contaminants have
been promoted in the “developing
world” where safety standards and reg-
ulatory controls are either negligible or
non-existent. Philip Leakey, the deputy

W'Elephants along the Chobe Rwer Botsd)ima.
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minister of the environment in Kenya,
was quoted in New Scientist magazine
(vol. 97, no. 1349, Marech, 1983) as fol-
lows: “there is no question that com-
panies are guilty of promoting and ex-
porting these (dangerous) chemicals
into developing countries. We are vic-
tims of the industrial world.” An ex-
panded review of -this mounting
worldwide catastrophe is given in the
book A Growing Problem: Pesticides
and the Third World Poor by David Bull
(Oxfam Press, 274 Banbury Road, Ox-
ford, England, 1982).

Dieldrin is considered to be one of
the most dangerous environmental con-
taminants known, even worse than
DDT, since it is highly toxic to verteb-
rate species and is more stable than
DDT (and thus has a far longer residual
effect in the environment). Dieldrin be-
longs to that notorious family of com-
pounds known as organochlorines
which include DDT, heptachlor, en-
dosulfan and endrin. Rachel Carson, in
Silent Spring, first brought to world-
wide public attention the catastrophic
consequences of indiscriminate applica-
tion of the “elixirs of death”— the or-
ganochlorine pesticides. That heroic
book was written 23 years ago and
today’s corporate greedheads have obvi-
ously ignored every word of it. Accord-

olos by Suste Burke.

ing to .Grieg’s article, Dieldrin was
named for the German chemist, Herr
Diel, but its real name is (believe it or
not) 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 10-hexachloro-6, 7-
epoxy-1, 4, 4a, 5, 6, 7, 8, 8a-octahydro-
exo- 1, 4-endo- 5, 8-dimethanonaph-
thalene (I dare you to say that five
times in rapid succession!). 3

The polluted Limyanti River is
tributary of the Chobe River which
flows into the Zambesi and eventually
over the spectacular Victoria Falls to
the Indian Ocean. The Zambesi is one
of Africa’s largest and most important
river systems. Dieldrin is used to con-
trol the tsetse fly, a carrier of en-
cephalitis or African sleeping sickness
(among other things). In recent years,
pesticides have been used in an attempt
to eliminate the tsetse fly from vast in-
land water regions such as the
Okavango swamps and the Zambesi
drainage, making these once vast,
primitive, and people-less wilderness
regions “safe” for humans and their cat-
tle, and all the associated blessings of
civilization — such as overgrazing, dis-
ruption of vegetation and wildlife, low-
ered water tables, pollution, drought,
starvation, etec. — a familiar story in
Africa.

Dieldrin accumulates in the fatty tis-
sues of vertebrate animals and concen-
trates through the food web so that
predators on top of the food pyramid
like birds of prey suffer the most. Fish
eagle and kingfisher reproduction has
drastically declined in the region in re-
cent years and bushbuck populations
have also dropped. Now, a possible exp-*
lanation for the mysterious declines has
been exposed by an inquisitive back-
country traveler.

According to a recent documentary
film produced for British Independent
TV News, Shell is apparently also sup-
plying Botswana with endosulfan,
another powerfully toxic organo-
chlorine, in order to eradicate tsetse
flies in the ecologically unique
Okavango Delta, thus opening up more
land to livestock. This action would
rapidly destroy one of the last remain-
ing undisturbed wilderness regions in

southern Africa (if not the entire conti-

nent). High levels of dieldrin have also

| recently been found in fish and birds

=

from the rivers of the Durban region
in Natal, South Africa. Southern Af-
rica’s leading wildlife conservation or-
ganizations have called upon Shell to
stop supplying these killer chemicals to
any African country. A recent Shell ad-
vertisement states, “Some people are
fortunate enough to find themselves
employed by companies with a consci-
ence” — just what kind of a conscience
are we talking about?

What can you do? Write to the cor-
porate headquarters of Shell Chemical
International in Holland, or to Shell’s
head offices in the U.S. You also should
write to:

Mr. John Wilson
. Chairman, Shell of South Africa
Shell House, 9 Riebeeck St.
(Box 2231)
Cape Town 8000, South Africa

State that you intend to boycott all
Shell products until Shell ceases to
promote the use of organochlorine
pesticides in third world countries (or
anywhere, for that matter). Re-
member an overseas airmail stamp is
only 40 cents— still a bargain!

Gary Williams is a biologist/photo-
grapher/writer and has worked as a
backcountry ranger and research
biologist for the National Park Service.

i

tional Park

- e
Fish Eagles in Chobe Na



Bay Avea Earth Fzrét.’ informing the pu

King in Berkeley. Photos by David Cross.

ic at the g}a';td bbéking of the new Burger

NAGASAKI
JOUNSON

CAT TRACKS

by Chim Blea

1 recently saw the movie “The Killing
Fields.” Yes, it was heart-rending, and
given the art of movie-making, one
couldn’t help but empathize with the
westernized Cambodian protagonist,
and feel threatened by the mysterious,
red-check kerchiefed Khmer Rouge.
Nonetheless, deeper questions must be
explored regarding Cambodia.

Unquestionably the - Khmer Rouge
have bloody hands and are ruthless.
But they at least have the decency to
do their killing on a personal level, face-
to-face, instead of from 30,000 feet or
half a world away. Moreover, the vio-
lence of Pol Pot and company was pur-
poseful — to tear Cambodian culture
away from its long, sickening slide into
Western urbanization.  As another
Asian revolutionary once said, “You
can’t make omelets without breaking

. eggs.” Who knows, if left alone from

the intervention of the Westernized, in-
dustriophile Soviet Vietnam, what the
Khmer Rouge may have created after
several generations? But we will never
know because neither the Capitalist
nor Communist (Capicom; in the term
of Bolivian Indian activist Ramiro
Reynaga) Industrial State can allow
any country to seek an alternative to
20th Century World Society.

The fundamental sadness and de-

spair lingering from the movie is not
the B-52 bombing of a peaceful Cambo-
dian village, the tearful attempts of the
hero to escape his destiny as in-

tertwined with the destiny of his coun- -

try, or the mounds of human bones
thrusting out of the muck, but the rec-
ognition that the Killing Fields are the
history and future history of Civiliza-
tion.

Cambodia’s last decade is not unique
in the last ten thousand years. How is
its bloodbath any different than the
Dresden Fire Bombing, Japan's rape of
Nanking, Israeli terrorisin on the West

LY
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Bank, Russian imperialism in Afghanis-
tan, the theocracy of the Ayatollah, or
Hitler’s solution to the Jews? And far
worse than Pol Pot’s efforts to return
his country to pastoralism, are the on-
going campaigns to yank indigenous
peoples out of their tribal lifestyles and
into the existential modern world. Look
at the Philippines, Borneo, Brazil,
Peru, Guatemala, South Dakota, Au-
stralia, New  Guinea, Alaska,
Bangladesh. Consider the Christian
conquest of pagan Europe, Cortez in
Mexico, the 49ers in California, the
Dutch/Zulu  displacement of ' the
Bushman, the Japanese in the home of
the Ainu, the Roman empire . . .".

The legacy of the modern world is
not - science, leisure time, the Great
Religions, medicine, enlightenment,
material plenty, the uplift bra, Ken-
tucky Fried Chicken or unlimited op-
portunity. It is terror.

The second sad message of The Kil-
ling Fields is that there is no hope of
a revolutionary solution to the terror.
The revolution of Pol Pot consumed-it-
self just as did that of the French'The
American and Russian Revolutions
were corrupted and betrayed by
traitors within.

There is no hope, no reform possible
for “Civilization.” It was a mistake from
the beginning. The Killing Fields began
with the first seed planted.

Demonstrations can sure be fun. The
recent deme at Burger King in the
People’s Republic of Berkeley was no
exception. Of the 25 or so people who
showed up, there were many new faces,
and a lot of high-spirited energy. You
expect the people in Berkeley to be
politically aware, and they don’t disap-
point you.. Few of the passers-by re-
fused the informational leaflets that
were-being handed out and many stood
around to discuss the issue with the
local Earth Firstlers.

Two portly managers came out
briefly to tell us that Burger King
didn’t use any rainforest beef. When
Randy Hayes offered to show them a
photocopy of a recent letter from their
main office admitting that they did,
their only comment was “No more dis-
cussion,” which they repeated several
times before going inside to call police.
When the police arrived on the scene,
one portly manager complained to-
them, “But Burger King doesn’t use
any Central American beef!” The cops’
eniv reply was “Sue 'em.” The inside
of the restaurant was practically de-
serted during the three hour picket that
coincided with the lunchtime rush.

WE DON'T NEED NO STINKING
BADGES. Well, it would have taken a
small army of heavily-armed banditos
to keep the founders of Earth First! and
friends from celebrating the fifth an-
niversary of the founding with a reun-
ion in Mexico’s Pinacate Desert. Unfor-
tunately, word came from Cactus Ed
that that was exactly the case as a
friend of ours had recently discovered
the hard way. Since we didn’t want our
disappearance to be sensationalized by
the media, we elected to re-live the in-
famous occasion in a part of the Sono-
ran Desert that is diligently defended
by our armed forces. There is a rumor
going around that several Earth
Firstlers, their judgment impaired by
Mexican beer, tried to thumb their
noses at the concept of international
borders by smuggling a case of Corona
beer across the border in the middle of
the night through the desert. That
rumor, however, is false. The beer was
Pacifico.

EARTH FIRST! BEER. Yes, it’s fi-
nally happened. Two Earth Firstlers
here in the Bay Area are brewing beer
with the EF'! logo on the bottle. Called
“X Country Skier From Hell” beer, it
is strong, slightly bitter and without
much of a head. Any resemblance to
actual Earth Firstlers is accidental.

Jeff Liddicott, who is serving time
in the Linn County Jail, Oregon, for
his part in the Middle Santiam Wilder-
ness Blockade last year, has just sue-
cessfully completed a petition drive to
have the jail declared a nuclear free
zone. The response from the jailers to
the declaration was “Denied by the
Management.” The decision is being ap-
pealed.

Nagasaki Johnson, or “Rosellybelly”
as he is called by the similarly well-en-
dowed Spurs Jackson, will be reporting
regularly from the front lines as he
cruises avound the West Coast the next
several months, stirring up trouble.
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LETTERS

CONTINUED

Dear Earth First!

Dreams die hard, but let’s face it, the
mainstream environmental movement
is being industrialized. It’s all part of
a growing trend: the “Yuppifukation”
of America. The environmental indus-
try, like all others, will be dominated
by upscale careerists who dutifully con-
form to a set of arbitrary professional
standards in order to ascend the career
ladder. It’s wishful thinking to assume
that this system can be converted to
biocentrism by visionary infiltrators at-
tempting change from within. It would
be like sparring with a tar baby — the
longer you spar, the stucker you be-
come. In order to gain a position of in-
fluence, you must suppress your true
passions and conform to the party line.
The rationalizations aceumulate, and
you eventually become part of the sys-
tem — afraid to make waves for fear
of losing that hard earned position. The
old saying holds true: you become what
you do, so be careful of what you do.

Earth First! should stay on the cut-
ting edge and continue to be the consci-
ence of the environmental movement.
Any real change will come from the
grassroots — the people will lead and
the leaders will follow. All passionate,
bleeding-heart, romantic, visionary
hard asses should join the cause and
leave the industry to the “eco-crats.”

Earth First! should above all never
start to take itself too seriously. It
should continue to be predominantly a
loose network of radical amateur “half-
activists.” Ed Abbey said it best in

" Mother Earth News: “No one should be-

come a full-time crusader for anything.
I’'ve found that it’s best to be a half-time
crusader, a part-time fanatie, and save
the rest of the time to try to maintain
my sense of humor and my emotional
balance in an effort to stave off ulcers
and heart attacks.”

From the roots

Don Morris

Dear Earth First!

I was disappointed to see that Fﬂu’tlz
First! is once again “the Radical En-
vironmental Journal.” T see a problem
with the semanties of that word.

To be “radical” is to “not be
mainstream.” When you introduce
yourself as a radieal, the man on the
street has just closed at least one-ear
to your message. And eventually-you
wind up talking to only those who are
already committed.

If the motto of group A is “Hey, we're
radical,” and the motto of group B is
“whatever is good for group B (Phelps-
Dodge, Boise-Cascade, the cattle in-
dustry, the military-industrial complex)
is good for America,” then group A is
fighting an uphill battle. Unnecessarily.
Unfortunately, a large percentage of
the public is swayed by mottos dnd
media hype

There is nothing radical dbout Deep
Ecology. It's just common sense to take
good care of the planet that we depend
on for our lives. It is, or should be, a
truly universal philosophy. One that
benefits everyone — not just an elite
few.

While Earth Firstlers may support,
or even employ radical tacties such as
monkeywrenching, simply because
time is running out and desperate
measures are needed, it seems counter-
productive to label our thoughts as
“other than normal.” Do we really be-
nefit from that image?

- Chuck Walla

Arizona

Editor’s reply: A good argument and
one which I have certainly chewed over
with my brilliant associate editors. My
dictionary has a number of definitions
for “radical” including: “1) of or per-
taining to roots or origins; fundamen-
tal. 2) thoroughgoing . . . 3)favoring
drastic political, economic, or social re-

forms. 4) existing inherently . . . 5)a
person. who advocates fundamental
political, economic, and social reforms
by dirvect and often uncompromising
methods.”

This sounds like us. And, I fear, that
to be “mainstream” in this day and age
is to be stark raving mad.
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RE

By Michael Hamilton

I used to wonder why Amory Lovins
and Roderick Nash bragged so much
about the number of days per year they
spent in wilderness. Perhaps their
example should be examined for what
it can tell us about leadership in today’s
environmental. groups. Whether intui-
tively or through caleulation, they may
have stumbled on an answer to some
of the stickier problems Dave Foreman
and Earth First! have raised for some
time, especially in the last Brigid edi-
tion of this rag.

First, we must recognize the
threshold issue of awareness: the or-
ganizational difficulties facing today’s
environmentalists are perhaps new to
us, but are not unique. They are attri-
butes of successful social movements,
as surely as are opinion polls showing
people favor environmental protection
and wilderness.

Similar issues of revolutionary im-
mortality — or how to attain it — con-
fronted George Washington, Gandhi,
Mao, Gifford Pinchot, Andrew Young
and others who demanded and attained
social change. The question is: what
happens to an antiestablishment move-
ment when it succeeds (even partially)
and is asked to implement the changes
it demanded?

Past responses have been diverse,
many confirming Lord Acton’s observa-
tion that “power corrupts.” How many
country or rock bands have you seen
go to pieces after their first big hit LP,
never to produce another as daring or
distinctive as the first? George and Gan-
dhi were more effective pushing change
before they became heads of state; Mao
tried to institutionalize permanent rev-
olution and failed; Andy got too far out
in front of his supporters and got
canned; Gifford gave up on popular
values cin favor  of professional ones,
after he was in-office.

Preserving — or reviving — one’s
gut feelings about the value of a re-
source is a formidable undertaking
when cursed with success. Jerry Brown
decimated the leadership of environ-
mental groups in California by appoint-
ing so many to government positions,
as Jimmy Carter did nationally a few
years later. The lifestyle changes this
forced on many were hard to forsake
when the tides turned, and other oppor-
tunities beckoned. Some were lost to
the movement; others came back prom-
oting big salaries and perks — like liv-
ing in DC with a large, central office
staff. Still others who have experienced
success — like Lovins and Nash — self-
consciously remind us they have not for-
gotten where their roots lie.

Is revival impossible? I think not, but
the price we must pay for success is
eternal vigilance against ourselves, and
advancement of a continuous program
of self-education and revitalization.
That is, we must strive self-consciously
to keep alive that fire-in-the-belly that
once drove us to grassroots political ac-
tion.

We must also recall there are four es-
sential elements to successful political
mobilization: controversy, first-hand
knowledge of the issues, competence in
organization, and grassroots control of
the organization.

CONTROVERSY

Historically, the greatest gains by
conservation and environmental
groups have been made in periods of
greatest controversy over resource is-
sues. Formation and activism of the
Sierra Club, Audubon Society and
other groups in the late 1800’s helped
move Teddy Roosevelt and Gifford
Pinchot into the White House, result-
ing in creation of national forests,
parks and monuments. Controversy
over resource “giveaways” and public
works programs of the 1950’s set the
stage for decline of Corps of En-
gineers and Bureau of Reclamation
construction programs — and for
enactment of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act — in the next dec-
ade. Controversy over public health
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Environmental professionalism. The Wilderness Society staff gathers in Colorado,

1975. (Standing, L to R: Bart Koehler, Roger Scholl, Jerry Mallett, Jean Widman, Sally
Ranney, Clif Merritt, Bill Mounsey, Harry Crandell, Stewart Brandborg; kneeling:
Dave Foreman, Joe Walicki, Amy Mazza. Photo by Louise Mounsey.)

effects of air and water pollution and
hazardous waste disposal have pre-
cipitated stronger action in these
areas than ever before. Controversy
over nuclear reactor safety and waste
have helped bring reactor construc-
tion to a screeching halt.

Controversy is indispensable to
grassroots organizing efforts which
lack sufficient funds to promote their
values and concerns in commercial
media. News coverage is often the
only way to reach a sufficient number
of people to build political support for
change. But news coverage does not
come easy. Seemingly outrageous ac-
tions are often necessary to capture
the attention of the media, whose re-
porters are continually bombarded by
the force of events, even to the point
of saturation.

Outrageous actions require the
courage of convictions about deeply
felt values (fire-in-the-belly), and can
be staged by persons with little more
than their bodies and a spark of imag-
ination. Professional management
skills — beyond a savvy approach to
the media and a common-sense adher-
ence to nonviolent action — are of
little use in generating and sustain-
ing controversy. Only rudimentary
fund-raising and budgeting skills are
required for acts of ecotage against
property.

KNOWLEDGE OF THE ISSUES

A scholarly knowledge of the issues
is no substitute for first-hand knowl-
edge of the resource itself. Principled
or intellectual adherence to a position
is sufficient for followers, but cannot
generate the intensity of commitment
or eloquence displayed by those who
live and breathe the resource i situ.
The depth of understanding and feeling
communicated by Lovins, Nash and
Foreman for wilderness comes not from
reading ecology texts or from bragging
about the time spent in the woods, but
from the experience of being there.
Often. Knowledge of the issues must
be informed by knowledge of the re-
source itself, first-hand, if leadership is
to be effective. David Brower under-
stands this.

Revitalization is the deeper meaning
of re-creation, and only periodic experi-
ence of the resource can provide the
requisite internal fortitude and burning
inspiration. Such experiences provide
the raw material for eloquence and per-
suasion — so important to pelitical or-
ganization — evident in the writings of
Muir, DeVoto, Leopold and perhaps a
few of our contemporaries. This is
something worth striving for, continu-
ally.

First-hand knowledge is also indis-
pensable in avoiding disastrous mis-
takes. Perhaps if we had more of it, we
would not have sold Glen Canyon down
the river in negotiations over Echo
Park Dam. If we knew the resource bet-
ter, perhaps we would not have bar-

gained away spectacular portions of
several western states during wilder-
ness reviews. It is difficult to protect
what we don’t know is there.

COMPETENT MANAGEMENT

One of the attributes of successful
political organizing is a growing mem-
bership, a larger organization, perhaps
spread over an increasingly larger
geographic area, even nationally. Large
organizations breed bureaucracies,
comprised of persons with diverse,
specialized skills which are necessary
to keep the organization functioning.
Persons with professional training in
program management, marketing,
membership-building, fund-raising,
lobbying, personnel management, fi-
nancial . controls, and office skills are
needed to move the organization to-
ward its goals.

However, there is no reason to sup-
pose that persons with professional
skills cannot be found — or trained —
from the ranks of hard-core environ-
mental zealots with first-hand knowl-
edge of the resource. To say that such
talent cannot come from inside the en-
vironmental community because “the
people have not been trained as profes-
sionals,” as Bill Turnage, Executive Di-
rector of The Wilderness Society, has
said, is pure BULLSHIT. (See Earth
First! Feb. 1, 1985, page 16, for com-
ments by Turnage and others.) Who
pays those membership fees every
year? Any demographic study of the en-
vironmental community will show our
ranks are heavily laden with profes-
sional people. A few years back there
was a Forest Service study that por-
trayed the typical wilderness back-
packer as a 32 year-old male Ph.D. But
apparently Turnage has neither spoken
to many wilderness users nor to the
people who work for him lately.

Some environmental groups do not
properly use the resources they have
at hand. When did you ever see a job
recruiting announcement in a member-
ship-renewal letter? Some don’t even
advertise such positions in their own
publications!

Further, once an organization can af-
ford to acquire such skills, it can also
afford to identify, train and groom fu-
ture leaders from its own ranks of ac-
tivists. Colorado State University, Uni-
versity of New Mexico, University of
Nevada-Reno, Washington State Uni-
versity and others offer both under-
graduate and graduate instruction in
these professional skills, in addition to
courses concerning environmental is-
sues. Perhaps even some of those
snooty DC schools offer such training,
Bl

The difficulty with professional man-
agers is that they learn a new set of
values during their training, stressing
things like efficiency, productivity and
benefit/cost analysis. They must be re-
minded periodically that these concern
only intermediate objectives, which

, must always 1|

kept subservient
long-term program goals and values at-
tached to the resource i
sional elites can be contr o=
ging them off into the boondocks occa-
sionally and making them listen to local
zealots talk about the resource.

GRASSROOTS CONTROL

One of the more insidious features of
a large organization is the difficulty of
keeping overall control in the hands of
the pecple who pay the dues. Proxy vot-
ing procedures provide invitations for
palace coups.

The Wilderness Society and Friends
of the Earth (and others?) have experi-
enced palace coups in recent years, at
the hands of professional elites who saw
the future of western resources in
Washington, DC (not to mention the
careers of themselves and their
friends). At least that’s how it appeared
from the backwoods. Some even had
the earmarks of the “hostile takeover”
by another organization that we see so
often nowadays in the corporate sector.
Strange to see some of us rush to fulfill
the criticisms of our development-ob-
sessed adversaries, that environmental
leaders are an effete elite, out of touch
with the American masses. But it ap-
pears to be true that, as executive
salaries have increased in recent years,
the psychic distance between our lead-
ers and volunteer worker/members has
increased markedly. Conscious effort is
required to reverse this trend.

So what do we do? We continue to
advocate the revitalization of the large
environmental organizations we have
come to criticize, only we take it one
step further. We propose a three-
pronged program to accomplish re-
vitalization. First, current leadership in
these organizations should stop comp-
laining, making excuses, and identify
future leaders from their own ranks.
Dedicated volunteers or other employ-
ees who appear to have a long-term in-
terest in the organization should bhe
singled out and provided with training
in professional skilis needed by the or-
ganization. These persons should be ad-
vanced to more responsible positions as
their training progresses, eventually
forming a middle-management pool of
expertise, experience and commitment
from which top managers can be re-
cruited. The more idealistic and zealous
they are, the better.

Consultants can be hired to provide
on-the-job seminars or workshops in re-
quired skills, or employees can take
courses part-time at local universities,
at the expense of the organization.
Such training can be offered as a reward
for past performance, dedicated ser-
vice, and as an incentive to stay on
against the vicissitudes of burn-cut. It
need not be offered to all persons in
the organization.

Not. everyone so trained can be ex-
pected to remain with the organization,
and no one should be pressured to do
so as changes in family circumstances,
health and interests occur. The invest-
ment of the group in these persons will
reap benefits as long as their new skills
are properly utilized, and some will
stay long enough to advance into leader-
ship positions. The idea is not to play
favorites with a few proteges, but to
develop a cadre of professional mana-
gers who reflect the zealousness of the
membership.

Second, all persons in leadership or
professional management positions
should be required to spend some time
each year on “working vacations” in the
field with local activists, as close as
they can get to a resource with which
the group is then working. If they don’t
think they have the time, they should
be required to make time.

In some cases, this is a revival ser-
vice Earth First! could offer as a spin-
off of the Round River Rendezvous or
other actions, by guiding field trips into
“hot” spots: backpacks, bug juice and
all. Imagine Turnage or McCloskey
after a week or two in the Maze . . . .

Other field schools, such as the Teton
School, could also prove useful. Four to
six weeks per year as a guide or being



THE DARK SIDE OF

By Robert Spertus

Recently, the Wall Street Jowrnal
had a rather strange article by a staff
reporter who went on a camping trip
in the Gros Ventre Wilderness Area in
Wyoming’s Bridger-Teton National
Forest. He was reporting on the con-
troversy surrounding Getty Oil’s efforts
to drill there and was also trying to give
a personal account of his first-hand
reactions to the place itself. The repor-
ter describes himself as a novice, a
flabby 50-year old who has done most
of his sightseeing in the West from a
car. Under the guidance of a local en-
vironmental activist he is led into the
Gros Ventre and tries to see things both
from the point of view of his guide and
from the point of view of those who op-
pose “locking up wilderness for the be-
nefit of a small elite.” The article draws
no final conclusions beyond describing
this conflict, but I was moved to find
that the reporter was honest enough
and perceptive enough to describe
some deep, personal feelings:

One day the movice wanders alone
among the tarns. He is struck by the
mtimidation he has felt in wilderness.
The dizzying gulfs of air that surround
him on the mountain summits, the
deep silences, the high, savage keening
of a wight wind across the granite
scarps — all make him uneasy.

He decides that that is because he is
of mo importance whatsoever here.
Down below, his entire world is tailored
to fit his convenience; he sees accomo-
dations to his humanity everywhere he
looks, and he takes them all for
granted, like the lord he is in that coun-
try. But the Gros Ventre doesn’t accomo-
date him in a single way. It doesn't care
whether he is hot or cold or even
whether he lives or dies. It goes about
its mighty works with an overwhelming
indifference to the tiny, ridiculous fig-
ure that has come to see them. So a
last purpose for wilderness: it teaches
humility.

When I’'ve gone out into the wilder-
ness I've often felt the same thing. I
think a lot of us have. No doubt about
it, it can get awfully lonely and
frightening in those big open spaces,
especially when you've just started out
and your brain is still humming with
the noise of civilization. I think a lot of
the boisterousness you see around a
campsite can be understood as a crude
attempt to drive away those oppressive
feelings of quiet and emptiness. And
many of those who are more quiet and
respectful still get nervous if they’re
not engaged in some kind of purposeful
activity: marching from A to B in time
Z, fishing, hunting, climbing, making
camp. The simple truth is that it’s not
easy to face the vastness of the wilder-

ness directly — to just be there, tiny,
helpless, insignificant. In any discus-
sion of “deep ecology” I think this point
should be kept in mind. I think it also
sheds light on the psychology of the
enemy.

Aside from enriching themselves by
building dams, clearcutting, stringing
high tension lines, and building roads,
aside from delivering “jobs and prog-
ress” and building personal power
bases, I think the powers that be are
also strongly motivated by a desire to
“tame” the wilderness because it scares
them. You won’t find this mentioned in
their environmental impact state-
ments, of course — they themselves
aren’t even always consciously aware of
it — but I believe that the process of
stamping the human scale over the wil-
derness relieves deep, shameful fears
and satisfies a desire for revenge.

I think this motivation explains some
of the sheer vindictiveness you find in
people like James Watt and the hun-
dreds of other politicians, newspaper
editors, civic boosters, civil servants,
and the “movers and shakers” from the
western states who positively hate the
wilderness and its defenders. Even
though they try to keep things in terms
of economics and national security they
can’'t keep a shrill hysterieal tone out
of their public statements. Of course,
there are benefits to scapegoating “en-
vironmental elitists” and trying to de-
pict yourself as a populist and friend of
the common man, but I think they
themselves realize that they should re-
strain themselves a little and appear
calmer and more detached. After all,

guided in the boonies (not at resorts),
at full or half-pay would be a good
period to start (Lovins used to claim
he spent 6 months or more of each year
in the woods).

Third, volunteers from local groups
(not necessarily of the same national
group, but willing to work), and field
representatives should be rotated in
and out of national or other central of-
fices, and participate in regular staff
meetings with professional managers.
Field staff could receive skill training
during these stints, and would help
keep central office staff aware of re-
source values and local concerns. Bet-
ter, field and central office staffs would
get to know each other.

To be effective, all three prongs of
this program must be sharpened simul-
taneously and continuously, under the
direction of the head of the organiza-
tion. A one-shot effort will fail. Some
time and resources must be expended
to do this well, but no where near as
much as most major corporations and
city governments expend on similar
programs of employee development.

That is precisely what it is: employee
development, helping people grow and
increase their skills in order to prevent
their environmental organizations from
forgetting what they are about. Suc-
cess is more likely if you try to make

a zealot more professional, than if you
try to make a professional more zeal-
ous. This is a revival program, to stimu-
late a resurgence of commitment to re-
source values in large, successful en-
vironmental groups that need profes-
sional staff.

Meanwhile, Earth First! should con-
tinue to holler and stomp all over the
fragile decorum of soft-core environ-
mental groups, admirably serving a
hair shirt function and making them
feel uncomfortable. It makes them
think. A few may even face the music.

_Oh yes, and put another quarter in the

jukebox, Dave . . . .

Michael Hawmilton is a 38 year old
male Ph.D. backpacker political scier-
tist with no experience in Washington,
DC, who has taught public administra-
tion and environmental policy at Col-
orado State University, University of
New Mexico and University of Wyom-
ing.

This essay is part of an ongoing dis-
cussion in Earth First! about making
the most of “Professionalism” in en-
vironmental organizations. For back-
ground see the Aug. 1, 1984; Dec. 21,
1984; amd Feb. 2, 1985 issues of EF!.
Additional thoughts are welcomed.

|

WILDERNESS

it gets embarrassing when a general

talks of “nuking the gooks” rather than
“interdicting the enemy” and a lot of
Watt’s allies probably groaned over his
rhetoric, but the point is he couldn’t
help himself. The hatred just bubbles
out.

It bubbles out of thousands of others,
too. The off-road types, the power boat
crowd, the blast ’em down hunters —
you hear the hatred in bars, in marinas,
and scenic turn-outs. You might hear
talk of jobs and recreation, but there’s
also that voice you don’t hear with your
ears, a voice that keeps saying “I hate
them because they are brave and I am
a coward. They go alone and -unafraid
to face that quietness and emptiness.
They pay homage to it, glory in it. They
mock my fears.” Watt himself once de-
fended the use of power boats on the
Colorado River by saying that he had
tried going down the river in an oar
boat and after a few days was so bored
and oppressed by the experience that
he prayed for a helicopter to-come and
take him out. He said it to mock the
“elitists” who cherish quiet and sol-
itude, of course, but I think it’s the
most honest and revealing thing the
man ever said. 3 i

In fact, Watt’s cowardice — and the
bullying facade with which he masks it
— seems to play an important role in
today’s political arena. The politicians
have a pressing need to feel brave these
days. Evidently a lot of them find a way
to satisfy the need by spinning expen-
sive military fantasies. Some seem to
need even more, though — look at a
guy like Utah’s wilderness- fighting
Senator Jake Garn. He’s about to go
up in space securely attached to a
multi-billion dollar umbilical cord. That
might help for a while, but if you're
scared to be alone in your back yard
under those big Utah skies you need
another bravery fix before too long.
What'’s it going to be? (God help us!)

There are a lot of Garns out there and
they’re doing fine. Yes, it’s a good time
to be a bully: there’s so much fake brav-
ery around today that people are losing
sight of the real thing. You can get
elected if you talk tough. Look at
Reagan. Murray Kempton hit the nail
on the head in a recent piece about the
man’s “artistry:”

His special genius is that he asks
very little of the common people except
piety. His themes — Grenada, the
Olympics — are about combats that
were themselves little more than specta-
clesi i,

But we are now conditioned to an all-
but-unanimous preference for
triwumphs devoid of real struggles,
trophies for which we are never required
to run, and testimonials to our benevo-
lence that never ask us to be to much
degree generous. Reaganism makes us
proud of our patriotism and exempts
us from wasting any faculty except the
larynx in its exercise.

So what does one conclude from all
this? Is there any hope for wilderness?
(Assuming the bullies in the Pentagon
don’t blow up the world and make the
question moot.) Of course, we have to
cling to the hope that there is and keep
on struggling any way we can. Person-
ally, I think that it’s useful to get people
out into the wilderness (no campfires,
please, and try to give the tundra a .
break), and I support the Sierra Club
notion that direct, first hand encoun-
ters with forests, rivers, deserts, and
mountains will somehow turn people on
and motivate them to defend what they
see. To this end I think it’s good when
those of us who have already been “out
there” can be guides and teachers and
pass on what we know.

However, my ruminations about fear
and awe and bravery lead me to think
that we have a further obligation be-
sides showing people natural beauty.
There is a darker side to wilderness —
we have to be open to it and we should
also try to open others. (It’s beautiful,
yes, but it’s not just a picture on a calen-

dar or a scenic turnout. —it’s pitiless,, .,

and cold. It’s not our turf. We need to
go out there because it’s a place we
don’t belong.) Maybe in this way we can

‘add something to the publie discourse

and find some kind of psychic jujitsu to
mobilize for good those deep human
fears of the wilderness.

Right now the most frightened
among us are in control and they have
made a virtue of cowardice. But can
this nation, which wants to call itself
“the home of the brave,” somehow open
itself to true bravery? Can we still save
what’s left of our wilderness and pre-
serve an arena where young men and
women, old men and women (flabby 50-
year olds, too) can stand alone — ter-
rified and awe struck — to endure the
experience of being insignificant specks
in the vast universe? Can we preserve
the opportunity to struggle in that
arena and the chance to prove ourselves
brave? If so we will find that men and
women return to civilization ennobled,
generous in spirit, proud to have faced
the terrors of the wilderness and proud
to have left it alone.

Space and solitude. West Potrillo Mountains, New Mexico. Photo by Dave Foreman.
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MUSIC FORTHE
LIVING WORLD

(Record Reviews
for
Deep Ecologists)

By Lone Wolf Circles

TRAPEZOID
“Another Country”
1982, Flying Fish 287

LORRAINE DUISIT
“Hawks and Herons”
1983, Flying Fish 308

CECELIA OSTROW

“Spruce Forest, Fir Forest”
(previously released as “Heart to the
Wild” 1981) $6.50 ppd. direct from
Cecelia Ostrow, 824 SW 10th, Corval-
lis, OR, 97333

The living planet is not only diverse,
but polyrythmic. I've argued elsewhere
that all the way down to the molecular
level the elements of substance are held
together not so much by the static laws
of physics as by the principles of music.
Modern wholistic science shows some
recognition of this with expressions like
the “dance of atoms.” The highs and
lows, the swirling flow is evidenced in
the mutual patterns of wood grain, rock
matrix, the currents of fire and water
in perfect orchestration, moving to
their individual melodies. Each expres-
sion of the natural world is unique in
its song while remaining in tune with
the greater flow of which it is a part.
In this way, thinking humans divorced
from their source, as well as the struc-
tures (cities, plastics) which they
create, are simply bad songs, disson-
ant, cacophonous, out of tume. I can
only hope the more aware members of
our species can hear with hearts as well
as with their ears, not just the obvious
music of vanishing songbirds and the
wind in the pines, but the irrefutable
songs of the water, the soil, and the
humming rocks. Secrets fill their ver-
ses, for those who truly listen.

Now to the gems of contemporary
human musical production. Hidden
amongst the wasteland of “Quiet Riot”
and the staccato bursts of Chick Corea
lie the evolved blends of Jazz and Blue-
grass, tribal and electric, live animal
recordings and ancient or experimental
instruments. Of special interest to
Earth First!ers are the artists who use
musical theory and current lyrics to
teach as well as entertain, carrying the
mantle of the Bards, the great
societies, and the great poets. Their
creations can inspire, alternately sooth-
ing us and exciting us to action. With
this introduction, I offer the following
reviews of “Music for the Living
World.”

The voices of gifted women, like my
canyon winds and the plaintive cry of
the eagle, lift me to the sky, send chills
to every part of my body. These are
the sounds to which I draw my best
artwork, the last sounds I hope to hear
when I take the journey from man to
soil.

Some of the finest earth-lyrics and
one of the finest recorded voices come
together in the works of Lorraine
Duisit. It is her versatile and lilting
voice, harmonizing with that Freyda
Epstein, that brought the “English-
country” group Trapezoid to new
heights. And it is Lorraine’s lyrics on
their album “Another Country” that
take the group from unique arrange-
ments of traditional ballads to the
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genre of contemporary earth-poetry. In
her songs “Dragontree,” “Pt. Reyes,”
and the memorable “Indian Paint-
brush,” she proves her sensitivity to na-
ture and its significance.

Released a year later, her solo album
“Hawks and Herons” is an amazing ef-
fort. Absent is Trapezoid’s fine but
Euro-sounding hammered dulcimer.
Added on various cuts, however, are
the viola, wuhan, oboe, harp, flute,
dumbek, and “brush on grass mat.”
Her mandola picking lends continuity
while she takes us through those “mov-
ing greens of the river” to a special
place.

Who can’t relate to the words in her
song “Forgive the Cactus”:

Forgive the cactus its thorn

For its beauty is beyond compare,

Right there,

Where you dare not go,

All you fear

Inside, aching

Has denied

That beautiful song
That hides

Right there,

Where you dare not go.

Or the refrain of the title song,
“Hawks and Herons”:

There used to be oceans here,

Oceans and strange birds,

Did that song expire,

Or is it here.

Courting a memory,

Caution to the wind,

Calling for the tenderness

In the wilderness of your heart.

Like a regular pilgrimage to my fa-
vorite wild places, I put her album on
again and again, trying to hold the
notes and meanings in my heart, a sus-
tain, yet:

I will write it in the sand,

Where the waves will wash it over . . .

1 feel it in the sunrise

I see it in the evening glow

I will try to make it mine
But it escapes me every time.

Recognition of mortality, of the limits
of our understanding, amongst the per-
fect music of the natural world. The
same can be said of an even less recog-
nized artist.

The voice of Cecelia Ostrow has the
arousing and caressing qualities so
often ascribed to the likes of Joan Baez,
although her lyrics are not so Woody
Guthrie-like but an alert to the more
vital concerns of our despoiled planet,
tributes to the remaining wilderness
for which we must fight so hard to de-
fend. Her recent incarnation as part of
the Earth First! struggle against the
deforestation of the Middle Santiam
shows the degree of her devotion to
Earth. Listening to her tape (first enti-
tled “Heart to the Wild”), I'm flooded
with emotions, with visions of tall trees
and nurturing brooks, memories of rid-
ing naked bareback through another
time, of lovemaking in sweet clover.

. Her voice is like “the air, the air, the

crystal air,” filling me with life and with
strength. Listen to the words from
“Cummins Creek”:

You can remember when,

When the world, once the world was
alive

A wilder place,

Far from the ways of men —

I can feel it again.

THE GIANT
CREATURE

By William Koethke

Earth Ascending: An Illustrated
Treatise on the Law Governing Whole
Systems. by Jose Arguelles. Sham-
bhala, pub. Boulder and London.
1984. 156 pp. $12.95.

Pleistocene culture is a synthesis of
the experience of two million years of
human life on Earth. This hard won
adaptive wisdom (which existed
worldwide prior to “civilization” and
continues to exist with the few native
tribes not yet destroyed) we might call
our Pleistocene inheritance.

Although the Pleistocene tribal cul-
tures showed great diversities, there
were fundamental commonalities.
These fundamentals follow the princi-
ples embedded in the patterns of na-
ture. Just as solar energy is synthe-
sized and flows throughout the web of
nature, sharing of energies was — and
is — fundamental to tribal life.

The Pleistocene culture is the inheri-
tance of every one of us. It is the heri-
tage of our human family. When looked
at in terms of all of the thousands of
native tribes across the planet, we see
as predominant: balance between the
sexes, and between the people, balance
with Earth and balance in population.

The vast array of different tribal cul-
tures in our human family share one
common context or world view. That is
the understanding that Earth is alive
— a Giant Creature.

It’s not difficult to see that if we un-
derstand this paradigm — that we are
a living part of The Giant Creature —
we would develop a culture that em-
phasizes respect for Life, and Earth,
in our practices and thinking. Such is
the two million year old wisdom of our
human family.

And then, as we are all painfully
aware, The Big Sleep set in, just re-
cently (maybe 10,000 years ago). In The
Big Sleep, some Patriarch dreamed a
nightmare that he was a disembodied
mind. Having no organic identity, he
began struggling to possess dead ma-
terial objects to identify himself by-
and-with, while experiencing great fear
of freely living things (“the howling wil-
derness” as the witch burner Cotton
Mather would have it). His great inse-

And since I recognize the truth when
she says:

Waves on the face of the ocean,

Wawves in the ocean of grass —

Life made the soil that we stand on,

And we shall be earth when we pass.

. then let my existence be filled
with such vision, such awe, such beau-
tiful voices as these.

I want to go where the wild things
grow, W

Out in the wind and the sun.

I want to know what the animals
know, .

That the life and planet are one.

Buy their music, -hug a tree, and be
all the richer for it. Next we will review
those examples of “New Age Music”
that mix recordings of wildlife with the
songs of man, especially taking note of
two artists in particular who actually
play and communicate with the animals
rather than merely dubbing over them.

Wishing you the experience of the
wild, and the music of creation un-
bound.

— Lone Wolf Circles

Lone Wolf Circles is a poet and artist
living in a remote section of the Gila
National Forest in southwestern New
Mexico. His book of art and poetry Full
Circle 1is available through Earth
First!. See the ad in our merchandise
section. This is the beginning of a reg-
ular column from Lone Wolf Circles on
music.

_curity caused him to inflate his identity
by accumulating herds, harems, slaves
and land which were (and are) control-
led by violence. The rest we know as
the the history of “civilization,” staged
and enacted by those Patriarchs we rec-
ognize today as the Earth Killers.

Although the roots of the Pleistocene
Wisdom and the Ancient Paradigm
have now been largely lost (except
among some remaining healthy forager
tribes), some see the dolmens, mehirs
and standing stones left over much of
the British Isles and in Europe by an-
cient people as remnants of a form of
“Earth acupuncture” reflecting this
paradigm.

Contemporary science is yet unable
to explain what these ancients were up
to, the same way that the AMA ecan’t
explain how acupuncture works or
what energies it deals with. It is simply
that the ancients functioned on a differ-
ent order of knowledge. The matrix of
that knowledge was Geomancy.

The study of cosmic energy har-
monics, called Geomancy, is a synthesis
of science, art and organic magic. Ar-
guelles says that, “As a science,
geomancy descnbes the structure and
functions of the planet body earth in
relation to the individual body man,
and to the celestial regions, heaven
above.”

Arguelles takes the macro view and
has produced an astonishing work.
Earth Ascending is no less than the or-

- ganismic history and future of The

Giant Creature since it birthed the
human life form.

There are fifty plates in the book
which défy description. They are art
certainly. They contain and overlay the
DNA codes, the Mayan calendar Tzol-
kin, the I Ching, Ben Franklin’s magic
squares, the Gate of the Sun at
Tihuanaco, geography, tectonic plates,
seasonal changes, the pulsation be-
tween the negative and positive layers
of the Van Allen radiation belts and the
sunspot cycles.

Earth Ascending is sure to make the
intellect fade out but it can readily be
perceived and appreciated by the whole
being, preferably in some non-civilized
state of consciousness.

Let us pick a thread out of this artis-
tic science presentation to show how
Arguelles makes connections. The
DNA code has 64 codons which are the
exact duplicate of the 64 kua or hexa
grams of the I Ching. Arguelles puts
this together in numerically sympa-
thetic resonance with the 260 day Tzol-
kin calendar and Ben Franklin’s
squares (sums of all columns being 260)
and then points out that 16 cycles of
Tzolkin equals 11.3 years. “Or the cycle
of binary sunspots from inception to
point of reverse or crossover polarity.”

The beat of the heart of the sun
causes its circumference to rythmically
expand and contract. In resonance with
this, the sunspot cycle is a concentra-
tion of energy that travels from the pole
toward the equator, which the concen-
tration reaches in 11.3 years, where-
upon the polarity switches and it con-
tinues on to the other pole in a total of
22.6 years. This basic pulsation of the
system Arguelles then relates to the
DNA of Earth and its history.

Earth Ascending is a Grand Produc-
tion, an event of the “collective uncon-
sciousness.” It is dense and beautiful
and imbued in the symbolism of the an-
cients. Where does a work like this
come from? Arguelles has an answer:

“The Sacred Calendar of ancient
Mesoamerican civilization, like I Ching
of ancient China, points to more-than-
remarkable instances of systems too
perfect or too ingenious to be merely
the product of minds struggling to in-
vent a conceptual structure that could
represent or contain the order of na-
ture. Instead, as indicated by the con-
gruence of these systems in both the
genetic code and curious but highly in-



THE BIOLOGY OF OLD
GROWTH DESTRUCTION

By Reed Noss

The Fragmented Forest: Island
Biogeographic Theory and the Preser-
vation of Biotic Diversity, by Larry
D. Harris, University of Chicago
Press, 211 pp. Reviewed by Reed Noss.

The old growth Douglas fir ecosys-
tem of the Western Cascades, as every
Earth Firstler knows, is the battle-
ground for one of the most desperate
conservation wars of modern decades.
Those of us who have not physically
been out there in front of the bulldozers
and chainsaws, have been there’in
spirit; if only it were enough . . . .
The magnificent Douglas fir system,
ith 25 native conifers, is the only siz-
le expanse of virgin forest remaining
in the conterminous United States. But
present, the annnal rate of timber
harvest far outstrips the rate of annual
grov The old growth community it-
self has a very low or sometimes nega-
tive growth rate. Most intelligent
people recognize that cutting must
therefore be drastically curtailed to
achieve a balance with forest regenera-
tion. But no, say the “supply-siders,”
the present imbalance demands that we
cut even more old growth ! We must
get rid of that decadent, overmature
wasteland, they say, and replace it with
young, vigorous regeneration stands.

What is missing in the supply-side
argument, of course, is an understand-
ing and respeet for 1) the spiritual in-
tegrity of the old growth forest and the
right of every native part of that sys-
tem to remain unmolested, and 2) the
ecological integrity of the old growth
forest as a functioning life-support sys-
tem, with important benefits (climatic
regulation, watershed protection, gen-
etic diversity, etc., ete.) for humans and
nonhumans alike. To probably everyone
reading this journal, these two
categories of value are complementary,
and indeed inseparable, elements of
any natural system. But to the supply-
siders, the Forest Service, and I'm af-
raid the ecologically insensitive major-
ity of humans on this globe, the
spiritual values of nature are utterly
meaningless. To them, people who get
religious about the forest are heathens
and/or lunaties. On the other hand, the
ecological values are something that
they will have to reckon with. And here
we even have some laws, of all things,
on our side.

Dr. Larry Harris has written a book
for those who must reckon with the im-
pending ecological collapse of the old-
growth ecosystems of the Western Cas-
cades of Oregon. It is a book for both
foresters and conservationists (and
those rare individuals who are both),
written from the perspective of a

_ wildlife ecologist. Harris believes that

tegrative example of the Franklin
square, these systems are not man-
made at all. Rather, they are represen-
tations of the order of nature made
manifest to the minds of men often in
a past so anclient or dim that at best,
as in the case of the  Ching , they can
only be attributed to legendary figures
like the first Emperor of China.”
“What the existence of I Ching and
Tzolkin implies is the necessity of con-
sidering a basic way of knowing or
learning about things: knowledge
through attunement. This may be de-
scribed as learning through resonant
receptivity, intuitive learning or at its

most exalted, learning by revelation .
. Knowledge through attunement is
biologically primary or ahistorical.
Earth is our body and we eco-freaks
are about our natural business of its
healing. We have two million years of
wisdom behind us and what do the

Earth Killers have to offer? The publi- §

cation of this book (and there will be
more to follow) sounds a new note, the
note of the start of a new cycle and the
return of the Ancient Paradigm. The
Ancient Pardigm is sure to divide off
the spiral people from those of the
straight line persuasion.

a future forest by design will be far
superior to any we might inherit by de-
fauit. Given who's in control of “default”
(i.e. the Freddies and the forest prod-
ucts industry), he is undoubtedly right.
Harris applies the theory of island
biogeography to the remaining ar-
chipelago of old growth “islands,” then
expands well beyond this theory in fit-
ting the archipelago to the landscape.
His chief concern is to design a system
of old growth islands, assuming that
the Freddies will permit only some fi-
nite acreage to be committed to old
growth, that will perpetuate native
wildlife assemblages and ecosystem
processes in the long term.

Harris begins with the recognition
that the remaining old growth habitat
islands are far too small and too isolated
to retain native ecosystem integrity.
Wide-ranging carnivores like cougars
and bears, which have home-range
sizes of thousands of acres, cannot
maintain viable populations in the pres-
ent, r!"agmented system. This recogni-
tion is in line with increasing evidence
from around the world that not even
the largest existing parks, when sur-
rounded by inhospitable lands and un-
connected to other natural areas, are
able to hold wide-ranging species for
very long. They either dwindle away
within the park because of inbreeding
or other problems of small population
size, or wander outside to be destroyed
by humans. Therefore, a critical consid-
eration is that the landscape context
surrounding any “protected” area is at
least as important as the habitat con-
tent within that area. Animals (and
plant propagules) must be able to move
among protected areas (parks, pre-
serves, designated wilderness areas,
etc.) that are interconnected into a
funetional network by appropriate buf-
fer lands and dispersal corridors.

One way to increase the effective size
of a habitat island for wildlife is to sur-
round it by undevastated habitat. An
old growth stand surrounded by clear-
cut and regeneration stands might need
to be ten times the size of an old growth
habitat island surrounded by a buffer
zone of mature timber. Thus, an ar-
chipelago of old growth habitat islands
in a sea of “managed” forest might pre-
serve a viable ecosystem if and only if
the old growth patches are surrounded
and linked by long rotation manage-
ment areas. Harris argues persuasively
that containing each old growth ecosys-
tem within a long-rotation island, and
increasing the number of islands and
their connectivity, is both ecologically
and economically prudent. A well-inte-
grated old growth archipelago in a man-
aged forest matrix is a workable strat-
egy, even considering the mind-set of
most modern foresters.

The present system of parks and wil-
derness areas in the Cascades plays a
pivotal role in Harris’ proposal: they are
the “source pool” of species to colonize
and re-colonize the old growth ar-
chipelago. It is important, therefore, to
integrate the islands of old growth with
existing protected areas by means of
habitat corridors. Riparian strips,
which in the Western Cascades are
highly productive ecosystems domi-
nated by deciduous hardwood species,
would fulfill this dispersal-enhancing
function well. Protection of riparian
communities is an urgent matter in the
Cascades, as elsewhere. Not only are
these strips important as travel cor-

ridors for plant and animal movement _
and gene flow among old growth is-
lands, but riparian ecosystems are the
richest and most productive in the re-
gion. They excel all others as wildlife
habitat. Unfortunately, most have been
destroyed and the rest are going fast.
As Harris notes, parks and wilderness
areas are most commonly designated in
high elevation or other unproductive
environments, for obvious reasons
(both scenery and economics are in-
volved). Environmentalists must de-
mand the restoration of riparian com-
munities, and communicate Harris’
advice to utilize the natural dendritic
pattern of the landscape as the skeleton
for a system of old growth and long-ro-
tation habitat islands. Harris’ further
suggestion to close roads in riparian
areas, where the dendritic pattern has
unfortunately also provided a major
pathway for dispersal of Homo sapiens,
will endear him to Earth Firstlers.
Heavy human use and wildlife-protec-
tion do not mix.

The Fragmented Forest provides
ample evidence that even the largest
existing tracts of old growth forest will
not be able to maintain faunal com-
munities in perpetuity. They are not
whole ecosystems. This realization
should provide environmentalists with
a new incentive: not only must we fight
like hell to maintain the last few:rem-
nants of old growth, but we must: fight
for the integration of: existing old
growth tracts into a functional net-
work. Each individual site is surely sa-
cred, but isolated from its kind, each
will surely die — the ecosystem is un-
raveled and incomplete. We must tie it
back together.

Harris’ landscape approach to conser-
vation/development planning is suffi-
ciently general to be of use anywhere.
His concept of the “MUM” (multzple
use module), an inviolable core ‘conser-
vation area surrounded by oneé o more
buffer zones allowing a gradation of
multiple use, is already catching on
with groups ranging from the Interna-
tional Union for the Conservation of Na-
ture to the Florida Panther Recovery
Team. Even a number of people in the
Forest Service are interested in this ap-
proach, but it remains to be seen if

Siunder the: Rédgani sWminiktita tienomy
“real progress -ean.-be.made in..imple-

menting the key recommendation:=

This book should be read by all Earth
Firstlers involved in forest planning or
similar conservation strategy. But I
think most of us will agree that Earth
First! should demand far more from the
Freddies than does Harris. Although
Harris places emphasis on preservation
of all existing old growt,h ‘andintegra-
tion of these tracts intéua'larget wirble
— which we should all: applatdi=zrhe
also takes the practical view that 'mast
of this region will remain as “managed”
forest, with only a relatively small
amount preserved as old growth. We in
Earth First! must insist that huge areas
be committed to old growth restora-
tion, with no human intrusions. We also
must continue to supplement the
ecological/utilitarian -argument with
the most fundamental argument of all:
we have no right to destroy the freedom
of the wilderness, which has a'value in-
dependent of any purely human con-
cerns. If nothing else, if we follow our
heart-felt reverence for wildness, and
don’t budge an inch, then ecological
strategies like Harris’ will appear all
the more reasonable to the decision
makers.

Reed Noss is an ecologist with the
Nature Conservancy in Florida and is
a frequent contributor to Earth First!.
He previously worked for the Ohio De-
partment of Natural Resources.
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DEAR NED LUDD

DEAR NED LUDD is a regular feature in Earth First! for
discussion of creative means of effective defense against
the forces of industrial totalitarianism. Neither the Earth
First! movement nor the staff of Farth First! necessarily
encourage anyone to do any of the things discussed in'
DEAR NED LUDD.

Virginia's Big Schloss Roadless Area
recently spiked to prevent Freddie

timber sales. Photo by Dave Foreman.

ECODEFENSE:
A Field Guide to
Monkeywrenching

1 J
w\ﬂ»

Edited by Dave Foreman
Forward! by Ed Abbey

W

detailed, field-tested HEAVILY ILLUSTRATE
hi;ts froﬂ.*kgxperts on: WITH PHOTOGRAPHS
* = n 9
* Stonping ORV's DIAGRAMS AN
* Destroying roads CARTOONS

* Decommissioning heavy equipment
* Pulling survey stakes

* Stopping trapping

* Trashing billboards

* Hassling overgrazers

* Leaving no evidence

* Security

. and much more!

$10 postpaid
Order from:

Earth First!

PO Box 5871
Tucson, AZ 85703

SPIKE THOSE

TREES!

Leroy Watson of South Carolina first
presented the notion of tree spiking to
the readers of Earth First! in 1982.
Since then the concept has been dis-
cussed, experimented with, refined,
condemned, praised . . . and practiced.

Last fall a good deal of media atten-
tion was fastened on the spiking. of
trees in a timber sale in the proposed
Hardesty Mountain Wilderness (see
EF'! Nov. 1 198}) by a group called the
Hardesty Mountain Avengers. The
Willamette National Forest probably
spent more taxpayers’ money trying to
remove the nails than the timber was
worth (but what's a little deficit to
Reagan’s Forest Service?).

This winter, Canadian wilderness ac-
tivists have boldly driven 11,000 (that’s
eleven ‘thousand) corkscrew spiraled
spikes into old growth trees on Meares
Island to deter the logging of that hotly
contested forest off the west coast of
Vancouver Island. (See the Feb. 2, 1985
EF! for details on that issue.)

In January, the Oregon Freddies
were roused out of their peaceful
winter slumber by a lovely little letter
in the style of 1930’s kidnappers (the
words cut out of newspapers and pasted
on a page) reading:

Dear Freddies

As the_ destruction of old growth
timber on the public land continues so
will the spiking of forests slated for
clearcutting.

Youw'll find that sale unit 8 of the
Pyramid Creek timber sale has been
spiked with 50 lbs. of 20 penny spikes
over the level which would endanger
loggers.

This is just an example. The spiking
of other sale units may not be as easy
to detect.

Have fun looking.

The Bonnie Abbzug

Feminist Garden Club

In a marvelous display of quickness
of thought, the Willamette National
Forest timber toadies and their bosses
in the timber industry called the spik-
ing letter a hoax — since the area was
snow covered, there was obviously no
way the trees could have been spiked.
A BAFGC member who contacted
Earth PFirst! wondered if the poor
dumb Freddies had ever heard of cross-
country skis or considered the possibil-
ity that the spiking could have been
done before snowfall. She said that she

was more than happy to allow Will-
amette Industries’ sawmill to deter-
mine if the spiking was a hoax or not.

Because this spiking was done in the
Middle Santiam proposed wilderness
where non-violent direct action had
been used against logging all last sum-
mer (see EF! May, June, August,
November and December 198} issues),
there was condemnation of the act by
some spokespersons for the Cathedral
Forest Action Group and Oregon Earth
First!. Other Earth First!ers, however,
were heard to mumble, “It’s about
time.” Ahh, glorious diversity!

And now we have learned that spik-
ing has moved East. The George
Washington National Forest in Virginia
recently received a letter signed by
“Rednecks for Wilderness” which read:

Speaking on behalf of the trees,
rocks, and wildlife of George
Washington National Forest, this is to
mform you that approximately 40
pounds of spikes have been inserted in
the trees at various locations in the Big
Schloss Roadless Area. Good luck find-
ing them. Good riddance to any saws
that ever do find them.

Just a little insurance in case you
had any plans to manage this roadless
area in any way other than a wilder-
ness.

(Editor’s note: this Virginia spiking
is especially pleasing to me since the
Big Schloss Roadless Area was one of
my favorite hiking areas during my
suit-and-tie sojourn in Washington,
DC, for The Wilderness Society.)

And as reports of tree spiking were
drifting in from other states in April,
Dave Foreman was contacted at the
EF! office by an editor for a timber
industry publication in Oregon doing a
story on tree spiking and wanting a de-
fense of it.

For those interested in the practical
applications of this “hands-on” method
of National Forest Planning, full details
are presented in the book
ECODEFENSE: A Field Guide To

* Monkeywrenching now available from

Earth First! (yes, Bonnie, they have
been mailed and a ton of them are sit-
ting in Nagasaki’s old bedroom here at
the bunkhouse).

Already, refinements are being consi-
dered for spiking. How do you get
spikes high in trees? Hmmm. How
about a crossbow . . . ?

SPIKING

RIGHT !
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When you get the T-shirt
through becoming a special $25
member of Friends of the River. It
will even help if you just buy the
T-shirt! Either way, you're helping
protect the rivers of the West.

Friends of the River is the only
group in California solely dedi-
cated to the protection of our
remaining free-flowing rivers and
streams. With your membership /.
and support, you provide vitally | , 1t
needed help. L

HOW CAN GETTING A FREE T-SHIRT
HELP SAVE A RIVER

To order your shirt, pick the
color, type and size and send
this along with a check and a
return address. We'll mail it to
you pronto. If you want the shirt
for FREE, include $25 for a mem-
bership. We hope to hear from
you 'soon.

“FRIENDS OF THE RIVER" two-
color logo “Men’s” T-shirts are
on Hanes 100% cotton. “Men’s”
colors are green, red, burgundy
and light blue. Women's tank
tops (50/50 cotton/poly) come in
lavender, blue and red. $8.

“I'M A WILD RIVER LOVER” has

|~ T-SHIRT/MEMBERSHIP ORDER FORM

sy five brilliant rainbow colors on a

Our heavy weight T-shirts are
sharp! Our well-known logo dis- = (100% cotton) and women’s tank
played against the brightly col- Send to: ; - top (50/50). $10.
ored shirt identifies you as a Friends of the River All T-shirts come in S,M,L, and
concerned and active wild river Fort Mason XL. Include postage and handling

. San Francisco, CA 94123
lover. We even have a shirt that  (415) 771.0400 of $1.50 for the first shirt and $.50
for each additional.

says just that!

[ Please send me the following Friends of the River T-Shirts:

DESIGN STYLE COLOR “| QUANTITY SIZE
Wild River or FOR Mens or Womens .. SMLXL

S AMOUNT

O Yes, | want to join with Friends of the River to help protect our rivers.
Please send me the gift T-shirt indicated ($25.00 and above memberships only).

61/2% TAX on T-shirts only

NAME ' T-SHIRT TOTAL
£ POSTAGE & HANDLING
ADDRESS 1st shirt $1.50, each add’l 50¢.
cITyY STATE ZIP MEMBERSHIP
PHONE : TOTALENCLOSED

|
|
|
|
|
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|
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1
1
|
1
1
|
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( ANIMALS.

EXPLORE the Western American Wilderness
with Howie Wolke’s

WILD HORIZONS EXPEDITIONS

We offer a full schedule of backpacking expeditions in the wildest, most
remote, and most spectacular wildlands in the country: spring expeditions
in the wild desert and canyon country of Arizona and Utah; summer
expeditions into the wilds of northwest Wyoming; and a unique 30 day
winter expedition into the wild heart of Central Africa!

All trips emphasize low impact hiking and camping techniques, discussion
of relevant conservation issues, and the interpretation of the natural
features of each area by Howie Wolke and his staff of expert

guide/naturalists.

We are a complete outfitting/guide service. We provide: food, equipment,
transportation to and from the trailheads, and an expert guide/naturalist.

For more information, write:

WILD HORIZONS EXPEDITIONS
PO Box 2348 - EF

Jackson, Wyoming 83001

(307) 733-5343

- Discount available for Earth First! subscribers!

Do they matter?

An exciting new awareness is
unfolding about our relationship
with animals and the rest of the
natural world. Read about it in

THE ANIMALS’ AGENDA.

THE ANIMALS’ AGENDA gives
you news, views and articles
about animal rights, welfare and
protection, and about the people
who are making animal rights one
of the major issues of the "80's.

A WHOLE MOVEME

IN ONE MAGAZINE. QUARTERLY

NT
FIRST 14,
F‘*—\;,,L“\LE FREE,

ALTERNATIVE NETWORK MAGAZINE

EARTH FIRST! presents the three newest lithographs by our
artist Lone Wolf Circles. Each is strictly limited to only 100
copies, signed and numbered; and below the gallery price. In
14" x 18" mats $25.00 plus $5.00 postage; or unmatted $20.00
plus $5.00 postage. These as well as custom paintings, pipes,
and knives are available through EF! POB 5871, Tucson,
Arizona 85703.

Lone Wolf Circles is a 30 year old anglo living alone on an Anasazi site in New
Mexico’s magic mountains, seven river cvossings from a voad. 1985 marks the
eleventh year he’s survived on his creations, which have alternately amazed,
taught and offended. A full half of every ovder goes into the Earth First! Divect
Action Fund.

NAUTIRAID

Expedition Quality Folding Kayaks

BAIDARKA BOATS Box 2158, Sitka 99835 747-8996

Also: KLEPPER, EDDYLINE, and PACIFIC WATER SPORTS
Special attention to out-of-town orders, reasonable prices.

Poetry by Gary Lawless: .
Wolf Driving Sled $3.50
Ice Tatoo $3.00

Coyote Stories by Peter Blue Cloud:
Back Then Tomorrow $3.00
Paranoid Foothills $2.50

Fiction by James Koller:
If You Don’t Like Me You Can Leave

Me Alone
We have 35 titles available
Write:
Blackberry
POB 186

Brunswick, Maine 04011

REALITY INSPECTOR: i
Imaginative vision of reality. This

3 unusual fantasy story will open doors
to new ideas. For shaman or beginner.
$5 John Caris, 56C Westgate,
San Francisco, CA 94127.

ekl R X T ¥ __F ¥V B I 3
{J YES, Sign me N | S ; i b :
up for THE 1 access press inside view of “new age’’ Australia
ANIMALS’
AGENDA 1 PLANET EARTH NEWS, HUES and VIEWS
{1 1yr. $15.00 ] Eco Action, Health & Healing
(12 S/rs. $27.50 | | I New Tech, Psychic Reality and \Corr'zmunal Lifestyle
'3 yrs. $37.50 e - ] A \
] Here’s $2 - Send me a sample i $1.50 per issue - post free 3
copy and more information l MAGGIE’S FARM .
NAME i BOX 29 BELLINGEN
] 2454 AUSTRALIA A
STREET l Maggie's is a handcrafted magaziné Reeping in touc/x
' with the planet at a human fevel,
Ty S G TR Zip i
THE ANIMALS’ AGENDA i
P.0O. Box 5234, Westport, CT 06881
_-—----------—l



BACK ISSUES

Yes, back issues of Earth First! are available for
$1 apiece (to cover our postage and handling ex-
penses). Some of the early issues are already out
of print and numbers are running low on others,
so order those you wish now.

YULE Dec. 21, 1981 (Vol. I1, No. II) First Earth
First! Road Show; Oil Leasing in Wilderness Areas;
PP;'F! ?reserve System; Many early photos of Earth

irst!.

BRIGID Feb. 2, 1982 (Vol. II, No. III) Earth
First! by Dave Foreman (reprinted from The Prog-
ressive); letters from Progressive readers; Oil Leas-
ing in Wilderness Areas.

EOSTAR March 20, 1982 (Vol. II, No. IV) Mar-
die Murie Interview; Canyonlands Nuke Dump;
EF'! meeting in Eugene.

BELTANE May 1, 1982 (Vol. II, No. V) Little
Granite Creek Drilling Controversy; GO -Road;
John Crowell; Western Civilization by Chim Blea;
Monkeywrenching Seismo Crews; Jail: A Primer.

LITHA June 21, 1982 (Vol. II, No. VI) Little
Granite Creek; Moab Roads a BLM WSA; Chim
Blea on Babies; Dinkey Creek & McKinley
Sequoias; What To Do as an EFl!er; Caribou in

Maine.

LUGHNASADH Aug. 1, 1982 (Vol. 11, No. VII)
Rendezvous at Little Granite Creek; Dustrud Re-
signs as EF! Editor; Gary Snyder on Violence;
Canyonlands Nuke Dump; Little Granite Survey
Stakes Pulled.

MABON Sept. 21, 1982 (Vol. 11, No. VIII) Out

Of Print

SAMHAIN Nov. 1, 1982 (Vol. 111, No. I) BLM
Rotten in Utah by Clive Kincaid; Ed Abbey on
Books & Gurus; Bob Marshall’s 1927 Inventory of
Big Wilderness; Dear Ned Ludd/Closing. Roads;
Foreman Runs for Sierra Club Board; Mama Rue
on Sambhain; Bill Devall on Nuclear War; Foreman
on Endangered Species & Wilderness; How To Do
An EF! Wilderness Proposal.

YULE/BRIGID Dec. 21, 1982 (Vol. III, No. II)
Salt Creek Blockade; Nightcap Blockade in_Au-

stralia; Bisti Mass Trespass; Howie Wolke on Real 8

Wilderness; Ned Ludd/Closing Roads; Foreman on
Primeval Wilderness Management; Bill Devall on
Earth Bonding; Foreman on Books; Ed Abbey on
Pigs; Mama Rue on Yule; Wilderness & the Bible;
Juniper Chaining in Utah; Bisti.

EOSTAR March 21, 1983 (Vol. III, No. III)
Franklin River Blockade in Australia; Salt Creek
Blockade; GO Road and Bald Mt Road; Chim Blea
on Domestication; Howie Wolke on RARE III;
Bisti Circus; Deciduous Forest Ecosystem Pre-
serve; Nightcap Blockade Photos (Australia); EF'!
White Cloud Wilderness Proposal(Idaho); Ned
Ludd/Cutting Torch; Howie Wolke on the Wilder-
ness Act; Road Show Diary; EF! in Sonora; Spurs
Jackson on Books; Ed Abbey on The Big Woods;
Navajo Sam; Nagasaki Johnson on Tactics; Mama
Rue on Eostar; Creative Littering.

BELTANE May 1, 1983 (Vol. ITI, No. IV) Bald
Mt Blockade; GO Road; Howie Wolke on Modera-|
tion; EF! Wyoming Wilderness Proposal; Canyon-|
lands Nuke Dump; Maze Tar Sands; EF! Smashes
Earth Last!; Ned Ludd/Helicopters; California
Desert Sellout by BLM; Otter G’Zell on Whales;
Mama Rue on Beltane; Reenchantment of the
World Review; John Seed on Australia Rainforest
Direct Action; Bigfoot Interview.

LITHA June 21, 1983 (Vol. III, No. V) Wilder-
ness War in Oregon; Bald Mt Blockaders’ Personal
Accounts; Mama Rue on Summer Solstice; EF'! Wil-
derness Preserve System and Map; Head of Joa-
quin on Utah; EF! Glen Canyon Demonstration;
Franklin River Victory in Australia; Ned Ludd/
Radios; GO Road Stopped; Reform of the Forest
Service; Ed Abbey on Conscience of the Con-

ueror.

LUGHNASADH Aug. 1, 1983 (Vol. I11, No. VI)

Bald Mt Road Stopped!; Round River Rendezvous; §

Marcy Willow: You; Chim Blea on Population Con-
trol; Photos of EF! Glen Canyon Demo; The En-
dangered Rainforest by John Seed; Watt Enters
Coyote (A Greek Tragedy) by Marc Brown; John
Seed on Anthropocentrism; EF! and Dignity;
Mama Rue on Lughnasadh.

MABON Sept. 21, 1983 (Vol. III, No. VII) OUT
OF PRINT :

SAMHAIN Nov. 1, 1983 (Vol. IV, No. I) Sin-
kyone Redwood Blockade; EF! National Forest
Campaign; Rainforest Burgers by Roselle; Bald Mt
in Retrospect; EF!: The First 3 Years (with many
photos); Howie Wolke on the Forest Service; Con-
servation Biology review; The Battle of Salt Creek
(an epic poem) by Marcy Willow; Watt’s Last EIS.

YULE Dec. 22, 1983 (Vol. 1V, No. II) Forest
Service Attacks Wilds, National RARE II Suit,
DARN Report, Wolke on the Forest Service; EF'!
Utah Wilderness Proposal; EF! Ishi Wilderness
Proposal (California); How To Do An EF! Wilder-
ness Proposal; Ed Abbey in Utah; EF'! Black Rock
Desert Wilderness Proposal(Nevada); Sinkyone
Struggle; Greenpeace in Siberia; An Ecological &
Evolutionary Ethic Review; Coors “Beer;” Chim
Blea on the Humanpox; Ned Ludd/Vehicle Modifi-|
cations. :

BRIGID Feb. 2, 1984 (Vol. 1V, No. I1I) Oregon
RARE II Suit; EF! Idaho Wilderness Proposal;
Tuolumne; Forest Service Arrogance; Ned Ludd/
Smoke Bombs; Head of Joaquin on Trapping; Coors
in Shenandoah.

EOSTAR March 20, 1984 (Vol. 1V, No. IV)
Burger King Protest; Shipwrecked Environmen-
talism; Solomon Island Rainforest Action; Bald Mt
Road Crumbles; Southern Utah Wilderness; Dave
Brower/Muir’s Disciple by Bill Devall; Ned Ludd/
Tree Spiking & No Evidence; Mama Rue on En-
lightenment; 1984 Road Show; Photos of Daintree
Buried Protestors.

BELTANE May 1, 1984 (Vol. IV, No. V) Cabinet
Mts Grizzlies & Mining; Forest Service Appeals
Form; Wolke on the Role of EF!; EF! Owyhee Wil-
derness Proposal(Idaho, Oregon & Nevada); Angel
Dusting: Grizzlies; Middle Santiam; Colorado Rec-
reation Dollars; EF! Arizona Wilderness Proposal;
Arctic Wildlife Refuge Violated; Bolt Weevils; De-
vall on the Australian Environmental Movement;

Ned Ludd/Survey Stakes & Disabling Vehicles;-

Iéelelp Ecology & Reproduction; Save the Tuolumne
ally.

LITHA June 20, 1984 (Vol. IV, No. VI) Middle
Santiam Blockade; Chim Blea on the Big Outside;
Cabinet Mts & Grizzly; Coors in Shenandoah;
Saguaro National Monument Mine; Murder on Key
Largo; Burger
Rainforest; Ned Ludd/Rising & Falling Birds; EF!
Protests Canyonlands Nuke Dump; Sterile Forest
Review; Basic Principles of Deep Ecology; Sin-
kyone Continues.

LUGHNASADH Aug. 1, 1984 (Vol. IV, No. VII)
Middle Santiam Blockade; EF! Occupies Montana
Senator’s Office; North American Bioregional Con-
gress; Round River Rendezvous; Montana on Civil
Disobedience; Petroleum Conflicts with Wilder-
ness Analyzed; Everything You Ever Wanted To
Know About The Forest Service Part 1 by Bobeat;
Sacred Cows; Foreman on Professionalism; Hunt-
ing Wild Life; Devall and Sessions on the Books
of Deep Ecology.

SAMHAIN Nov. 1, 1984 (Vol. V, No. I) EF! Oc-
cupies Regional Forester’s Office (Oregon); Har-
desty Avengers Spike Trees; Old Growth Rally;
“What Do You Expect To Accomplish?”; Cop Raid
on Bald Mt; Your Taxes Destroy Rainforest; Down
(With) The Amazon; Green Politics; Elfbusters;
Roxby Downs in Australia; Wilderness — the
Global Connection; Ned Ludd/Water & Machines;
Forest Service Appeal Form; Everything You Ever
Wanted To Know About The Forest Service Part
2 by Bobeat; Direct Action by Devall & Sessions;
Gary Snyder: Song of the Taste; Beyond Sacred
Cows; Stiles in Defense of Dogs.

Send order to:

King Demonstrations; Daintree
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SILKSCREENED T-SHIRTS & SWEATSHIRTS

THE MONKEY WRENCH GANG

RED SHIRT/NAVY DESIGN

THE MONKEY WRENCH GANG

: BONNIE ABBZUG

GREY SHIRT/BURGUNDY DESIGN

THE MONKEY WRENCH GANG
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DOC SARVIS

BURGUNDY SHIRT/BLACK DESIGN
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THE MONKEY WRENCH GANG

BLACK SHIRT/SILVER DESIGN

ILLUSTRATIONS BY THE OUTRAGEOUS UNDERGROUND CARTOONIST ROBERT CRUMB.
FROM THE NEW 10th ANNIVERSARY EDITION OF EDWARD ABBEY'S CLASSIC NOVEL.

T-SHIRTS (HANES 100% cotton heavyweight Beefy-Ts®):
WOMEN'S FRENCH CUT T-SHIRTS (50% cotton/50% poly):

SWEATSHIRTS (50% cotton/50% poly):

SATISFACTION GUARANTEED

$9.95
$9.95
$17.95

Send check or money order. We normally ship within one week.

DREAM GARDEN PRESS,

1199 IOLA AVE,

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84104

Indicate number of shirts desired in the appropriate boxes
Check box if we should substitute colors if neccessary to .avoid, delav,] |

STuMEn BOVIRT, FPOTALIW o1

THE WHOLE GANG (T-SHIRT) $9.95

THE WRENCH " B

HAYDUKE " "

SELDOM SEEN : n

DOC SARVIS 1" "

BONNIE " w

BONNIE (FRENCH CUT) "

THE WHOLE GANG (SWEATSHIRT) $17.95

THE WRENCH n 0
TOTAL

SER 0 UTAHNS ADD 5.75% TAX

SHIPPING : 1.50
TOTAL ENCLOSED

YULE Dec. 21, 1984 (Vol. V, No. II) Texas Wil-
derness Logged; 30,000 Miles of Road in RARE
I1 Areas; Bridger-Teton Forest Supervisor;
Alaska: Kadashan, Denali, & Johnny Sagebrush;
Middle Santiam Trials; Japan Grizzly; German
Nuke Dump; Chipko; Solomon Islands Rainforest;
Daintree Rainforest Buried Protest; Environmen-
tal Professionalism Discussion; 1984: Wilderness
Boom or Bust?; A National Range Service; Non-
Game; Devall onn Whither Environmentalism?;
Cecelia Ostrow on Deep Ecology; Hardesty Mt
Tree Spiking; Ed Abbey on Ecodefense.

BRIGID Feb. 2, 1985 (Vol. V, No. III) Meares
Island; Military Land Grab in West (Supersonic
Overflights); Mission Symposium; F'S Employment
Tyranny; National Park Mining; Florida Panther;
Shooting Wolves from Air; Cathedral Forest Peti-
tion; North Kalmiopsis; Criticizing the Environ-
mental Movement; End  of the Yellowstone
Grizzly?; In Defense of Western Civilization; Stop
Planting Trout; Ned Ludd/Bigfoot.

EOSTAR March 20, 1985 (Vol. V, No. IV)
Rocky Mountain Gas Drilling; EF! Gives DOE
Nuke Waste; Montana Wilderness Demos; Yel-
lowstone Grizzly Management; Texas Demo; Rain-

forest Report; Swedish River; Wayne NF; South--

ern Utah; King Range; Arctic NWR Desecrated;
Joseph Canyon; John Day Mining; Great Exchange;
Acid Rain; In Defense of Humor; Wolke on Hunt-
ing; Nagasaki on Symbols & Lifestyles; Biocen-
trism of Western Civilization; Ned Ludd/Advanced
Billboarding.

ORDER BACK ISSUES FROM POB 5871, TUC-
SON, AZ 85703.

‘fractions may be done in a variety of

' ready copy. Classified ads are avail-

#

ADVERTISE IN EARTH FIRST!
Reach thousands of refined minds
with your slick Madison Avenue’
message in our high-toned, sophis-
ticated publication. Rates are as
follows:

Full page $110
Half Page $70
Fifth Page $35
Tenth Page $20
Column Inch $4

Colums are two inches wide. Page

ways but all ads must be 2, 4, 6, 8 or
10 inches wide. Ads that do not fit
these dimensions will be PMTed to
that width and an additional $5 will
be charged. All prices are for camera-

able for 10¢ a word ($2.50 minimum).

AT NATONAL £ 4
(a7

Al 0 A e s oz
Emie m 3
1000 ANNOTATED DATES:
e wilderness & national parks
e environmental triumphs
® environmental tragedies
® Luddites
e Wobblies
e Native Americans
® bizarre meteorological
phenomenon
" e natural disasters

$3.00 POSTPAID!




EARTH FIRST!

TRINKETS

& SNAKE OIL

HAYDUKE LIVES
EMBROIDERED

PATCHES
These are black 3 inch diameter’
circles with a red monkeywrench #
and the words HAYDUKE LIVES #
in red. Sew them on your pack, hat ©
coat, whatever. $3.50 postpaid.

EARTH FIRST!
TRINKETS ORDER FORM

= Make out checks to “Earth First!” or send cash. Mail to: Earth
= First!, POB 5871, Tucson, AZ 85703. Please send cash for orders of
= =85 or less. Allow 5 weeks for delivery (contact us if it has not been
=received by then). First class delivery can be arranged. Enter or
= circle size, color, style, etc.

BUBERARERQNR

how many postpaid prices total

— T-SHIRTS
— EF! Fist Size Color
French cut or regular - $9
Kids - $7
Glen Canyon Dam Size ____ Color ___$9
Defend the Wilderness
Size Color
French cut or regular short sleeve - $9
Long-sleeve - $11

Tools Size Color $9
Frog Size $11
BUMPERSTICKERS

—_ Earth First! $1
Boycott Coors “Beer” $1
Hayduke Lives $1
Rednecks For Wilderness $1
Dream Back The Bison,
Sing Back The Swan $1

Vote Green! $1

Subvert The Dominant Paradigm $1

Malthus Was Right $1

Another Mormon On Drugs $1
— Hunters: Did a Cow Get Your Elk? $1
— Think Globally, Act Locally $1

Resist Much, Obey Little $1

Native (with globe) $1.25

Earth First! (with flag) $1.25

American Wilderness, Love It

Or Leave It Alone (with flag) $1.25

SILENT AGITATORS
—EF! Fist (30/sheet) $1.25
—— EF! Tools (30/sheet) $1.25

Boycott Coors (10/strip) $1.25

CALENDARS
1985 Earth First! Calendar $3

SNAKE OIL
Monkeywrenches $1
Monkeywrenches $1
—_EF! Windowstickers 4/$1
_—_EF! Camouflage Baseball Caps $8
Hayduke Lives Patches $3.50
Songs of Fishing, Sheep,
and Guns in Montana, by Greg Keeler $6.50

BOOKS

__ Beyond The Wall by Ed Abbey $15
(signed, paperback)

— The Monkey Wrench Gan
by Ed Abbey $25 (signed, Eardcover)

— Deep Ecology by Devall & Sessions $17_________
(hardcover)

— Ecodefense by Dave Forman $10

— Full Circle by Lone Wolf Circles $5

ADD 7% SALES TAX IF RESIDENTOFAZ
OKAY, HERE’'S

él
w
&
2z
)
-
S

= Address
= City
alllllllllllIlllllllllllIIIllIllIlIlllllllllllllIlllllllllllllllllllll

State

Zip

llllll OO oo O O L LG

10th Anniversary Edition

THE Signed by
MONKEY
WRENCH
GANG

the Author

Ed Abbey’s Masterpiece
IMlustrated by R. Crumb

$25 postpaid from Earth First! POB 5871 Tucson, AZ 85703

DEEP ECOLOGY
Living As If Nature Mattered

The philosophical fundamentals for the defense of Earth

by Bill Devall and George Sessions

" $17 hardcover postpaid from Earth First! POB 5871 Tucson, AZ 85703

GREG KEELER

Songs of fishing, sheep
and guns in Montana

*['ve been waiting for years to see a
tape of Greg Keeler's songs out, and
who better to do it t! Earth First!?
Greg's cutting. witty. hard-hitting, di-
verse, intelligent songs are already a
legend in Montana. Now they can do
their work all over.™
- GARY SNYDER

Including these smash hits:

Ballad of Billy Montana ® 1 Don’t Waltz (and She Don't Rock’n’Roll) ®

Drinkin’ My Blues Away ® Miles City Buckin’ Horse Sale ® Latter Day Worm Fisherman e
@ Fossil Fuel Cowboy ®Montana Cowboy

Cold Dead Fingers ¢ Last Great American Cookout @ I call My Mama Papa ® Good Morning Sailor ® Make
Bucks, Get Rich ® Roll on Missouri

EARTH FIRST! MUSIC LTD
P.O. Box 5871, Tucson, Arizona 85703
All Proceeds Go To Preserving Our Environment

Only $6.50 postpaid

LTS
Earth First! The Radical Environmental Journal is an mdependent entity within the broad-
Earth First! movement and serves as a forum for the no- compromise environmental movement.=
Subscriptions go to publish this newspaper and to fund a variety of Earth First! actions. Please'
subscribe or resubscribe today!

EARTH FIRST! LlFETIME SUBSCRIPTIONS Tired of that little red check mark every year?'
Want to really help Earth First! and insure you'll get Earth First! The Radical Environmental=
Journal for life (yours or ours - whichever is shorter)? Then become a life subscriber! Send us $300"
and you've got it. Or, if you prefer, make a tax-deductible contribution of $500 or more to the Earth =
First! Foundation and you will receive a lifetime subscription to Earth First!

GIFT SUBSCRIPTIONS Introduce others to Earth First! and receive the EF! bumpersticker of =
your choice, 30 silent agitators, or a little monkeywrench for each gift subscription you make.=
Indicate what you would like on the form.

Keep us informed of address changes. The post office does not forward or return bulk mail.
Clip and send to EARTH FIRST! P.O. Box 5871, Tucson, AZ 85703

Here's $15 or more for a one year subscription to Earth First!

Here’s $20 or more for a year’s subscription to Earth First! Send it first class or to Canada or.
Mexico (US $ only).

Here’s $25 (US $ only) for a foreign subscription (air mail).

Here’s $15 (or $20/first class or $25/foreign) to resubscribe to Earth First!
Here’s $300 or more for a life subscription to Earth First!

Please send a gift subscription to the person below. Here’ s $15 or more.
___ I'm broke. Please send me a subscription for $
Please change my address. My old zip code was

Name
Address
City State Zip

The EF! subscription list is kept entirely confidential. You are welcome to use an alias. Make sure=

the mailperson knows that James What (or whoever) is getting mail at your address.
lllllllllllllllIlllllllllll"llllllllllllllllllIIllIlllllIlll-l-l-l-l-l-ll-l-lllllllllll.lllllllIlIlllllllIlllT




TOOLS — John Zaelit’s powerfu
impression of wilderness both old :
and new, the monkeywrench and é
warclub crossed. Black design on °
tan or blue 100% cotton Beefy-T'’s.

DEFEND THE
WILDERNESS — The monkey
wrencher’s shirt. Drawing by Bill |
Turk. Silver design on black Beefy
T’s or black design on white 100 %
cotton. Available in french cut,
black only, 50/50 blend. Alsoin long
sleeves, black only, 100% cotton
Beefy-T’s.

Fall Circle l'

LONE WOLF CIRCLES

Presenting “Full Circle,” a book
showcasing the early artwork and
poetry of Earth First!’s LONE WOLF
CIRCLES. The illustrations include
a trapper’s awakening, and the magi-
cal world he moved on to. The poems
trace the pursuit for wildness, first on
the streets, then in the wilderness of

BUMPERSTICKERS
All of our bumperstickers are green
lettering on long lasting white
vinyl. Most are $1 postpaid each.
The multicolored ones with flags or
designs are $1.25 postpaid.

Earth First!

Boycott Coors “Beer”

Hayduke Lives

Rednecks For Wilderness

Dream Back The Bison, Sing
Back The Swan

Vote Green!

Subvert The Dominant Paradigm

Another Mormon On Drugs

Hunters: Did a Cow Get Your
Elk?

Think Globally, Act Locally

Resist Much, Obey Little

Earth First! (with red, white and
blue American flag)

American Wilderness, Love It or

Leave It Alone (with flag)

Native (with blue, green and white
globe)

-

. postpatd®:

by

outlaw mother Earth: ‘And beneath
the ash, the ash of pavement, the cer-
tainty of seed.” The promised return
to our wild selves, Full Circle. Availa-
ble for $5.00 postage paid from Earth
First! PO Box 235, Ely, NV 89301.
100% of every sale going into the
Earth First! Direct Action fund.

EARTH FIRST! WINDOW
STICKERS

Green EF! fist with the words
“EARTH FIRST! No Compromise
in Defense of Mother Earth” in
green on 3 inch diameter white
vinyl. 4 for $1 postpaid.

SILENT AGITATORS

Fun to stick anywhere - bar,
bathrooms, Freddie offices, trail
registers, dead bulldozers,
anywhere.

COORS - Spread. the word on
these land rapers. Green words on
white stickers.

Coors is Anti-Earth

Coors is Anti-Women

Coors is Anti-Labor

AND IT TASTES AWFUL!
BOYCOTT COORS

EARTH FIRST! FISTS

Green EF! fist logo with words
“EARTH FIRST! Nocompromise in
Defense of Mother Earth” in red
-ink. 1% inch diameter. 30 for $1.25

EARTH FIRST! TOOLS
The Monkeywrench and Warclub
crossed in brown, the words “Earth
First!” in green. 1% inch diameter.
30 for $1.25 postpaid.

EARTH FIRST! — Fist logo
with words “EARTH FIRST! No
Compromise in Defense of Mother
Earth!” in black on green, yellow or
red 100% cotton Beefy-T’s.
Available in French Cut, 50/50
blend, in green, yellow or red. Also
in Kid’s sizes, green, 50/50, sizes

© XS-L.

THE CRACKING OF

GLEN CANYON DAM —]Jim
Stiles infamous masterpiece. Keep
on praying for that one little

precision earthquake! Blck design -
on blue or tan‘ heather.” 75%

cotton/25% polyester.

AMERICAN CANYON

FROG — Roger Candee’s popular
. American Canyon Frog (Croakus
Abyssus Pistoffus) with the mesage
“AMERICAN WILDERNESS
LOVE IT OR LEAVE IT ALONE.”
Two greens, red and black in a 4
color design on grey 100% cotton

Beefy-T's.

AMERICAN CANYON FROG [CROAKUS ABYSSUS PISTOFFUS)

LOVE IT OR

{E;

CAMO CAPS

We've got a variety of camouflage
baseball caps. There is a 100%
cotton front and back, in either
woodland or desert camo. All are
imprinted with the EF! fist logoand
the words, “EARTH FIRST! No
Compromise in Defense of Mother
Earth” in white. Specify which
style you want or we’ll just send
whichever we have in most supply.
$8.00 postpaid.

AVE 1 ALON®

QEY RipSe

Kids Shirts!

The Earth First! fist design now
comes in kids sizes. vBIack prinf :
on green shirt. 50/50 ,sizes XS-
L.

$7.00 postpaid, indicate kids
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PO BOX 5871 :
- Bulk Rate

TUCSON, AZ 85703
U.S. Postage
: ’ PAID
ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED Tucson, Arizona

PERMIT NO. 488

NOTE: A Red Check Mark
on your Address Label
Means your Subscription
is Expired. Please Renew!
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