Environment & Society Portal

Suggested citation:  Foreman, Dave, et al., eds., Earth First! 8, no. 2 (22 December 1987).
Republished by the Environment & Society Portal, Multimedia Library.
http://www.environmentandsociety.org/node/6897

All rights reserved. The user may download, preserve and print this material only for private,
research or nonprofit educational purposes. The user may not alter, transform, or build upon
this material.

The Rachel Carson Center's Environment & Society Portal makes archival materials openly
accessible for purposes of research and education. Views expressed in these materials
do not necessarily reflect the views or positions of the Rachel Carson Center or its partners.


http://www.environmentandsociety.org/node/6897

EARTH FIRST!

YULE EDITION
December 22, 1987 Vol. VIII, Ne. II

THE RADICAL ENVIRONMENTAL JOURNAL TWO DOLLARS

Crackdown in Malaysia
Malaysia Arrests Penan & SAM Leaders

by Denise Voelker

The following report from the Rain-

Jorest Action Network provides an update |

on one of the most important ongoing
environmental campaigns in the world.

The Penan people have been blockading

logging activities in their rainforest
home since early summer. For back-
ground information on the Penan fight,
see Litha 86.

In November, the Malaysian govern-
ment invoked their em‘t?g'&i??’ﬁtgm
Security Act” and commenced a 48-hour

Teigmofterror which resulted in the clo-
sure of three national newspapers, The

banning of all public rallies, and illegal |

arrests of 103 citizens. In addmon 42
Protesters of the rainforest logging op-
erations in Sarawak, a Malaysian pro-
vince in Borneo, including indigenous
people of the Penan tribe and their sup-
porters,
blockades have been dismantled.

The government claims that those ar-
rested were provoking racial tensions
in Malaysia. The detainees remain
under arrest without being charged ,
and without being allowed visitors or
legal counsel. Those newspapers still al-
lowed to publish are not covering the
arrests.
in
frament,

ech before the Malaysian Par-
Primeé Minister Mahathir

were arrested. All logging £

National Day
of Protest Set
Against the
Forest
Service

by Roger Featherstone

A

|
- R

This is it folks! Time to get ready
to sock it to Fred! Time to let the
Forest Service know that the chickens
have come home to roost.

We all know what the Forest Service
has done recent years. They will con-
tinue their insane policies until there
isn’t a wild tree left... unless we put
them in line.

At the Rendezvous, we discussed a
national day of actions against the
Forest Service on John Muir’s birthday.
Planning has now begun.

Guided by Howie Wolke’s Freddie lore
and Michele Miller’s determination,
the planning group for this day of
actions includes: Karen Pickett, Barb
Dugelby, Mike Roselie, Roger
Featherstone and Jeff Hoffman. This
group is not exclusive so if you want
to help, yell.

Tentative plans include the follow-
ing: The action will be coordinated
in basically the same way as was the
day of protest against the World Bank
in September, 1986. We are setting up
a Forest Service action hotline in Ber-
keley — (415) 549-9534. An info packet
for people interested in doing actions
is being prepared. Contact us for this
packet. We need graphics, cartoons,
songs, poems, photos, essays, line
drawings and ideas from you folks for
this packet.

Start looking for your best target;
start spreading the word and let us
know what you.are doing. As always,
you call the shots; we’ll help with
details. If you need extra help, let us
know. We may be able to send an
organizer your way.

Contact us at the Direct Action Fund
taddress (see Directory).

Photo by Third World Network

Mohamad described his actions as a re-
sult of the country’s economic recession
and what he perceives as the increased
racial tensions the recession has produc-
ed. He remarked that political instabil-
ity could lead to chaos.

Prime Minister Mahathir told Parlia-
ment last week that the 103 arrested
were testing the government’s
“liberalism” at a bad time. Mahathir's
critics adamantly disagree, claiming
that Mahathir is using a “racial crisis”
as an excuse to silence the growing pub-
lic and official opposition to his leader-
ship. Environmentalists have been ar-
rested because they have been outspo-

Penan tribesmen armed with blowpipes stop a company vehicle.

Features.

ken on the issues of zadloa“'me waste
disposal_and logging” on Penan U‘lbdl
ands in Sarawak. The Penan tribe, as

“well as Asian and Western environmen-

talists, have mounted a campaign to ex-
pose illegal timber concessions on their
lands. According to evidence presented
by activists, people with close connec-
tions to the ruling political party and
party members themselves hold shares
in these illegal logging companies.
The 42 native people jailed are from
the Penan, Kayan, and other tribes.
Also arrested is the leader of the oppo-
sition party in Parliament, lawyers, ac-
tivists, and Chandra Muzaffar, presi-

dent of Aliran (the country’s most active
public interest and human rights body),
as well as Meenakshi Raman of the Con-
sumer Association of Penang, and Har-
rison Ngau of Friends of the Earth,
Malaysia (SAM — Sahabat Alam
Malaysia).

Critics world-wide are protesting the
arrests. The International Commission
of Jurists in Geneva, Switzerland, ac-
cused Malaysian authorities of abusing
the law to silence their critics.

WHAT YOU CAN DO

Send letters and telegrams calling
for the immediate, unconditional re-
lease of al e_arrested.” “Explain

‘that you L will discourage tourism in

Malaysia and the use of any Malay-
sian products in your country. Govern-
ments of countries which are trading
partners, such as the US, Great Bri-
tain, and Japan, will have the most
impact on the Malaysian authorities.
Call and write your senators and rep-
resentatives. Send copies of letters to
Rainforest Action Network. Dona-
tions for the Penan can also be sent
to RAN. Addresses: Prime Minister
Mahathir Mohamad, The Government
of  Malaysia, Kuala Lumpur,
Malaysia; Inspector General of
Police, Bukit Aman, Government of
Malaysia, same; senators, Senate,
Washington, DC 20510; repreeenta-
tive, House of Representatives, DC
20515; RAN, 3097/ madwav ~pF, CA

94133.
ARG
Denise Vbelkm\m;trw managing editor
of RAN’s World Rainforest Report,
which we include 1n our pages four
times a year.

Fishing Bridge EIS A Farce

by Randall Restless

The long dreaded Fishing Bridge
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) has appeared, 17 months late.
This is the draft of the EIS upon which
will ride the fate of the Grizzly Bear in
the Lake Yellowstone area and beyond.
Indeed, the outcome of the Fishing
Bridge issue may well foreshadow the
future of Grizzlies in the Greater Yellow-
stone Ecosystem as well as the future
of our National Parks.

The DEIS lists five alternatives (A-E)
as potential solutions to the Fishing
Bridge problem. (For information on
Fishing Bridge, see EF! back issues,
especially Beltane and Lughnasadh 1985,
and Eostar, Litha, and Lughnasadh 86).
Each alternative is analyzed for its
potential impact on endangered species
and on the “human environment.” The
only alternatives of importance are A
and E. E calls for removal of all facilities
from Fishing Bridge except the museum.
The service station and employee housing
would be replaced with new facilities

at Lake. E implements the original in- .

tent of the National Park Service (NPS):

To remove the entire Fishing Bridge
development and return this important

habitat to the threatened Grizzly Bear.
However, A, not E, has been chosen as

the “preferred alternative” in the .

DEIS. A calls for retaining the RV park
and general store (both run by Hamilton

Stores Inc.) as well as the amphitheater,

caretaker’s residence, and comfort sta
tion. The eampground would be re
moved and a new campground built at

“Lodgepole” near Bridge Bay, about |

five miles from Fishing Bridge.
The NPS is mandated by the Endan-
gered Species Act to assure the recovery

of the Grizzly. Yet obviously A will not’
be as effective as E in reducing human-
Grizzly conflicts. So why was this “com-
promise” alternative chosen? To begin,
the EIS process should not even have
been undertaken. The NPS clearly stated
its commitment to the removal of all
facilities from Fishing Bridge in the 1974
Yellowstone Master Plan, and during
section 7 consultation with the US Fish
and Wildlife Service (FWS) regarding
the potential consequences of operating
Fishing Bridge and Grant Village simul-
taneously. A January 1981 memo from
the NPS to the FWS addresses the con-
cerns of the FWS that “The benefits
to the Grizzly from closure of Fishing

Bridge will be greatly reduced unless
the entire area is eventually restored”
by stating, “the NPS is committed to
the phase-out of facilities at Fishing
Bridge.”

Why, then, has Fishing Bridge not
been closed? In 1984, the Wyoming Con-
gressional Delegation (WCD) asked the
the NPS to reevaluate their decision to
close Fishing Bridge due to the
“economic effects of such a move on the
gateway communities (primarily Cody,
WY) and on the sales tax revenues of
Park and Teton counties.” So, to satisfy
the WCD, the NPS decided to complete
an EIS on the closure of Fishing Bridge.
continued on page 4

The Park Service 1s choosing Winnebagos over Grizzlies
Fishing Bridge EIS. Photo by Doug Peacock.
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- Around the Campfire

Since we receive over 1500 letters a
month, there are bound to be a few com-
plaints mixed in with all the rest. Most
complaints we receive are pleasant,
polite and easily resolved (there are,
however, half a dozen a year that are
rude — not bad for ten or twelve
thousand EF!ers). Although the four of
us here at the Ned Ludd Books/Earth
First! Journal office are merely human
and do occasionally make mistakes (cer-
tainly no more than the Three Stooges),
most problems we hear about are due
to other sources. Let me quickly run
through these common problems and
offer the usual answers:

1) “I just got an Igor letter (resub-
seription notice) or red check on my
newspaper, but sent in my renewal pay-
ment last month.” We update resubs
until the day before we send out the
newspaper or resub notices. Both, how-
ever, go by bulk rate mail which can
take several weeks to reach you. Most
likely your resub check crossed paths
in the mail with Igor. But let us know
anyway so we can doublecheck our sub-
seription files to make sure that your
resub is definitely credited.

2) “I haven't gotten any copies of EF'/
for six months. By the way, I've moved.”
The Post Office does not forward bulk
rate mail. It is your responsibility to
let us know if you move. If you don't,
the PO throws away your copy of the

journal. If you miss an issue because .

you moved and didn’t tell us, we will
send you the missing issue but you will
need to pay us $1 for first class postage.

3) “I missed an issue. Where is it?”
When we receive this complaint, we
check your address on our mailing list.
If we got your address wrong (and that
can happen — all those zip codes start
looking alike after you type nine
hundred of the damn things in a week!),
we'll change it and send you the missing
issue(s). Generally, though, everything
is correct. It wasn’t our fault, it was
the PO’s (bulk rate mail gets low prior-
ity from the PO).

4) “Your resubscription letter ‘Igor’ is
offensive, stupid, silly, and threatening.”
Yeah, if you can believe it, we actually
do get a couple of these every year. Of
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Christmas in the Redwoods. Etching by Claus Sievert. -

course Igor is silly (but threatening?
¢'mon!). That’s the whole point. If you
don’t have a sense of humor, consider
subseribing to a publication without a
sense of humor. On the other hand, Igor
loves the dozens of love letters he gets
every month. Keep them coming!

5) “I thought you said your mailing
list is confidential. Why did I get this
letter from the Direct Action Fund or
from my local EF! group?” The EF!
Journal mailing list is confidential. We
do not loan it to anyone. Yes, you may
get a mailing from your local EF! group
but that is because they sent the flyers
to us in Tucson and we sent them out
to our subscribers in the area for them.
As regards the fundraising letters this
fall for the Direct Action Fund and the
EF! Foundation/local groups, Kris (our
business manager) flew with our mail-
ing list to Oakland and supervised the
mailing for the DAF, and we did the
Foundation/local groups mailing here in
our office. Now, if you send a check or
otherwise contact an EF! local group,
you may be on their mailing list (over
which we have no control). It is between
you and that group how your name is
protected. Unlike Alexander Haig and
the Austin Lounge Lizards, we are not
in control. (Although as far as I know,
no entity in EF'! has ever traded, sold
or loaned their mailing list outside the
EF! movement.)

6) “What was this fundraising letter
from the ‘Direct Action Fund’? Seems
to me that things are being cen-
tralized.” Contact Mike Roselle and dis-
cuss it with him. The EF'! Journal does

not control the DAF. We did mail out
the DAF fundraising letter to our sub-
scription list because Roselle is proba-
bly the best direct action catalyst for
natural diversity in the world. His fund-
raising letter brought in over $18,000
of hard money that will be used for a
variety of direct actions over the next
year. A proper forum to discuss this
would be at the Boulder EF! Activists’
Conference in February or the Circle
at the RRR.

7) “I sent in an order two months ago
and never received it.” Every now and
then we get an order, check, resub, sub,
ete. with no return address. Please put
your address inside the envelope on
your communication. Also, please indi-
cate what your check is for. Is it a sub,
resub, gift sub, order, donation, what?
(Sometimes we get a check with no exp-
lanation.) In some cases, an order is
lost in the mail. We prefer to ship pack-
ages over 1 pound by UPS because it’s
faster, automatically insured, and there
is a record. Please send us a street ad-
dress (not a PO Box number) with your
order so we can send it UPS. Of course,
sometimes we screw up. If you don’t
receive your order within six weeks or
if you get the wrong thing, please let
us know and we will straighten it out.
And please don’t accuse us of ripping
you off. We don’t need that crap. We
send out several thousand orders a year
and have as good an accuracy record
these days as can be expected from a
mail order outfit. After all, Charles, our
shipping manager, has a degree in math
from Cal Tech! )

8) “I resubscribed six months ago and
now I got another resubscription
notice.” We generally carry subscribers
for six months or more past their expi-
ration date (so that you receive 2 Igors
and a “to be dropped” notice before we
purge you from the memory banks of
our computer). Say that your subserip-
tion expired in November of 1986 (11/11/
86 on the label) and you finally sent in
your resub in August of 1987. We do
not extend your subscription to August
of 1988 but only until November of 1987,
so you have received another love letter
from Igor recently. ‘

9) “You didn’t use my article I sent
in” or “You did a bad editing job on my
piece.” We have an extreme problem
with space in the journal. There is so
much going on with EF! these days that
cramming it all into 40 pages eight times
a year is not easy. John Davis is the
best copy editor I have ever known. I
don’t know of anyone’s writing that he
doesn’t improve before it’s printed here
(including mine). The pros who write
for us know that and they are John’s
biggest fans (after me). If John can edit
Bill Devall and Dolores LaChapelle, I
don’t think anyone should complain too
much. The best solution for this is to
carefully write and rewrite your piece
(don’t send a rough draft), meet our
deadline (better yet, get your article in
several weeks early), and call John to
discuss your article if you wish. To more
efficiently utilize space for news stories,
we are going to begin a new feature
which will be a wrap-up of EF! news
around the world. Many of the shorter
news stories we now print will begin
appearing there. As for essays, if he
makes significant editorial changes,
John sends a marked-up copy back to
the author for their approval of his
changes before publication. Finally, we
are going to have to become more rigid
as far as our deadlines go. Trying to
cram in last minute articles as we go
to press has become just too hectic.

In summation, mistakes from lots of
different sources will be made. All that
is needed to straighten out things,

whether it’s our fault or not, is to con-

continued on page 3
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tact us (politely, please!) and we'll do
our best to resolve it.

Speaking of criticism, we received a
lot of mail in response to the last issue
featuring the “expose” of Earth First!
by Alien-Nation, Wills Flowers’ re-
sponse to Murray Bookchin's attack on
Deep Ecology, and my “Whither Earth
First?” The responses were more than
we had ever received on any other topic
before and were from a wide geographi-
cal spread. They can generally be
grouped into six categories: 1) support
for the points in “Whither,” 2) wonder-
ment at why we were devoting space
to such irrelevancies (leftist attacks) and
demands that we get back to the real
work, 3) opposition to “Alien-Nation,”
4) support for the points in my
“Sanctuary” piece, 5) opposition to my
“Sanctuary” piece; and 6) opposition to
my points in “Whither” and support for
“Alien-Nation.” Let me simply say that
the first four received the lion’s share
of support and the last two far less (only
a couple, in fact, for number 6).

Because I think it is important for
all readers of EF! to get a strong
draught of these opinions, we are devot-
ing considerable space to them, as well
as to several offerings from our regular
essayists on the topic. I hope this settles
the discussion (in these pages, at least).
As Popeye and friends would have said,
“We are what we are, and we are what
we are.”

Since I am anything but an objective
editor (in fact, I dispute the existence
of objectivity), I have not been fair in
selecting the comments for publication.
A far greater percentage of those com-
ments critical of my position are printed
herein than of those supportive. (But
don’t plan on me giving much space to
anthropocentric, ossified whining in the
future.) I thank everyone who wrote,
even the couple of folks who were less
than polite. It is a healthy discussion,
and I have learned much from it (I've
also been convinced that the Earth
First! movement still has green chile for
a soull).

Since I have already taken too much
space to present my position on this
issue, I will not respond to any of the
comments, but will let them stand on
their own. With one exception: Keith
Vandevere in his very excellent and
thoughtful letter taking issue with my
views on immigration says that I “belit-
tle the role of the US in creating the
problems in Central America.” I

apologize if that is the impression I con-

veyed. I do not belittle our role there.
The United States has been waging un-
bridled imperialism of both the gunboat
and greenback type for well over 100
years south of the border. It is a serious
problem and it must stop. But by the
same token, I don’t think we should be-
little the indigenous sources of tyranny,
oppression and corruption in Central
America. Let’s not let any of the thugs
off the hook.

There recently have been several
more exposes, attacks, criticisms,
what-have-you of Deep Ecology, Earth
First!, yours truly, etc. One is a 33 page
magazine from the Detroit tabloid Fifth
Estate entitled “How Deep Is Deep
Ecology?” Write them at 4632 Second
Ave., Detroit, MI 48201 for a copy if
you're interested. Murray Bookchin
sent us a long response to R. Wills Flow-
ers essay in our last issue. If you'd like
a copy, write Murray Bookchin, 21
Alfred St, Burlington, VT 05401. And
the current issue of the Portland Al-
liance has an article siding with the

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.

To the folks who wrote “Alien Nation,”

I was a member of the 1987 RRR
committee who volunteered to logisti-
cally put together a large gathering on
the North Rim of the Grand Canyon.
One of our functions was setting up
times for workshops and forums, as well
as a place for central meetings, a place
for artists and local EF'! groups to display
their projects, etec. We were all volun-
teers, and I, for one, was inexperienced
in organizing. We had made it known
before the Rendezvous that anyone
wishing to conduct a workshop should

“Alien-Nation” position.

But enough of it. Our readers have
spoken loud and clear: let’s get on with
fighting MAXXAM, the Forest Ser-
vice, welfare ranchers, ORVers,
Louisiana-Pacific, Don Hodel, Jim
McClure, Grizzly Bear “managers,” and
the US war machine. When you're tak-
ing on a bulldozer, you don’t worry about
the flies buzzing around your head.

There are some important pieces on
other topies in this issue, you'll be
cheered to hear. One is not cheering,
however (unless youre — horrors! —
an eco-brutalist). In what John Davis
and I both think is one of the more im-
portant articles ever published herein,
Daniel Conner explores the ecological
consequences of AIDS and does some
sobering speculating.

One of our lead stories
deals with the recent crackdown on dis-
sidents in Malaysia including the arrest
of Penan tribespeople opposing the log-
ging of their homeland, and of their
supporters in SAM (Malaysian Friends
of the Earth). The outlook for wolf re-
covery is bleak as several articles point
out. And the Park Service has screwed
up on Fishing Bridge again.

By the way, the long-demanded intro-
ductory brochure on the Earth First!
movement is included in this issue as
our centerfold. Additional copies of this
tabloid may be ordered (free) by EF!
groups and activists from us in Tucson.

Finally, I have several speaking en-
gagements lined up early next year:
Chicago, Jan. 25; Middlebury College,
Vermont, Jan. 26; workshop at Rowe
Conference Center, Massachusetts,
Jan. 29-31; Brunswick, Maine, Feb. 1;
and Juneau, Alaska, Feb. 13.

See you next year. On the battlements.

—Dave Foreman

contact us so we could include them on
the schedule. The schedule was posted
daily; a tentative overview had been
published in the Journal prior to the
RRR. Wednesday afternoon was re-
served for regional caucuses. This was
a very important function of the RRR.

As I approached the stage Wednesday
afternoon, I saw a knot of people around
Ed Abbey and another fellow. This fel-
low was shouting at Abbey that he was
a racist while Abbey was trying to dis-
cuss this challenge with the guy. The
anarchist guy was at a table I hadn’t
seen before, and he’d handed copies of
a “racist” editorial by Abbey to people
who'd take one. His shouting was abusive
and rude.

The people at the anarchists’ table
had not thought about their timing (or
had they?), nor set up a workshop with
us so it could be announced, nor even
approached Abbey in a polite manner
about his views. I have nothing against
debate, but hollering abusively and dis-
rupting something else is downright
rude.

Three of us on the committee con-
fronted the people hollering the
loudest. Nancy was hot; all of us were
excited. I stood next to the anarchist
guy while a woman began shouting at
me to quit patronizing them. I had
asked some of the spectators to disperse
so we could get on with the caucuses.
Then another fellow began shouting at
me about Abbey’s racism. I was
bewildered.

Meanwhile the anarchist got into it
with Nancy. We wanted them to take
up the squabble another time. They ac-
cused us of making up rules on the spot,
of suppressing their ideas (huh?), ete.,
all of which was incorrect. We told them
the committee met once or twice a day
and they were welcome to attend to dis-
cuss their problems with how we were
conducting workshops and tables.

When I saw the man again, he

- apologized and said their intentions

were innocent. I told him if he wanted

- to influence the next RRR to join the

committee and see what'’s involved. He
said he would attend our next.meeting.
It was the last I saw of him.

It seems that the folks who wrote
“Alien Nation” are discontent with some
of the attitudes held by certain people,
and that’s fine, but picking fights about
it and slinging false accusations is not
fine. I don’t know where they get their
“central power structure” thing. 'm not
from Tucson, and all my activism has
been paid for by me. My own views are
different than some held by other
people, Dave Foreman and Ed Abbey
included, and what’s printed in the Jour-
nal. No one is my guru. Being involved
with Earth First! has connected me
with people who DO things aimed at

changing the insane way we are destroy-
ing life on this planet. I don’t agree with
all these folks on everything but we all
seem to agree on one thing: we think
of the Earth first!

Peg Millet

Prescott, Arizona

Editors,

Anyone who opposes further immig-
ration into the United States will be
called a “racist” and/or “fascist” by our
friends on the Cabbage Patch Carob-
bean Left. I am accustomed to such at-
tacks myself, take what entertainment
I can from them, and go on to other
matters. However, I would not want
readers of this Journal to wonder if I
actually condone racism, as charged by
“Alien Nation” in your November issue.
What I actually wrote in my letter to
The Bloomsbury Review went, in part,
as follows:

.. The United States we live in today,
with its traditions and ideals, however
imperfectly realized, is a product of
northern European civilization. If we
allow our country to become Latinized,
in whole or in. part, we shall see it tend
toward a culture more and more like
that of Mexico.

And so on. No doubt I am guilty of
cultural chauvinism — I much prefer
life in the USA to that in any Latin
American country; and so do most Latin
Americans — but chauvinism is not
racism. Racism is the belief that all
members of one race are innately su-
perior to all members of some other
race. I do not subscribe to any such
belief nor does anyone in Earth First!
that I know.

Words can be dangerous. Those who
presume to place their views on paper
for others to see should take care in
the correct, precise and proper use of
our noble English language. Those too
lazy, ignorant or crazed by ideas to take
such pains should stay away from type-
writers.

As for other issues raised in the
“Dangerous Tendencies” section of the
November Journal, I agree with and
endorse the views expressed by Dave
Foreman in his articles “Whither Earth
First!?” and “Is Sanctuary the Answer?”
If Foreman is an “Eco-fascist,” then so
am [. EAT TOFU, ECO-MUTUALIST
POOH-BEAR ANARCHISTS! VIVA
ZAPATA!

Edward Abbey

Oracle, Arizona

SFB,

In her recent Cat Tracks column
(Samhain 87), Chim Blea refers to the
division of the West German Greens into
two major factions, the Realists and the
Fundamentalists. She depicts the

continued on page 17
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Fishing Bridge. ..

Continued from page 1

This is a strange application of the EIS
process, which is generally used to de-
termine potential environmental im-
pacts of a proposed action. The original
plan for closing Fishing Bridge would
benefit Grizzlies. So an EIS is not
needed. This EIS is a means of backing
out of the commitment to close Fishing
Bridge. ]

The DEIS claims to evaluate the po-
tential “benefits” of each alternative to
the Grizzly. To estimate these benefits,
the NPS uses the controversial Cumula-
tive Effects Model (CEM). Developed
by the Interagency Grizzly Bear Com-
mittee, the CEM attempts to evaluate
the entire impact of an action on a
Grizzly population. This would be great
if it worked, but it is an attempt to pre-
dict the behavior of a highly unpredict-
able animal. Furthermore, for the CEM
to be valid, the number of bears inhabit-
ing the area in question must first be
known. Grizzlies, being wide-ranging
creatures inhabiting wild country, are
notoriously hard to count.

One of the primary components of the
CEM is the Habitat Effectiveness Sub-
model which serves to estimate the qual-
ity of Grizzly habitat for the areas
studied. In this method the Habitat
Quality Value is multiplied by the
number of acres to give the number of
Prime Equivalent Acres (PEAs). Alter-
native A is estimated to yield a gain of
47 PEAs. Yet much of the habitat to
be “gained” is the 147 acres currently
occupied by the campground. The NPS
wants us to believe that simply remov-
ing the campground instantly trans-
forms the area back into prime Griz
habitat. But it is estimated in the DEIS
that it will take 50-100 years to restore
the area to pre-disturbed conditions.
Since the new campground at
Lodgepole will destroy 100 PEAs, the
Grizzly faces an initial net loss of 100
PEAs!

Thus, even if the data produced via
the CEM is valid, choosing alternative

A is a grave mistake. Here follows .

another example of how the data dictate
against A. Simuitaneous operation of
Grant Village and Fishing Bridge is es-
timated to yield a net loss of 3.5 bears
in the next decade. Implementation of
A yields a net gain of 1.1 bear in the
same period. Operation of Grant would
destroy .7 bear, giving a net gain of .4
bear in ten years under A. (One won-
ders what .4 of a bear looks like — two
legs and a stomach, perhaps?) Alterna-
tive E would save 2.8 bears and closure
of Grant and Fishing Bridge would
spare 3.5 bears per decade.

In addition, the economic concerns of
the WCD which led to the initiation of
the EIS process are unjustified. Re-
search conducted by the University of
Wyoming in 1986 concluded that “re-
locating or removing all or part of the
Fishing Bridge facilities will have a neg-
ligible impact on the private sector of
gateway communities.”

The WCD has demonstrated their
ability to dictate the policies of the NPS
in Yellowstone and their contempt for
the Endangered Species Act both in this
case and in the case of their blockade
of Gray Wolf reintroduction. NPS Direc-
tor William Mott is bowing to pressure
from the WCD and from his bosses in
the Interior Department (Hodel and
Horn). All this pressure seems to origi-
nate from a few economic concerns in
Wyoming, mainly the Cody Chamber of
Commerce, the Park and Teton County
Commissions, and the livestock indus-
try. (However, I suspect these groups
are partially scapegoats to allow the In-
terior Department to continue the in-
dustrial development of the National
Parks). Mott seems to be conservation-
oriented and needs our support.

Unfortunately, the EIS process is in
wear, and we are stuck with it. Thank-
fully, the NPS was forced to include
alternative E, which is the only legally
and biologically acceptable alternative
otfered. The NPS only gave the publie
until December 16 to comment, but then
granted an extension until January 15
as a result of our complaints. A flood
of letters in opposition to the chosen
alternative may force them to reconsider
their choice.

WHAT YOU CAN DO

Write now to Yellowstone Super-
intendent Barbee opposing A and
demanding removal of all Fishing
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BURR TRAIL PAVING UNDERWAY! As we went to press, a Utah court ruled
in favor of Garfield County in their proposal to pave and realign the Burr Trail
through the Escalante, Waterpocket Fold, and Capitol Reef National Park. This
photo shows the Burr Trail (dirt!) beneath the Circle Cliffs. SUWA and other
groups are continuing to fight this travesty. Full details will appear in the Feb.
issue. Photo by Scott Smith.

BLM vs. the Pygmy Forest

by Randall Restless

The high desert of Southeast Utah
is the home of the Pygmy Forest. Here
in the Upper Sonoran Zone, the dry
steppes and mesa tops are sparsely
forested with the characteristically
stunted and twisted Pinyon Pine and
Utah Juniper which comprise the
Pygmy Forest. Both pinyon and juniper
are vital to wildlife as food and cover
and as perching and nesting sites for
many bird species. They are also pleas-
ing to the eye, each tree attaining a
unique form and lending greenery to
an arid land. Growing in association
with these trees are sagebrush, Moun-
tain Mahogany, Blackbrush, Fremont
Barberry and other woody shrubs, all
important to the desert community.

Also present, often in large numbers,
are Mule Deer, making this country at-
tractive to hunters. Deer populations
have exploded in recent years — prob-
ably due to a dearth of predators and
management in favor of deer by wildlife
agencies — taxing the vegetative health
of the desert.

Much of the area in which the Pygmy
Forest thrives is public land managed
by the BLM (Bureau of Land Manage-
ment). After livestock graziers, deer
hunters are the most influential lobby-
ing group using these lands. Deer sea-
son here is short but heectic, with glow-
ing orange, gun-toting ‘“sportsmen”
combing the countryside for a glimpse
of movement.

The Grand Resource Area of the

Bridge facilities. Send a copy of your
letter to NPS Director Mott. Write
your Congresspersons to alert them
to the effort by the WCD to undermine
the National Park Service. Addresses:
Robert Barbee, Superintendent, YNP,
Yellowstone, WY 82190; William Mott,
Director, NPS, Interior Dept, Wash-
ington, DC 20510; representative,
House of Representatives, DC 20515;
senators, Senate, DC 20510.

Randall Restless is o leader of EF!’s
Grizzly Bear Task Force.

BLM, headquartered in Moab, has pro-
posed “chaining” a 600-acre area called
Horse Pasture, near the Book Cliffs,
to “provide additional forage on this
winter range for mule deer.” Chaining
is the dragging of a heavy chain between
two bulldozers to rip all the trees out
of the ground. In this case, the area
will then be seeded with a “mixture of
browse, forb, and grass species that are
desirable for both livestock and wild-
life.” Apparently this winter deer range
is heavily overpopulated, as up to 150
antlerless deer tags have been issued
in recent years. So, instead of allowing
the deer population to adjust naturally
to the carrying capacity of the land
[which, ideally, would entail reintroduc-
ing predators], the BLM proposes alter-
ing the environment to maintain an ar-
tificially high deer herd. Of course, the
BLM is under pressure from hunters
to maintain the deer herd.

In short, The BLM plans to level most
of 600 acres of pinyon-juniper forest to
make deer pasture. Even if the deer
benefit from the proposed action,
nearly all other wild inhabitants will suf-
fer. The BLM has attached “Stipula-
tions” designed to “mitigate adverse en-
vironmental impacts.” Among these
stipulations, listed in the environmental
assessment (EA), are plans to chain ir-
regularly shaped areas, leaving strips
of trees to increase the “edge effect.”
Here we run into a common problem
with federal land management. The
BLM mistakenly believes that environ-
mentalists desire the maintenance and
enhancement of diversity above all else,
diversity interpreted by the BLM as a
maximum number of wildlife species.
The BLM and Forest Service have
latched onto the concept of “edge effect”
to appease their critics. According to
this overworked principle, species di-
versity reaches its maximum on the
edge between two habitat types, in this
case between human-made meadow and
Pygmy Forest. This may be so, but the
species which currently inhabit the re-
latively dense pinyon-juniper forest in
question do not utilize the edge effect,
since edges are absent. Creation of open
areas through chaining will decrease

the habitat available to species which
live in climax p-j forests and will encour-
age encroachment by mnon-native,
generalist species which thrive where
human disturbance is prevalent. Thus
the number of species may increase, but
the native, habitat-specific species will
decline. (See “Do We Really Want Diver-
sity” by Reed Noss in Litha 86.)

Also listed under stipulations is a pro-
posal to issue permits for salvage of
trees for firewood and posts. How this
will help to “mitigate adverse environ-
mental impacts” is unclear. More likely,
extraction will increase disturbance of
the area as ranchers rampage around
in their pickup trucks.

The BLM received eight public com-
ments on the proposed chainings, all of
which favored the “No Action” alterna-
tive, which would not disturb the forest.
Yet the decision was to proceed. Those
of us who commented raised several con-
cerns which the BLM was forced to ad-
dress in the EA. We were concerned
that this action may be primarily for
the benefit of the livestock industry
under the guise of deer management.
This seems unlikely, as only a few cows
and horses are grazed here in winter,
but there is nothing to prevent future
increases in grazing. And the livestock
which do graze here compete with deer
for forage. The BLM does not plan to
eliminate this competition by banning
livestock grazing.

In response to concerns over the ef-
fect of the chaining on non-game wild-
life, the BLM states: “There will be a
sufficient number of trees left in place
to provide thermal and escape cover for
deer, as well as food, cover, and space
for species such as coyotes, bobeats,
rock squirrels, wood rats, jack rabbits,
cottontail rabbits, several species of
mice, and several species of birds.”
However, the BLM did not indicate how
many trees are “sufficient.” 1 fear it
could get rather crowded around the
few remaining trees.

Consultation with an expert on deer
revealed to us that three of ten plant
species to be introduced are not used
by deer as food. These three are gras-
ses, which deer rarely eat as they are
browsers. When questioned about why
these exotics are being introduced, the
BLM gave a vague response suggesting
that deer are opportunistic feeders. The
BLM offered no documentation of the
use of these plants by deer. I can only
conciude these are being planted for
livestock.

The arrogance of the BLM and their
obvious annoyance with our grievances
is displayed in the last sentence of the
EA: “There are some people that feel
chainings add form and color to an other-
wise solid green mass.” (It is hard to
conceive of pinyon-juniper forest being
pictured as a “solid green mass.”) No
doubt BLM employees are among those
who feel this way. There are also many
people who feel that chainings are ugly
scars upon the land.

The BLM should not be allowed to
continue this program of random forest
destruction. Chaining severely disturbs
the entire biotic community. Ripping
trees out of the ground for the supposed
benefit of one wild species is gross
mismanagement of public lands.

WHAT YOU CAN DO: Write Joe
Cresto at the Grand Resource Area of
the BLM, POB M, Moab, UT 84532.
Tell him what think of their plans to
chain Horse Pasture. The decision has
already been made, but a flood of op-
position might halt it, or at least make
the BLM less likely to propose such
actions in the future. Watch for chain-
ings in your area, and do whatever it
takes to stop them.




Forest Service Offers Box-Death
Hollow Wilderness to Drillers

by Fred Swanson

On Antone Ridge, just off the Hells
Backbone road at the edge of southern
Utah’s lofty Aquarius Plateau, a road
snakes its way through the Ponderosa
Pine forest to a group of drillpads and
wellheads. Here, in 1983, Mid-Continent,
0il Company discovered what it claimed
was a huge underground reservoir of
carbon dioxide. Their claim was suffi-
cient to persuade the US Congress to
exclude Antone Ridge and three nearby
ridges from the Box-Death Hollow
Wilderness Area then under considera-
tion. Now these so-called “exclusion
areas” are the focus of an intense con-
troversy between Utah conservationists
and the energy industry, which wants
to develop the carbon dioxide (CO,) field
in Box-Death Hollow. The pressurized
carbon dioxide would be liberated from
underground, pumped to the surface,
and sent to Texas or California by
pipeline to repressurize failing oil fields.

In the 1984 legislation that desig-
nated the Box-Death Hollow Wilder-
ness, Utah conservationists were
handed a brittle compromise: Industry
would have until 1989 to lease lands in
the exclusion areas. The Forest Service
(F'S) was directed to study the environ-
mental effects of leasing and developing
minerals in these areas. Unfortunately,
the agency has taken their directive to
study as a mandate to lease. Their en-
vironmental impact statement (EIS),
released last August, recommends leas-
ing all of the exclusion areas — Antone
Ridge and three other nearby ridges
that jut deep into the Wilderness — as
well as tens of thousands of acres of
nearby forest land on the shoulder of
Aquarius.

MAMMOTH IMPACT: The princi-
pals in the fight to save Box-Death Hol-
low — the Utah Chapter of the Sierra
Club, The Wilderness Society, Southern
Utah Wilderness Alliance, and other
groups of the Utah Wilderness Coalition
— have made protection of the area one
of their major issues. At a public hear-
ing in Salt Lake City, September 9, they
and over 50 citizens condemned the
project, for it would have a mammoth
impact: 68 drillpads and wells on Antone
Ridge and adjacent areas near the
Wilderness, linked to 11 compressor-de-
hydrator plants, feeding 130 miles of
pipelines and powerlines. Hundreds of
workers would descend on the remote
towns of Boulder and Escalante and
their surrounding wild lands. A new
pipeline would collect the gas for ship-
ment, and shoot across the plateaus and
canyons like an arrow.

This contrasts sharply with the pres-
ent serenity of Antone Ridge and the
two canyons it divides, called The Box
‘and Death Hollow. So it was with out-
rage that Utah conservationists reacted
to the Forest Service’s recent proposal
to lease for energy development 32,700
acres of public land abutting the Box-
Death Hollow Wilderness Area.

PARK-QUALITY LANDS: South-
ern Utah’s canyon country has only
three designated Wilderness Areas, de-
spite millions of acres of qualifying (and
unprotected) wild lands. Even as con-
servationists work to protect the largely
neglected and unknown BLM and F'S
lands, those places they had hoped were
safe (such as Box-Death Hollow) are
under siege.

Box-Death Hollow ought to be a Na-
tional Park — not an industrial park.
Its thousand-foot-deep Navajo
Sandstone canyons, which shelter clear
perennial streams draining the high
Aquarius, are only beginning to be dis-
covered by hikers. Its flat-topped ridges
support magnificent stands of Pon-
derosa Pine growing on thin, fragile
soils. As a transition zone between the
high plateaus and desert canyons of the
Escalante, Box-Death Hollow offers
habitat for Black Bear, Cougar, Mule
Deer, Wild Turkey, Mexican Spotted
Owls, Western Bluebirds, and Golden
Eagles.

HIDING AN OUTHOUSE: The
Forest Service claims that impacts from
full-field development would be mini-
mal, since they would be concentrated
on the ridgetops out of sight of the can-
yons. They count on mitigation meas-

Box-Death H ol ow Wilderness from ntone
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leases on flat-topped benches excluded from Wllde‘r.ness in Congressional compromise

of 1984. SUWA photo by Rodney Greeno.

ures to prevent leaks of deadly hydro-
gen sulfide gas, which may be present
underground, from collecting in the can-
yon bottoms and suffocating wildlife.
While such mitigation measures may be
generally successful in flat oil fields in
Wyoming or Texas, they have yet to be
tested in the steep canyons of the
Escalante.

The thin, dry soils of the ridgetop exc-
lusion areas could never be properly re-

claimed after development. The Pon-

derosa forests would be cut. Slickrock
saddles would be dynamited for road
access. Visitors in the canyon bottoms
would be bombarded by the sights and
sounds of a major industrial project:
drill rigs grinding, compressor stations
humming, truck traffic...

Placing a major CO, field next to Box-
Death Hollow is akin to placing an out-
house on the stage of the Utah Sym-
phony: It doesn’t take much space, but
it completely alters the character of the
performance.

CO, ESTIMATES INFLATED: All
this is to obtain an inert gas that is abun-
dantly available from fields in Colorado
and Wyoming, far from designated
Wilderness. In fact, the Antone Ridge
deposit may not even be commercially
viable. Open-flow tests of the existing
wells on the ridge conducted after the
industry’s 1984 lobbying blitz demon-
strate much lower wellhead pressures
(100 psi on a sustained basis) than the
500 psi that industry trade journals
deem necessary for a viable field. The
size of the CO, field may also be seri-
ously exaggerated. The “known geo-
logic structure” that contains the sus-
pected reservoir was drawn on the basis
of a handful of wells, some of which
showed little gas.

Why then does Mid-Continent Oil
seek to exploit Box-Death Hollow? Con-
servationists suspect that their real aim
is to inflate the value of their leasehold
for speculative purposes. The chief
proponent of the project, Mid-Conti-
nent’s John Slawter, has been sued by

Exclusion Area #3
(Buml Ridge)

one of his major investors for misrepre-
senting the size of the CO, deposit.
Slawter has been cited in several states
for various securities violations. “Salt-
ing the mine” is an old Western custom
to deceive investors; today its praec-
titioners need only resort to pencil and
paper — hence conservationists’ fears
of a scam at Box-Death Hollow.

Regardless of the commercial viabil-
ity of the Antone Ridge deposit, indus-
try could seriously damage Box-Death
Hollow by just searching for CO,. This
makes it imperative that they not be
granted leases, which would confer an
absolute right to prospect for and
develop whatever they found.

VIEW FROM THE AQUARIUS: In
1960, the Utah novelist Wallace Stegner
wrote of the Utah canyon lands:

t is a lovely and terrible wilderness,
such a wilderness as Christ and the
prophets went out into; harshly and
beautifully colored, broken and worn
until its bones are exposed, its great
sky without a smudge or taint from
Technocracy, and in hidden corners and
pockets under its cliffs the sudden
poetry of springs.

In his essay now widely know as the
“Wilderness Letter” (The Sound of
Mountain Water, 1969), Stegner coined
the term “the geography of hope” for
the incomparable sense of awe that so
often overpowers visitors to the canyon
country. Describing visitors’ view from
the Aquarius Plateau,- he wrote:
“...They can look 200 miles, clear into
Colorado; and looking down over the
cliffs and canyons of the San Rafael
Swell and the Robbers Roost they can
also look as deeply into themselves as
anywhere I know.”

Stegner decried the mentality that
would turn this prized region into an
industrial park:

What I want to speak for is not so -
much the wilderness uses, valuable as
those are, but the wildernessidea, which
18 @ resource in itself. Being an intan-
gible and spiritual resource, it will
seem mystical to the practical-minded

Exclusion Area #2
o | #4
(Antone Ridge). . . Exclusion Area
/ - Exclusion Area #5 Existing
5z /| Leases
+r.. | Exclusion
-t} Areas

Box-Death Hollow
Wilderness (USFS)

Escalante '
Town

Phipps-Death Hollow
Wilderness Study
Area (BLM)

Escalante River

Box-Death Hollow Wilderness and adjacent Phipps-Death Hollow BLM Wilderness
Study Area. Dot pattern shows “exclusion areas” in which the Forest Service proposes
24 miles of roads, pipelines, and powerlines, 20 carbon dioxide wells, and 2 compres-
sor dehydrator plants. Diagonal rules show area of existing mineral leases that
could also be accessed by new roads. Map courtesy of SUWA.

— but then anything that cannot be
moved by o bul]dmm is likely to seem
mystical to them.
WHAT YOU CAN DO

Write Hugh Thompson, Supervisor,
Dixie National Forest, POB 580, Cedar
City, UT 84720. Ask him to 1) reject
any new mineral leasing in and around
Box-Death Hollow; 2) nullify existing
leases in the wilderness as unreclaim-
able; and 3) make your comments part
of the official record on the EIS. Send
a copy of your letter to the Southern
Utah Wilderness Alliance, Box 347,
Springdale, UT 84767. By writing
now, you help ensure that more dif-
ficult and expensive actions, such as
a lawsuit, will not become necessary
later.

Fred Swanson coordinates Southern
Utah Wilderness Alliance activities in
Salt Lake City.

News from SUWA

Editor’s note: The following reports,
updating our previous coverage of the
Burr Trail and jetport issues (see index
in Mabon 87), are from SUWA Bulletin.
To support SUWA’s effective work on
behalf of wilderness, write SUWA, Box
347, Springdale, UT 84767. SUWA folks
have recently restored and reproduced
25 Everett Ruess blockprints. Proceeds
from the sales of these benefit SUWA's
wilderness work. A catalog is available
upon request. Membership in SUWA
costs $20.

STATE LAND EXCHANGES
THREATEN BURR TRAIL AND
GLEN CANYON. Utah Governor
Norman Bangerter and the Board of
State Lands have introduced two out-
rageous land exchange proposals. The
first gives a square mile of state land
on the Burr Trail switchbacks in the mid-
dle of Capitol Reef National Park to
Garfield County. County Commissioner
Tom Hatch vows to use the section as
“leverage” in Congress to get money to
pave the Burr Trail. The exchange is
expected to be completed after appraisals
are settled.

On October 9 Governor Bangerter an-
nounced that the state wants to acquire
60,000 acres in five blocks inside Glen
Canyon National Recreation Area. The
exchange would funnel National Park
Service lands into the hands of private
developers — creating St. George-on-
the-Lake. Scattered state sections in
Capitol Reef NP and Glen Canyon NRA
would be exchanged for blocks near
Hite, Bullfrog, Halls Crossing, Hole in
the Rock, and Wahweap.

This exchange proposal is unlikely to
get past congressional scrutiny or Park
Service policy against exchanging in-
holdings for park lands. But the gover-
nor’s proposal shows how serious de-
velopers are about building large recre-
ational communities on or near the lake.
Pavement, powerlines, and air traffic
to these communities, and night light-
ing would have major impacts on the
wild regions which surround the lake
— the Escalante, Henry Mountains,
Kaiparowits, Cedar Mesa, Mancos
Mesa.

BURR TRAIL TRIAL: SUWA will
soon learn whether a permanent injunc-
tion will be granted against roadwork
on the Burr Trail without BLM permits
and against widening into the WSAs.

" The trial ended October 1 and a decision

is expected soon.

HALLS CROSSING JETPORT: The
unofficial word from Denver is that the
Federal Aviation Administration will do
an environmental impact statement on
the jetport proposed by the National
Park Service and San Juan County for
Halls Crossing Marina on Lake Powell.
Environmentalists’ letters made it hap-
pen. Now the full environmental effects
of the jetport’s noise, night-lighting,
low-level flights, and ties to commerecial
development in the Mancos Mesa, Es-
calante, and Navajo Mountain regions
should be assessed. If you've not writ-
ten yet, send a letter urging the Park
Service to be a joint preparer of the
EIS with the FAA. Write: John Lancas-
ter, Superintendent, Glen Canyon
NRA, Box 1507, Page, AZ 86040. Also
express your opposition to the jetport
to: Lorraine Mintzmyer, Regional Direc-
tor, National Park Service, Box 25287,
Denver, CO 80225; and Federal Aviation
Administration, Attn: Barbara
Johnson, Denver Airports District Of-
fice, 10455 E 25th Ave, Suite 301, Au-
rora, CO 80010.
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Cowboys Kill Mexican Wolf Reintroduction

by Steve Johnson

Editor’s note: The following article
updates the news on attempts to rein-
troduce the Mexican Wolf into the
United States. For a detailed account
of Mexican Wolves, see Steve Marlatt’s
article in the Litha 87 issue.

The Mexican Gray Wolf, Canis lupus
baileyi, is one of the world’s rarest
carnivores. One of the 24 subspecies of
Gray Wolf that formerly inhabited North
America, the Mexican Wolf is a former

resident of portions of Arizona, New .

Mexico, Texas and northern Mexico.
Mexican Wolves are now restricted to
less than 50 wild individuals, all in
Mexico. Despite official protected status
in Mexico, these wild wolves remain

" subject to persecution. The probable re-
sult is that surviving wolves are widely
scattered, with no indications that any
family groups, or packs, survive today.
Although occasional sightings persist of
what could be stray wolves wandering
along the southern boundaries of
Arizona and New Mexico, the Mexican
Wolf has not been a functioning part of
its former ecosystem for more than 50
years.

The Mexican Wolf never ranged
farther north than about 100 miles from
the Mexico line. Trapping records of the
old US Biological Survey (precursor of
today’s US Fish and Wildlife Service)
show that Mexican Wolves were never
very abundant in the US. During nearly
50 years of professional extermination
efforts, only about 600 Mexican Wolves
were known to be trapped, poisoned or
shot within US borders. The many sur-
viving accounts of wolves being
“everywhere” are apparently a combi-
nation of rancher hysteria and the
wolves’ ability to travel up to 100 miles
per day. After the late 1920s, control
efforts in the US were confined to those
wolves that wandered across the border
into a habitat empty of breeding wolf
populations.

Although Mexico continued to be the
source of occasional wolves moving into
Arizona and New Mexico, by the late
1930s, Mexico was ceasing to be a refuge
for the wolf. According to David
Brown's The Wolf in the Southwest, the
break-up of large Mexican ranches into
small farming cooperatives, called
ejidos, signaled the beginning of what
had happened earlier in the US. “With
more small ranchers and farmers came
increased conflict with the wolf. Poison-
ing and trapping were stepped up, and
the repetitious pattern continued —
reintroduection of livestock, destruction
of game, increased wolf depredation,
and intensified control measures. The
difference now was that this was the
final act: no wilderness remained for the
wolf in the Southwest.”

When I visited Chihuahua’s Sierra del
Nido to look for signs of the Mexican
Grizzly Bear in the mid-1970s, the US
had exported the toxicant Compound
1080 to Mexico’s ranchers over 20 years
before. All indications are that 1080 was
largely responsible for the extinetion of
el oso plateado, Mexico’s “silvery bear,”
by the early "70s. I found, however, wolf
tracks in several mountain ranges of
northern Mexico, and a freshly-skinned
wolf hide drying in a Mexican rancher’s
salt shed in 1975. I also found a trap
set, wet with wolf urine left by an ap-
parently contemptuous lobo that had
passed by early that morning.

In 1976, the Mexican Wolf was, be-
latedly, declared an Endangered
species by the US Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice (FWS). In 1977-78, the FWS con-
tracted with wolf and lion trapper Roy
McBride to live-trap Mexican Wolves.
The seven wolves he caught became the
nucleus of the current captive breeding
programs in Arizona, New Mexico, and
Missouri, now totalling about 30 wolves.
Due to a lack of sufficient breeding
facilities, there have been far fewer lit-
ters produced than there should have
been. With the aging of the original
wild-caught captives, the lack of such
facilities is one of the most urgent con-
cerns. Without maximum efforts to in-
crease the size of the Mexican Wolf gene
pool, the issue 1re reintroduction
is moot.

In 1979, the Mexican Wolf Recovery
Team was established, and charged with
devising a plan to prevent the extinction
of the wolf. Recovery Teams, comprised
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mostly of biologists, act in an advisory
capacity to the FWS, making recom-
mendations on which only the FWS can
act. By 1982, an excellent Mexican Wolf
Recovery Plan was completed, with a
suggested time-line for actual rein-
troduction sometime in the late 1980s
or early "90s.

Until 1985, the Recovery Plan did not
move forward, despite continuing corre-
spondence between the FWS and
Norma Ames, Chair of the Recovery
Team. Among people knowledgeable on
the Mexican Wolf issue, there was wide-
spread belief that the FWS had no real
interest in proceeding with the rein-
troduction strategies so carefully out-
lined in the Recovery Plan.

It was therefore a surprise when the
Fish and Wildlife Service resurrected
the Mexican Wolf reintroduction idea in
early 1986. The work of groups such as
Defenders of Wildlife and Sierra Club
was a large factor in the FWS decision
to move on the issue. A major cause of
the new impetus was a mailing to Defen-
ders members that resulted in nearly
400 letters of support for Mexican Wolf
reintroduction.

In a subsequent meeting with Texas,
Arizona and New Mexico, the FWS
made it clear that they would not pro-
ceed without the states’ support. Soon
thereafter, Texas passed a law prohibit-
ing wolf reintroduction! The Arizona
Department of Game and Fish (ADGF),
with the support of then-Director Bud
Bristow, agreed to evaluate 15 potential
sites within the state. New Mexico
agreed to consider only one site, the
White Sands Missile Range near
Alamogordo.

Since that promising revival of nearly
two years ago, the picture has dimmed.
The ADGF, with a new director, with-
drew their promise to evaluate any
sites, saying that they had “put it on
the back burner.” Arizona’s withdrawal
left New Mexico as the only state still
active in the program. The election of
Gary Carruthers (formerly James
Watt’s deputy) as governor of New
Mexico, followed by the appointment of
several new Game Commissioners, was
another serious set-back.

The final blow came when the Army,
before the biological survey of the Mis-
sile Range was even completed, notified
the FWS that the Range would not par-
ticipate in a wolf reintroduction pro-
gram. The Army stated that the wolves
themselves were no problem, but that
they did not wish to provide the exten-
sive access needed by FWS personnel
after release of the wolves. The Army
felt that its mission on this highly secret
Range would be hampered by such ac-
cess demands.

The New Mexico picture is further
complicated by a long-term feud be-
tween the New Mexico Department of
Game and Fish (NMDGF') and the FWS
regarding Endangered species, dating
back to the experimental introduction
of the Whooping Crane into Bosque del
Apache over a decade ago. While the
question of state-federal jurisdiction is
a persistent issue all over the West, it
is particularly volatile in New Mexico.
The NMDGF is politically subservient
to the state’s ranching interests. Even
though the ranchers are few in number
and produce very few cattle, they have
a lot of clout in the legislature. One of
their perennial legislative lobbying ef-
forts is to pass a bill requiring state
reimbursement for all damage to crops
and livestock. The NMDGEF, acutely
aware of the huge costs of such a pro-
gram in neighboring Colorado, tries to
placate the ranchers in every way
possible.

The role of the FWS in the collapse
of the Mexican Wolf program is signifi-
cant. After the FWS had stalled all
progress for more than three years, the
reintroduction idea leaped into appar-
ent life without the critical accompani-
ment of a thorough public education pro-
gram. This failure was difficult to under-
stand, particularly in New Mexico, a
state where the political power brokers
are as reactionary as anywhere outside
of Texas. At the same time, the FWS
asked environmental organizations to
keep a low profile on the wolf issue to
allow the quiet progress to continue.
Many groups now believe that they
were deceived by the Fish and Wildlife
Service.

Remains of one of the last wild and free-roaming Mexican Wolves in Meaxico. Photo

by Steve Johnson, Defenders of Wildlife.

However, the granting of veto power
to both the Army and the states was
the biggest obstacle to success. State
veto power, accompanied by a complete
lack of public eduecation on a controver-
sial issue, guaranteed failure. In the
opinion of many, the FWS carefully con-
structed a “straw wolf,” and then al-
lowed it to collapse in a collision with
agency-created obstacles. "

Despite continuing efforts by Defen-
ders of Wildlife and many other groups
to resurrect White Sands Missile Range
as a potential reintroduction site, it’s a
long shot at best. Furthermore, White
Sands was never the best site in New
Mexico, merely the one with the least
potential opposition. It was, in short,
a political choice, not a biological one.
Far better would be the Gila Wilderness
or the remote area of southwestern New
Mexico and southeastern Arizona cen-
tering around the Animas mountains.

Arizona may have much more poten-
tial for success than New Mexico. In
Arizona, livestock interests have less in-
fluence than in New Mexico, and the
ADGF has an improving record of re-
sponding to public demands. Arizona is
a more urban state, with a much higher
percentage of people active in environ-
mental issues. With proper organiza-
tion, the public education campaign
necessary to gain political support for
wolf reintroduction can succeed.

As we attempt to find places where
the Mexican Wolf can again roam free,
it is important to emphasize that the
period of greatest wolf predation on cat-
tle coincided perfectly with the destruc-
tion of the habitat by livestock. The
early 1900s were infamous for the near-
disappearance of deer, Pronghorn, Elk,
Turkey, and Bighorn Sheep, and the re-
placement of such native prey species
by hordes of domestic livestock, many
of which were weak from malnutrition
from overstocking. The wolf did not last
long enough for anyone to observe their
behavior in areas that still had normal
levels of native prey species.

Even though overgrazing continues
today, better game laws have helped in-
crease prey species preferred by the
wolf. Under today’s conditions, the wolf
might not be the livestock predator of
the past. In any case, it is clear that
the sheep and cattle that overran the
West were the primary predators that
destroyed the vegetation on which the
entire ecosystem was based. That plant

destruction was the first step in the
eradication from the Southwest of the
Grizzly Bear and the Gray Wolf.

As with so many topics, the words
of Aldo Leopold ring truer than anyone’s
where the wolf is concerned. In his
monumental Sand County Almanac,
he referred to the “many newly wolfless
mountains” and said: “I now suspect
that just as a deer herd lives in mortal
fear of its wolves, so does a mountain
live in mortal fear of its deer. And
perhaps with better cause, for while a
buck pulled down by wolves can be re-
placed in two or three years, a range
pulled down by too many deer may fail
of replacement in as many decades.

“So also with cows. The cowman who
cleans his range of wolves does not
realize that he is taking over the wolf’s
job of trimming the herd to fit the
range. He has not learned to think like
a mountain. Hence we have dustbowls,
and rivers washing the future into
the sea.”

WHAT YOU CAN DO

Send letters in support of Mexican
Wolf reintroduction to the state wild-
life commissions in Texas (4200 Smith
School Rd., Austin, TX 78744),
Arizona (2222 W. Greenway Rd.,
Phoenix, AZ 85023), and New Mexico
(Villagra Bldg., Santa Fe, NM 87503),
and to US legislators from those
states (US Senate, Washington, DC
20510; House of Representatives,
Washington, DC 20515). See NMEF!
article this issue and Steve’s article
in Litha 87 for specifics. Promote wolf
reintroduction with letters to editors,
public exhibits, public protests, and
discussions among friends.

Steve Johnson is the Southwest repre-
sentative of Defenders of Wildlife.




Liberate El Lobo!

by Lobo Looie

On October 31, New Mexico Earth
First! staged “Howloween” at the Rio
Grande Zoo in Albuquerque to keep the
Mexican Gray Wolf reintroduction alive.

One week earlier, Michael Spear,
Regional Director of the US Fish and
Wildlife Service, announced the termi-
nation of the Mexican Wolf Recovery
Plan. The stated reason for termination
is the veto by the military at White
Sands Missile Range, an area that had
been proposed for wolf reintroduction.
Game Commissioner Harold Maestas
said that if the military had not vetoed
the program, the Game Commission
would have done so.

Back at the zoo, Earth Firstlers in
wolf costume and non-EF! supporters
staged a howl-in for our sister wolves
— six female Gray Wolves inside the
z0oo Who are part of the captive breeding
program, which also was just termi-
nated. The feds have left the zoo holding
the bag. Contributing a mere $12,000
for captive breeding, the feds allowed
the zoos to take the lead in the effort
to provide wolves for reintroduction.
Now the zoos have been burned by the

feds’ bad faith.

Our wolf fr iend& encountered two
Farth Lastlers of the ranching ilk.
These tough kombres swore that wolves
and environmentalists belong in the
zoos. Then they broke out in an off-key
version of Dennis Fritzinger’s “Song of
the Sagebrush Rebel.”

With media outside, two EFlers en-
tered the zoo and unfurled a banner at
the wolves’ prison cell. They howled
again, to the obvious delight of our
caged sisters.

WHAT YOU SHOULD DQ: US Fish
& Wildlife Regional Director, Michael
Spear, publicly stated that only a
“public outery” will save the Mexican
Gray Wolf Reintroduction Program.
Write him, at 500 Geld SW, Albuquer-
que 87102, and tell him that you are
making a public outery (or howl) for
the wolf. Letters to Congresspersons
will also help. A series of events are
being planned for early February to
support the wolf; your help is needed.
For details, contact NMEF! (address
in Directory).

Lobo Looie is another incarcerated
predator serving time as one of the
University of New Mexico’s mascots.

WOLFK!

by Tom Skeele

Earth First! efforts in support of
protection and/or reintroduction of wolf
populations across North America have
been increasing since the Wolf Action
Network was formed. Following is an
update.

BRITISH COLUMBIA: The hunting/
trapping season in the Flathead region
of BC (southeast BC) was closed on
October 23, but not without cost. Four
Gray Wolves of approximately 25 in the
area (an area where wolves often cross
the border between BC and north-
western Montana) were Kkilled, and
locals have openly stated they will poach
wolves later this winter. Friends of the
Wolf will continue to monitor the situa-
tion in the Flathead Region through the
winter, and will intervene at the first sign
of trouble for the wolves. Authorities
will be called in to stop this illegal
slaughter.

Meanwhile, another intervention will
occur in northeastern BC (see article
this issue). The dramatic Wolf Rendez-
vous will be vital in stopping the aerial
hunt, and Friends of the Wolf are asking
Earth Firstlers to join the fun both in
northeastern BC and the Flathead
region.

Here in the US, EF'! protests against
BC’s wolf killing policies have occurred
along the West Coast. In October,
EF!ers held a border demonstration.
EF!ers protested at the Canadian Con-
sulate General in San Francisco in
November, and in mid-December Los
Angeles EF! held a demo in Hollyweird.

These demos have put real pressure
on both the provincial and federal gov-
ernments, and more are needed! Thus,
January 11, 1988, will be a day of pro-
test, anywhere, on behalf of wolves in
BC and elsewhere. This will be a great
opportunity to focus on the atrocities
in BC as exemplary of human attitudes
continent-wide that must be changed.
For more information on this day of pro-
tests, contact Tom in Yosemite (see
Directory).

ALBERTA: The hunt there has been
called off, probably due to the 1988
Winter Olympies!

ALASKA: While the state has made
many confusing policy changes, the
wolves of Alaska are still being hunted
on two fronts: the state government
sponsored “control” program, and the
“Land and Shoot” permit system.
Under the land and shoot system, one
permit allows one person to kill ten
wolves in one land unit. In most cases,
the hunters are wealthy dentists, doc-
tors and such from Anchorage who “fly
over and shoot,” taking all the “sport”
out of the slaughter. In the case of the
“control” hunt, the state’s Department

— o

_of Fish and Game have requested
“reauthorization of the program — even

though they say y they don’t need it now.

In both cases, Governor Cowper needs
to hear from us. He is not against wolf
“control,” but has said he can’t take
much more public pressure. Write to
him; threaten a boycott, refusal to travel
there, ete. Alaskans who want to get
involved should contact the Alaska
Wildlife Alliance, Box 190953, Anchor-
age, AK 99519. Send letters opposing
killing of wolves to: Governor Steve
Cowper, Pouch A, Juneau, AK 99811.

WYOMING: With the reintroduction
of wolves in Yellowstone shelved, it is
time for public education — Earth First!
style. There has been talk of demonstra-
tions at the offices of Representatives
Simpson and Cheney. For information on
EF! efforts for wolves in Yellowstone,
contact Randall Restless in Montana
(see Directory).

WASHINGTON: Reintroduction of
the wolf into Washington is part of the
EF! wilderness proposal being formu-
lated for the North Cascades. For infor-
mation, contact EF! Wenatchee.

SOUTHWEST: Reintroduction ef-
forts have been stopped by federal
officials. See Lobo Looie and Steve
Johnson’s articles this issue.

Anyone finding articles dealing with
wolves in North America, please send
copies to the Wolf Action Network.

Tom Skeele is coordinator of EF!’s
Wolf Action Network.

Wolf
Rendezvous 88

by Paul Watson

In the last issue of Earth First!, 1
called for a gathering in the Peace River
area of Northeast British Columbia. I
had hoped that we could organize a
month-long wolf rally to aid the Gray
Wolves who are being massacred by the
hitmen in the employ of the provincial
government of British Columbia.

Apparently I had fallen victim to an
attack of optimism toward my fellow
primates. The response was less than
enthusiastie, so there is a revision in
plans. The BC wolf campaign is now
being organized by the Earth First!
chapter in Davis, California. Sue
Rodriguez-Pastor, Myra Finklestein
and Rene Grandi are training for an air-
borne assault into the wolf killers’ camp.
If you can join or support them, contact
Friends of the Wolf, POB 16, Davis,
California 95617-0016 (916-753-8625).

Here are the facts: The provincial
government of British Columbia has a

Lone Wolf Circles and El Lobo Lagorio at Rio Grande Zoo wolf exhibit. Photo by Raven.

policy to eradicate the wolf throughout
the province. The wolves are being
baited with illegally slaughtered
Moose. Moose meat is placed in the
centre of a frozen lake. When the wolves
trek onto the lake to feed, wildlife biol-
ogists swoop down and winchester the
wolves from the air.

Any human activity in the area could
disrupt the kill. I would like to organize
an effort, but if I do so, whale and seal
protection campaigns will suffer. I have
had to make a difficult choice and have
chosen my responsibility to protect
marine mammals. The wolves need
your help.

I don’t know know many people pro-
fess to support EF!, but I do know that
there are only a small handful of people
doing anything, which means a hell of
a lot of you are sitting on your hands
or are justifying yourself by writing
letters and carrying protest signs and
working through the frigging system.
If so, you are wasting your time. Wake
up! We are at war and our wild brothers
and sisters are dying. Entire tribes and
nations are being obliterated. In the
Doomsday book of animals, your name
is listed — after the wolf and the whale
but long before the cockroach. Being
an Earth First!ler does not mean feeling
cool for being so wonderfully concerned.
Being an EFler is putting Earth first
and yourselves second.

Which leaves us with three dedicated
women who are now the core of the
movement to protect the wolf in BC.
They need your help. They need your
body. cash, or any material aid you can
provide. See their article in this issue.

Paul Watson is the director of Sea
Shepherd Conservation Society. Sea
Shepherd Society’s ship Sea Shepherd is
presently berthed in England, awaiting
o campaign to oppose illegal whaling.
Their other ship, Divine Wind, ¢s in San
Pedro, California. It will remain in Los
Angeles Harbor until late March 1988.
Meanwhile, Sea Shepherd Society invites
visitors and seeks volunteer help and
contributions of supplies. Call Scott
Drimingham in Redondo Beach at 213-
316- 80‘09 or write: POB 7000-S, Redondo

* Female Mexican Wolf at Rio Grande Zoo. Photo by Raven.

Parachutes
Needed For
Wolves

by The Friends Of The
Wild Dawgs From Hell

The time is drawing near — we've
only six weeks left to get our shit to-
gether and show the BC bureaucrats that
they’re not going to kill any wolves this
year in the Muskwa or Kechika Valleys
in Northeast British Columbia. You've
read the recent articles on what we plan
to do. It’s time to put words into action.
We need help! The government biologist,
John Elliott, plans to slaughter up to 800
wolves this February solely to appease
the trophy hunter’s lobby! So, come on
Earth Firstlers; we can win this one.

Send questions, comments, money and
equipment to Friends of the Woif, POB
16, Davis, CA 90617_()9161 6, or call 916-753-
8625,Pau1Watson 1s working on the cam-
paign, but he’s extremely busy, so the
Vancouver address he gave in the last
issue is no longer the one to use for wolf
campaign information. We need to know
if youre coming. The basecamp rendez-
vous will be held, and what better way
to save your friends the wolves than by
snow camping in the Muskwa and
Kechika this February! The trip is not
for inexperienced campers. But those of
you with a taste for adventure and a de-
sire to save wolves are desperately
needed. This bulishit wolf eontrol pro-
gram has been going on since 1982, and
we're not gonna stand for it anymore!

Here's a list of the equipment we need:
telemark ski boots, snow camping shoes,
insulated gators, wool/polypropylene
socks, wool/polypro long underwear, pile
pants, wool pants, Goretex survival suits
(three one-piece, others two-piece), wool
shirts and sweaters, face masks, ski gog-
gles, hats, glove liners, wool/polypro mit-
tens and gloves, stoves, tents and sleep-
ing bags for sub-zero weather, backpacks,
Sherpa showshoes, compression
stuffsacks, Goretex bivouac sacks, light
snow shovels, parachute equipment (call
us for details), snowmobiles, and a

Cessna 180 or 182 or 185. Thls last is the
t important

vr;.,,\
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Slob Hunters Against the Wolf

by George Wuerthner

The December issue of Qutdoor Life
includes an article entitled “Wolves —
Would You Want Them Back In Your
State?” In it, author Jim Zumbo warns
hunters that they may not have any big
game left to hunt if wolves are rein-
troduced into the Rockies. It is such
misinformed hunters, along with ran-
chers, who pose the greatest obstacle
to Gray Wolf recovery.

Zumbo argues that there is no reason
to encourage wolf recovery in the Rockies
because wolves are not really endangered
since there are 5000 wolves in Alaska.
I am reminded of Aldo Leopold’s ad-
monishment in Sand County Almanac:

“relegating grizzlies to Alaska is like

relegating happiness to heaven — one

may never get there.” The same can be

- said for wolves.

Zumbo cites the recent control meas-
ures in Alaska as proof that wolves will
destroy big game populations. Yet
Alaska has some of the best, if not the
best, big game hunting in the nation
despite being a region with a much
lower biological productivity than the
Rockies. There are more deer, sheep,
Moose, Mountain Goats, Grizzly Bears,
and Caribou in Alaska than in any simi-
larly sized region in the Rockies — this
despite the presence of 5000 wolves
chomping away on them.

The reason is habitat. Most of
Alaska’s highly productive wildlife
habitat remains relatively intact, while
in the Rockies, wildlife is left with
merely the fringes of the best habitat.
These are the lands that, so far, humans
have not found a way to exploit profit-
ably. But even these fringes are being
seriously eroded by continued over-
grazing, logging, new roads, new sub-
divisions and highways. Therein lies the
threat to hunting — a threat almost
never discussed in such publications as
Outdoor Life.

Aside from the issue of human use,
reintroduction of Gray Wolves into the
Yellowstone Ecosystem is ecologically
important. In Yellowstone National
Park, many riparian zones are in poor
condition due to constant browsing pres-
sure from Elk and other big game. The
reintroduction of wolves would cause
these browsing animals to disperse and
in essence would provide a “natural”
rest rotation grazing system.

In addition, wolf predation would pro-
vide bonuses for other predators. For
example, 30% of the diet of Yellowstone
Grizzlies is meat — carrion and occasional
live captures. Due to several factors,
wolves would provide additional carrion
for Grizzlies. First, wolves do not
completely ingest all the animals they
capture. Second, during confrontations
between Grizzlies and wolves, wolves
will usually yield their kill to the bear.
Third, by dispersing Elk and other big
game into less favorable areas, wolves
may increase natural mortality among
ungulates, especially in the spring after
a harsh winter.

Grizzlies would not be the only ben-
eficiaries of wolf predation. In the past,
large flocks of ravens, and other
scavenging birds including Bald and
Golden Eagles, followed wolf packs to
clean up after the kills. In days prior
to white colonization of the West and
Arectic, Indians and Eskimos located dis-
tant Bison and Caribou herds by watch-
ing the sky for flocks of ravens.

While inaccurate articles like
Zumbo’s impede contemplated rein-
troductions, the natural wolf recovery
which was occurring near Glacier Na-
tional Park in Montana was dealt a seri-
ous, although probably not fatal, blow
by the death or removal of at least 12
wolves. Six were killed by hunters in
British Columbia just across the border
from Glacier Park. There may be more
deaths since an outfitter claims to have
filled a pack full of lead. At least one
pup from this group is dead, and of the
two adults, one is missing and the sec-
ond is limping. If this individual dies,
the remaining five pups may not survive
the winter. If they die, the losses in
the Glacier Park area may go as high
as 18.

Besides these wolf losses close to
Glacier Park, other losses to this popu-
lation occurred. At least one radio col-
lared wolf from the North Fork of the
Flathead’s “Magic Pack” migrated out
Page 8 Earth First! December 22, 1987

of the area and was subsequently shot
by a rancher in a field 400 miles north
in British Columbia’s Peace River
Valley.

While wolves were being blasted in
BC, six Gray Wolves — a listed En-
dangered Species in the US — were
shot or removed on the east side of
Glacier Park by trappers working for
the US Fish and Wildlife Service
(FWS). These wolves had been
documented livestock killers and by Oc-
tober had destroyed sheep and cattle
valued at $3147. In an example of the
economics that typifies predator control
operations, the federal government
spent $41,000 killing these wolves.

Many people feel a greater effort
should have been made to capture and
relocate the entire east side pack. It
may have been possible to place them
in a remote area, such as in Idaho’s
Clearwater National Forest, where big
game populations are high and livestock
conflicts minimal, at little more cost
than killing them. Sources close to the
operation told me that part of the diffi-
culty, hence the costs, can be attributed
to the ineptitude of the trapper hired
to capture the wolves.

Although Gray Wolves supposedly
are protected as an Endangered
Species, the FWS justified the killing
by rationalizing that public support for
wolf recovery might vanish if wolf de-
predations were not controlled. Thus,
according to the FWS, to save the wolf
it was necessary to kill them. However,
opinion polls, even those in Montana
and Wyoming, show a majority of people
favor wolf recovery. The greatest polit-
ical opposition comes from livestock
owners. Most of the ranchers’ concerns
are addressed by provisions of the pro-
posed Wolf Reintroduction Plan, includ-
ing control of livestock killing wolves,
compensation for losses, and strict de-
lineation of where wolf recovery will be
permitted. The federal government has
bent over backward to appease this pow-
erful minority.

The losses sustained by Glacier area
livestock owners were compensated by
Defenders of Wildlife. What was not
mentioned in media reports is that the
Glacier National Park wolf population
had no compensation for their losses.
John Weaver, Endangered Species spe-
cialist for the Region One Forest
Service, argues that if the government
removes wolves from the Glacier Park
ecosystem, it should replace them with
reintroduced wolves elsewhere in the
ecosystem.

Meanwhile, back in Yellowstone, south
of Glacier, wolf recovery is encountering
similar difficulties. Although a wolf
reintroduction plan was approved this
summer by the FWS, and endorsed by
National Park Service Director William
Mott, no further action has occurred
because of opposition voiced by the
Wyoming Congressional delegation and
Frank Dunkle, Director of the FWS
(see article by Tony Povilitis last issue).
The next step in the political process
is for the National Park Service to
develop an environmental impact state-
ment on the proposed Yellowstone
reintroduction. The thwarting of this
process by the Wyoming delegation may
violate the Endangered Species Act, for
the ESA directs the Fish and Wildlife
Service to do all it can to bring about
the recovery of Endangered species as
rapidly as possible. It does not exempt
the government from protecting an En-
dangered species because the species
is controversial.

Letters to Congresspersons in support
of the bill introduced by Representative
Wayne Owens of Utah, to mandate wolf
reintroductions in Yellowstone within
three years, are still needed. The need
for passage of such legislation shows
that the ESA, as interpreted by the fed-
eral agencies, is not adequate when a
controversial species is involved.

Despite the set-backs and the mis-
information constantly spewed forth by
outdoor writers like Zumbo, I believe
wolf recovery for the Rockies is closer
than ever. There are still a few wolves
roaming the borders of Glacier, and Con-
gressman Owens may find support for
his bill. Best of all, the Reagan admin-

* istration and its hired henchmen such

as Frank Dunkle of the FWS will soon
be gone, and that more than anything
promises a brighter future for the
Rocky Mountain Wolf.

On November 16, Sea Shepherd Society and Earth First!
Wolf Task Force activists demonstrated in front of
the Canadian consulate in San Francisco to protest
the British Columbia government's decision to kill

wolves by aerial "gunning.

This wolf pleaded at the

consulate for a stop to the hunt.

Flathead Wolves Under the Gun

by Carl Schwamberger

There are no words to express the
criticalness of the Gray Wolf situation
in the Flathead drainage of southern
British Columbia and northwestern
Montana. The opening of hunting and
trapping seasons on the Magic Pack,
which dens in Glacier National Park and
often crosses the US-Canadian border,
darkened hopes of wolf recovery in the
northwestern US.

After three wolves, one a pup, were
shot by hunters, I vowed to enter the
region. On October 6, friends dropped
me six miles north of the border. That
night I found the dens of the Sage Pack,
on Howell Creek near its confluence
with the Flathead River. In exploring
the area, I became appalled at the open
poaching, habitat destruction, prolifer-
ation of hunters, garbage and ORVs
marring the habitat. With no enforce-
ment official within 120 miles, Moose
cows and calves, and other protected
wildlife, are being slaughtered without
concern for the illegality involved. Hun-
ters control the region of Management
Unit 4-01, and make their own rules.
Wolves are vehemently hated by locals,
who blame them for ungulate decline,
rather than admitting the true causes
— overhunting, illegal shooting of
fawns and calves before they can mature
to reproduce, and habitat destruction.
Several days after my departure, one

" wolf strayed across the border and was

shot by a local hunter.

During the ensuing repercussions of
the wolf having been a resident US wolf
eartagged for tracking and study, Minis-
try of Environment Wildlife Branch Di-
rector James Walker unconditionally
closed the hunting and trapping seasons
through fall and winter. The closure
cheered conservationists, yet the great-
est danger remains. Locals of the
Flathead BC region have openly
boasted of their plans to track the
wolves after the snowfall, then illegally
trap them. With no local regulation en-

~forcement, the battle for the wolf

continues.

Joe Bush, a hunter from the border
town of Flathead, claims the dubious
distinetion of having shot the first wolf
of the season in September. That the
wolf, a young female of the Sage Pack,
was one of those radio collared by the
University of Montana study team, in-
dicates the arrogance of the local wolf-
haters.

After snowfall, the lobos are more
easily tracked. The region will be inac-
cessible, with temperatures dropping to
20 degrees below zero. Yet we must in-
tervene if the Sage Pack is to survive.
We must also pressure the Ministry of
Environment in Victoria for adequate
controls. Persons wishing to help the
Flathead wolves can contact Carl
Schwamberger for more information
(address in Directory).

Icelanders Oppose Whaling

by Christoph Manes

Iceland’s Minister of Fisheries,
Halldor Asgrimsson, flew to Washington,
DC, this fall in a successful attempt to
dissuade the US government from im-
posing sanctions against his country for
its controversial whaling policy. Despite
an International Whaling Commission
moratorium on commercial whaling,
which took effect in 1986, Iceland has
continued its annual hunts, using a
loophole in the ban which permits the
killing of whales for scientific purposes.

Halldor’s low-key visit was calculated
to avoid bad publicity being focused on his
country’s policies. Some US Congress-
persons believe that sanctions or other
actions against Iceland should be consi-
dered, since the US officially supports
the IWC moratorium. The fact that Ice-
land makes tens of millions of dollars
selling whale meat has cast doubt on
its claim that “research whaling” is not
commercially motivated, and hence
exempt.from IWC rules. Nevertheless,
the Minister convinced the Reagan ad-
ministration that Iceland’s strategic
position in NATO is more important
than  international environmental
agreements.

But if the Iecelandic government
quieted controversy abroad, it now
faces a more serious challenge at home.
Icelandic environmentalists (a con-
tradiction in terms until a few years ago)
have formed a group -called the
Hvalavinafelag — the Friends of
Whales. Their first public act was to
chain themselves to the mast of the
whaling ships to prevent further hunt-
ing. After 36 hours, the protesters
ended their occupation due to inclement
weather.

Their actions seem to spell the end
to the government’s ability to gather
unanimous support for its whaling pol-
icy by appealing to patriotism (suggest-
ing that only foreigners, who don’t
understand Iceland, could oppose whal-
ing). Moreover, the Friends of Whales
have made a real impact on the Icelandic
psyche. Civil disobedience is unheard-of
in Iceland, with its basically homogene-
ous population and shared body of
values. A Britain who has lived in Ice-
land for over ten years told me that the
whaling protest has generated more de-
bate and acrimony than any issue he
can remember — particularly along
generational lines. The idea that young

continued on page 24



EF! LOCAL GROUPS MERCHANDISE

HELP SAVE THE
GRAND CANYON FROM
URANIUM MINING

Order a C.U.S. T-shirt.

Short Sleeve $10

silver, XL, M; tan, XL; It. blue, XL;
pink, M; red, M, L; turq., M, L; ice
green, M, L.

Long Sleeve $12

silver, M; tan, M, L; blue, M, L, XL.

add $1 postage.

*Please include alternate color choices.*
C.U.S. POB 1752, Flagstaff, AZ 86002
(For T-shirts or information.)

These advertisements offer merchan-
dise which entirely benefit local Earth
First! groups or other preservation
groups deserving your support. Order
directly from the address in each ad and
not from this newspaper. These ads are
placed free to support EF! local groups
and other important groups.

EARTH FIRST! MISSOURI
Anyone in the St. Louis area who
would like to form an EF! group,
please contact Laurie Britz, 1258
White Hawk, O’Fallon, MO 63366
(314)281-3952.

STOP
RAINFOREST

A Rainforest T-shirt
with a message!
5 color on white 100% cotton

Beefy-T

$11 ppd — send check to:

Texas Earth First!
POB 7292

Austin, TX 78713

STICKERS WITH A
DISTINCTIVE MESSAGE!

(actual size)
$1.50 for 32

BUMPER STICKERS FOR
FREDDIE TRUCKS (or yours).
cheap and difficult to removel!!

5 for $1.00
M.J., POB 3566, Wenatchee, WA

98801

DESTRUCTION

e AT

NOT JUST “AGITATORS”

INFURIATORS!

$1.25 per sheet of 30
CASH ONLY. Proceeds to EF!
POB 3566, Wenatchee, WA 98801

NS\ N aE NN\ s

Nagasaki sports with debo-
nair elan one of our most .
beautiful shirts: A
Spotted Owl flies over a
moonlit forest with peaks
and the full moon in the
background. Colors -- sil-

iver on black, Earth First!

in silver letters. $9
postpaid. Order from Chico
EFl, POB 5625, Chico, CA
95927. Design by Kathy
Faith.

' WAKE UP!

NEW MEXICO # EARTH FIRST!

T-SHIRTS

100% COTTON - DESIGNS BY LONE WOLF CIRCLES

/)
&

MOUNTAIN

By ) \
$11°° oostage paid
i v A

e /4 = .
K THRE LoBo!

¥ 9°° postage paid
MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE To: NMEF!

456 AMADO ST.
SPECIFY SI1ZE: (5-M-L-XL) AT T T AR 0)

BRING BAC
Black ow gray

'
.

up for the desert

Arizona EF!
t-shirts

Stand

Navy blue lettering
on cream shirts,
100% cotton, $10.
S-M-L-XL

Arizona Earth First!
P.O. Box 3412
Tucson, AZ 85722

WOMEN KAYAK/RAFT TRIPS

Unforgettable and outrageous!

FO.R. raises money to save rivers through chartering affordable kayak and raft trips.

Join some of the best women kayakers in the country in the Grand Canyon,
Main Saimon and Dolores Rivers. An experience of a lifetime.

Call: Friends of the River
(415) 771-0400

a non-profit organization protecting wild rivers: est. 1974

AMERICANS — il

KAYAK AND RAFT TRIPS

For the beginner to the expert.

FO.R. raises money to save rivers through chartering kayak and raft trips.
Kayak and raft the Grand Canyon, Salmon, Rogue and everywhere in the West.
Special charters and bookings. They are fun, safe, affordable and memorable.

Call: Friends of the River ]
(415) 771-0400

a non-profit organization protecting wild rivers: est. 1974 ;

OIN Western Canada
Wilderness Committee,
[J $15 annual membership
fee enclosed.

ORDER our 1988 Calenar of

Endangered Wilderness Areas and
find out about the issnes north of
the 49th.

0 Pleasesend me ______ calendars at
$7.95 each, postage and handling
¥agluded.

D N “- to our

educational projects.

0 ¥'ve decided to support your

w. Work and enclose a check for
i3 .

HELP
PROTECT
'CANADIAN
WILDERNESS

Name
ADDRESS

west coast of Vancouver istand.
o .

| StATE
| . -
Please return to Western
_ Canada Wilderness Committee,
6th Ave., Vancouver,
umbia, V6J 1R2, Canada

Page 9 Earth First! December 22, 1987



Letter Bombs to Fight Grand Canyon Nukes

by Lew Kemia

The following Grand Canyon
wranium  mining update was first
printed in the Arizona EF! newsletter.
To obtain what is one of the best local
EF! newsletters, send a donation to

AZEF! Newsletter, POB 3412, Tucson,
AZ 85722.

Last May I wrote for Earth First!
about another Energy Fuels Nuclear
(EFN) mine on the Arizona Strip near
the Grand Canyon. Well, the newest sore
in this metastasizing cancer will be
called Arizona 1. It will be located seven
miles from the Grand Canyon National
Park border in the malignant mining
crescent that parallels Kanab Canyon.
According to the US Bureau of Land
Management (BLM), EFN plans to sub-
mit another ofits standard BSE As (Bull

. Shit Environmental Assessments) like
it has on all the other mines.

On the South Rim, meanwhile,
Robert Jolly, Forest Service Deputy Re-
gional Forester, has denied the appeals
filed against the Canyon Mine, the first
mine in the headwaters of Cataract
(Havasu) Canyon. Those appeals have
been refiled, so they go to Washington
and the Chief of the Forest Service.
Everybody knows this will end up in
court (if only for the Native American
religious issues involved) but it appears
we’ll play the administrative appeal
charade out to its bitter and preordained
end.

Despite the appeals, EFN has con-
tinued to develop the Canyon Mine site.
The meadow which was supposed to be
saved by our appeals and protests has
completely disappeared. It’s surprising
how an area that looked so big when it
was sagebrush and grasses surrounded
by Ponderosa Pines can look so small
when it is diked, fenced, dozed and dug
and has a head frame in the middle of it.

EFN has built a rock-based road to
the mine site, obliterating the old dirt
road. They’ve installed their powerline
along the road on creosoted pine corp-
ses, replacing the live pines that were
destroyed. This is still public land, but

Earth First! protests uranium mining in the Grand Canyon, July 1987

Photo by David Cross.

a sign by the gate says, “Keep out this
is a restricted area.”

Meanwhile, applications have been
refiled for two mines (Platinum and
Scorpion) on state land just outside the
Havasupai Reservation. Both were de-
nied by former Governor Babbitt’s ad-
ministration. The decision will now be
made by one of the inmates in Alfred
E. Mecham’s monkey house.

There are rumors about EFN build-
ing a mill somewhere in the Grand Can-
yon area. We've heard from the State
Air Quality Officer that EFN asked for
the forms required to open a mill in
Arizona. The best guess on location of
this final insult to the Canyon ecosys-
tem is in Paria Canyon near Page.

The federal bureaucrats have literally
been getting away with murder on this
issue despite our polite appeals and not
so polite civil disobedience. The BLM
has permitted every mine on the North
Rim (eight, soon nine) to open without
the scrutiny of an Environmental Im-
pact Statement. That free ride has been
courtesy of BLM State Director Dean
Bibles and Arizona Strip District Super-
visor Bill Lamb.

Freddies Sell Out (Again)
on Mount Graham

by Ned Powell

For three years now, the Forest
Service (F'S) has worked closely with
the University of Arizona to develop
plans for an astronomical observatory
in the Pinaleno Mountains, also known
as Mt. Graham, in the Coronado National
Forest of southeastern Arizona. In the
fall of 1986 they released a draft environ-
mental impact statement (EIS) that fa-
vored building five secopes plus support
buildings on High Peak. It also pro-
posed “tiering” future observatory
plans onto the final EIS, thereby
streamlining the inevitable expansion
that follows a foot-in-the-door plan like
this. Although Coronado Forest Super-
visor RB Tippeconnic billed this as a
compromise decision, the UA would get
a green light to build everything that
currently has funding, and an invitation
to come back with a new plan when they
find more money.

Apparently, however, even that wasn’t
enough for the UA. On August 17, UA
VP for research Laurel Wilkening wrote
a threatening letter to Tippeconnic’s
boss in Albuquerque, Regional Forester
Sotero Muniz, demanding that the
Forest Service stop working on a plan
for only High Peak and substitute one
that allows development on both High
and Emerald Peaks. The Freddies
promptly agreed.

The spruce-fir forest of the high
Pinalenos has evolved as an isolated is-
land for more than 10,000 years. Biolo-
gists familiar with the area oppose any
development up there. Even FS em-
ployees in the field (if you promise not
to quote them by name) agree that it
should be left undisturbed. Unfortu-
nately, upper level Freddies don’t
understand that their legal mandate is
to protect our public lands.

Talking with Supervisor Tippeconnic,
one gets the impression that here is the
soul of a city parks director trapped in-
side a Forest Supervisor’s body. He
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talks about multiple-use lands and
balancing the “needs” of various user
groups as if he were scheduling softball
teams on a practice field. He listens to
questions about the health of an ecosys-
tem and answers with the “boosterism”
rhetoric that growth-at-any-cost Cham-
bers of Commerce like to spout. The
Coronado National Forest is becoming
the private property of special interest
groups with money and political
influence.

Even though the long-overdue final
EIS was only weeks away from publica-
tion, the Freddies dumped it so they
could add Emerald Peak to the study
area. This further demonstrates that
biological reality has taken a back seat
to the astronomers’ development
schemes.

However, this delay could be good
news, if we take advantage of the extra
nine months or so. If you have legal
expertise or can contribute money, now
is the time to become involved. The ap-
peals process has strict deadlines and
we need to develop a complete strategy
before it begins. If you believe in the
legal process and like to challenge it
with civil disobedience, NOW is the time
to begin planning and training. If you've
given up on those methods and believe
that monkeywrenching is the only solu-
tion... what are you waiting for?

Late note: We recently received word
of mountain defense activity. It seems
some of Mt. Graham’s more territorial
bears took offense at a UA test telescope
on Emerald Peak and put a rock through
its marror. Supposedly, they also got
into some spray paint and decorated a
trailer on the site. Perhaps they were
enraged by the widespread stakes and
flagging atop the mountain which show
the boundaries of planned destruction.

Ned Powell, AZEF'! contact, is a
long-time Mt. Graham defender. He
first wrote this report for the AZEF!
newsletter.

BLM spokesman Rob - Roudabush
says no EIS is required unless there is
a chance of significant environmental
impact. Regardless of his casual disre-
gard for nuclear realities, he’s wrong.
The law also requires that an EIS be
conducted if there is significant public
concern. Now, wouldn’t you say that 26
arrests and several other demonstra-
tions, and numerous letters, appeals
and articles indicate “significant public
concern”? .

WHAT YOU CAN DO

Send the sons of bitches letter

bombs. Not the kind that’ll splatter

them all over the ceiling, but ones

that’ll blow them out of the cozy bed
they’'ve been sharing with the
uranium companies.

Send a letter to Bill Lamb demand-
ing a halt to development of Arizona
1 mine. Have ALL your friends who
think that the Grand Canyon and
uranium mining don’t mix write too.
Or write a letter for them and have
them sign it. Send a copy to Dean
Bibles and to all members of the AZ
congressional delegation, especially
Representative Mo Udall and Senator

John McCain.

The National Environmental Pro-
tection Act requires an area-wide EIS
“when various federal actions in a re-
gion have cumulative or synergistic ef-
fects.” The vast Arizona Strip has
been crisscrossed with new roads lead-
ing to hundreds of drill sites, ar-
chaeological sites have been plun-
dered, the critical habitat of en-
dangered species is in jeopardy, the
traditional religious activities of sev-
eral Indian tribes are threatened, and
the Superintendent of Grand Canyon
National Park tells us that the Park
has already been damaged. All this is
due to the decision to give uranium
miners free access to lands around the
Canyon. If that’s not an example of
a synergistic effect caused by a federal
action, what the hell would be? Send
a letter to the same people to whom
you sent the first one, and to Deputy
Forester Supervisor Bob Jolly, and
protest the Forest Service’s and BLM’s
refusal to conduct an area-wide study.
Tell them to close all the mines.

The BLM is starting their Resource
Management Plan for the Arizona
Strip. They say participating in this
process is the proper way to affect the
development of the Strip. It is indeed
one way in which Earth First! ac-
tivists need to get involved. Write or
call the BLM and tell them you want
to be included in any meetings relat-
ing to the plan. Many of you think
attending meetings doesn’t help; in
this case, you’re wrong. The RMP will
be written, and your participation can
only help.

Addresses are: G. William Lamb, Dis-
trict Manager, AZ Strip District, BLM,
390 N 3050 East, St. George, UT 84770
(801-673-3545); Dean Bibles, Director,
AZ State Office, BLM, 3707 N Tth St,
Phoenix, AZ 85011 (602-863-4464),
David Jolly, Deputy Regional Forester,
FS, 517 Gold Ave, Albuquerque, NM
87102; representatives, House of Repre-
sentatives, Washington, DC 20515; sen-
ators, Senate, DC 20510.

Lew Kemia, an environmental in-
vestigator, surreptitiously frequents
areas of wranium mining throughout
the Southwest.

10 Illegal Timber Sales
Discovered on the Santa Fe NF

by Rich Ryan

Elk Mountain, the highest peak at
the southern end of the Sangre de
Cristo chain of the Rocky Mountains,
will remain free from the cables and
chainsaws for another winter. Thanks
to the efforts of the Elk Mountain Action
Party (EMAP), the Creek Sale on Elk
Mountain in the Santa Fe National
Forest has been suspended pending new
negotiations on the 50 year forest plan
for the Santa Fe. Earth First! and
EMAP are demanding that all steep
slope logging (cable logging) and
spruce/fir (high elevation) logging be
prohibited throughout the Santa Fe, as
precedent for all National Forests in the
Southwest.

The negotiations, unfortunately, are
tainted by the looming question, “Can
the Forest Service be trusted to follow
guidelines? The answer seems to be no.

While researching for the appeal of
the recently implemented forest plan,
EMAP discovered 10 illegal timber
sales on the Santa Fe National Forest
that have occurred in the last 12 years,
totalling almost 25 million board feet
on almost 3000 acres. These timber
sales were clear violations of the Forest
Service’s 1975 timber management plan
(TMP) and accompanying environmen-
tal impact statement (EIS). The F'S re-
peatedly cut restricted spruce/fir and
clearcut far beyond the restrictions
stated in both the TMP and EIS.

These actions represent lack of ac-
countability by the Forest Service.
Timber management plans and forest
plans are meant to be legally binding
guidelines for operations on public
lands, a ‘contract between the govern-
ment and the public. Apparently, how-
ever, the F'S routinely disregards these
guidelines. Thus, not only do most
timber sales on the. Santa Fe NF lose
money, but many of them are illegal and
go unchecked!

EcoNinja at work on Elk Mountain.

Because of this breech of faith,
EMAP has asked New Mexico Senator
Jeff Bingaman to initiate an investiga-
tion by the Government Accounting Of-
fice of these and other past FS viola-
tions. Letters to encourage our junior
senator to go out on a limb should be
sent to: Jeff Bingaman, US Senate,
Washington, DC 20510.




Arizona EF'! Protests Welfare Ranchmg

by The Bunchgrass Rebel

Earth Firstlers again helped fuel the
growing movement to end public lands
livestock grazing on October 24 with a
lively demonstration outside Represen-
tative Jim Kolbe’s Tucson office. This,
perhaps “the largest anti-grazing dem-
onstration in the history of humanity,”
included over 40 Earth Firstlers and
members of Voices For Animals (the
new name for PETA - Arizona), a
bighorn, a raccoon, a skunk, and, of
course, a COW.

Kolbe was targeted because of his
blind dedication to the destructive wel-
fare ranching industry. He is presently
co-sponsoring a bill, HR 1899, which
would freeze public lands grazing fees
at their current level of $1.35 per cow
per month — about one-fourth what
would be charged for the same forage
on the open market. Kolbe’s efforts are
understandable. Like many western
politicians, he comes from a wealthy
ranching family, and his campaigns are
financed by fat stockmen (read: conflict
of interest).

To portray this outrage to TV viewers,
demonstrators unfurled huge banners,
one showing Kolbe kissing the boot of
an arrogant rancher seated on his
throne over the public lands. Other
demonstrators carried signs, shouted
slogans, and handed out literature.

The cow, herded by an EF!er in ran-
cher garb, trampled the other animals
and shat real cowpies upon the western
landscape (sidewalk). Addressing the
media, the critters then called upon
Kolbe to withdraw his support for the
Ranching Empire and initiate an act to
eliminate all commercial livestock oper-
ations from public lands — to free our
public lands.

As the demo progressed, more and
more anti-grazing stickers appeared on
windows and walls. The manager of the
building where Kolbe has his office be-
came concerned that the stickers might
harm the reflective film on the win-
dows. (They didn’t.) He called the
police, who soon arrived in force.

Until then, all had gone well. But
when one of the officers discovered
stickers on his car, he became upset.
In his anger, he began ordering people
about and threatening to arrest everyone
for “possible serious property damage.”

Not wanting to face possible criminal

Arizona EF'! outside
Jacobs.

charges, half the protesters vacated the
area, while the rest of us scraped off
stickers and swept up cowshit. A humble
ending to an aggressive demonstration?
Yes, but we'd not planned for being
arrested. We did what we set out to do
— have fun and illuminate the issue. The
overreactive cop eventually apologized,
albeit in a half-assed manner. The build-
ing manager seemed pleased with our
clean-up work and even told one of us,
“By the way, you know you're right on

ep. Jim Ko e’s ﬂice m anti-grazing demo. Photo y Lynn

the issue.”

Other actions are planned for the
Tucson Rodeo in February and next
year’s Arizona Cattle Growers Associa-
tion convention. With growing concern
for public lands, anti-grazing actions
will spread like the proverbial rangefire
throughout the West.

The Bunchgrass Rebel is perhaps the
ecodefender most hated among western
ranchers.

New Mexico BLM
Wilderness

by New Mexico Earth First!

We now have a unique opportunity
to save millions of acres of New Mexico’s
wild mountains, canyons, deserts, and
mesas. The US Bureau of Land Manage-
ment (BLM) is in the process of deter-
mining which of its lands should be
protected as Wilderness. Predictably,
the BLM has decided that only about
one-half million acres of its 13 million
acres is suitable for Wilderness designa-
tion. In contrast, New Mexico Earth
First!, based on its proposal presented
to BLM a year ago, is asking that 5.3
million acres be protected forever. A
proposal presented by the New Mexico
Wilderness Coalition (NMWC) recom-
mends 1.8 million acres for Wilderness.
Earth First!’s proposal is actually mod-
erate, calling for Wilderness designa-
tion of only 40% of BLM lands in New
Mexico.

WHAT YOU CAN DO: 1) Study the
issue. Recommended reading is
NMWC’s Wildlands. Contact NMEF!
for more information (see Directory).
2) Write New Mexico Senators
Domenici and Bingaman and Repre-
sentative Richardson. Tell them to
support the Earth First! 5.3 million
acre Wilderness proposal for New
Mexico BLM lands. If you have knowl-
edge of specific areas, mention special
qualities of each. Addresses are: Pete
Domenici, US Senate, Washington,

- DC 20510; Jeff Bingaman (same); Bill
Richardson, US House of Representa-
tives, DC 20515. Or you can write one
letter to the entire delegation: Del
Heiney, NM Congressional Delegation,
425 DSOB, DC 20510.

Walking OLE

by Ron Mitchell

Editor’s mote: The following article
describes the route that would be
crossed by the proposed Ojo Line Exten-
sion, about which we reported in our
Brigid 87 issue. This powerline pro-
posal has engendered a battle pitting
environmentalists and Pueblo Indians
against federal agencies which are seek-
g to facilitate its construction.

Deep in the Jemez Mountains of
northern New Mexico lies the route of
the proposed Ojo Line Extension, or
OLE, currently planned to run from a
switching station near Abiqui Dam to
Los Alamos, bisecting the mountains.
The 345,000-volt transmission line
would likely be part of a much longer
line traversing the state, and a vehicle
for future power sales to Texas and
Colorado.

When I first heard of OLE, I was
enraged that power interests would
have the audacity to take a powerline
through one of the loveliest places any-
where, an area previously considered
for National Park designation. So I
began investigating, poring over en-
vironmental impact statements and
public testimony from last year’s hear-
ings, and talking with people on both
sides of the issue. But the information
gathered was abstract. None of the in-
volved parties seemed to have direct
knowledge of the land the powerline
would touch.

This motivated me to walk that line.
I started from Canones, just south of
the dam, for a journey that would be
much longer than the 30 miles the
straight wires of this section of OLE
would stretch. I moved up and along
Canones Mesa, enjoying spectacular
views dominated by the huge flattop
mountain to the west, Cerro Pedernal.
I walked mostly in sunflower-dominated
meadows, occasionally slipping through
old pinon forests. Fortunately, I had
chosen to hike during a window of clear
weather in the midst of New Mexico’s
late-summer monsoon.

Having traveled a short distance over
the OLE route, the implications of 130-
foot steel towers were inescapable. The
most devastating aspects for humans
will be visual, but the effects on local
plants and animals may be severe.

The second day was as spectacular
as the first as I crossed Polvadera Mesa,
with 11,200-foot Polvadera Mountain to
my left. Attempting to stay along the
powerline route, I headed up the South
fork of Polvadera Creek. The trail
barely existed in some places and was
worse in others. Tiring of bushwhacking
through heavy alder thickets, I started
climbing La Mesa del Pedregosa. Here

a 50-foot rock climbing foray began, a
climb which was inadvisable consider-
ing that I was alone and carrying a 70-
pound pack.

Hiking was better the third day as I
wound down to Cienega Redonda, a
meadow in the middle of the US Forest
Service spruce and pine. Though this
is a cow haven, I happily found a pool
for a bath. Zigzagging along the OLE
route, I crossed Santa Clara Canyon,
a 1200-foot chasm at the point of the
proposed powerline crossing. From a
spring along the canyon wall I filled
water bottles and continued on to set
up camp in the Sierra de los Valles,
south of Polvadera Mountain and west
of 11,560-foot Chicoma Mountain.

The fourth day I saw a herd of 100
Elk grazing near cows. I followed them
through wood and field for several
miles. Once upset, Elk are easy to track;
one merely follows their whale-like calls
of distress.

My last night out gave me a true sense
of wildness as I was awakened by
Coyotes. My fifth day I walked through
the big valley country extending north
of Valle Grande. OLE will swing just a
few miles north of this landmark, then
over to Los Alamos, providing Pajarito
Mountain downhill skiers a brand new
view!

\My first deep penetration into the
Jemez Mountains had dispelled any
thoughts I had that they are pristine.
Signs of human intrusion are
everywhere. Most of the area has been
logged at one time or another, and the
Forest Service still plans to cut large
tracts of trees; most grazeable areas are
being grazed (private and public lands);
many roads enter the Jemez; many big
mammals are long gone, although I'm
told Black Bears, Cougars, and Bobeats
still roam there; humans are seen reg-
ularly in trucks or on horseback; and
many aireraft fly over.

Yet there remain large stands of Pon-
derosa Pine, juniper, pinon Dpine,
spruce, and aspen. There are beautiful
mountains, mesas, meadows, valleys,
red-rock canyons and rivers. Elk, Mule
Deer, hawks, and even Peregrine Fal-
cons, an Endangered species, live
there. Much former wildness could be
recaptured simply by eliminating graz-
ing and large timber cuts.

OLE is pivotal for the future of the
Jemez Mountains. I noted that aircraft
flying over had no relation to the land.
OLE, with those 13-story steel towers
supporting wires to transport electric-
ity to Los Alamos and beyond, would
be similarly out of context.

The Ojo Line Extension is currently
on hold pending the outcome of a lawsuit
filed in US District Court. The plaintiffs
are the All Indian Pueblo Council, San
Ildefonso Pueblo, Santa Clara Pueblo,

»San Juan Pueblo, Jemez Pueblo, Save

the Jemez, and the Sierra Club. They

Texas Belize

Action
by Jerry Rogers

Austin Earth First! observed World
Rainforest Week in September with lec-
tures and films to educate folks about
tropical deforestation, a demo outside
a furniture store that sells tropical
hardwoods, and an action against land
speculators in Belize. This latter action
was possible because, by coincidence,
that week we saw newspaper and TV ads
promoting an outfit known as British-
American Cattle Company (BACC).
This entity sells parcels of Belize land
to Americans eager to invest in the
tropies. Since Belize is one of the last
bastions for many threatened species,
we decided to pay a visit.

Cleverly disguised as typical tropics
investors, Earth First!ers infiltrated the
meeting at the ostentatious hotel. At the
doorway were displays with maps, show-
ing the location of the property, sur-
rounded by photographs of roads gnawed
into the forest. British-American is
selling plots near the Coca Cola land
in northern Belize.

BACC showed a film which presented
Belize as ripe for the plucking. The nar-
rator suggested that a good way to make
a return on one’s land investment was
to clear and sell the timber, plant corn,
and then raise cattle. We wanted those
present to know the other side of the
Central American story. Outside the
hotel, we handed them leaflets about
deforestation as they left. Returning on
another evening, some EFlers ques-
tioned the sales staff about the environ-
mental repercussions of development in
Belize, and passed out more leaflets.

The current crisis makes it imperative
that we take such actions. If shows like
this come to your town visit them.

ON MITIGATION

by Bruce Budworm

Mitigation sucks.

Author’s note: This essay is an g
abridged and edited version of a longer
essay, which was: {
Mitigation relates to preservation in |
the same way that cessation of pounding %
your head on a stump relates to pleasure. “
The situation is best avoided entirely.
For, if you continue pounding your head,
even with periodic respite, the time will §
come when it is no longer worth stopping!

©%" Gew*®

claim that OLE will destroy the unique
quality of the Jemez Mountains and will
interfere with the Indians’ right of re-
ligious freedom, since the mountains
are a religious shrine. The plaintiffs are
also asking that the Assistant Secretary
of Indian Affairs be forced to hear their
administrative appeal, which was dis-
missed earlier this year. The defendants
in the case are US government officials
from the Departments of Interior, Ag-
riculture, and Energy, including offi-
cials from the Forest Service, Bureau
of Indian Affairs, and Bureau of Land
Management; Public Service Company
of New Mexico; and Los Alamos
County. By the time you read this arti-
cle, the court may have reached a deci-
sion on the case.

Ron Mitchell is a free-lance environ-
_ mental writer living in Santa Fe.
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The Earth First! Directory

The Earth First! Directory lists the contact points for the international
Earth First! movement. It is divided into four sections: 1) National EF! offices
in the United States: 2) International contacts; 3) Active EF! Chapters or
Groups; and 4) Contact persons where there is as yet no active EF! group. If
you are interested in becoming active with the Earth First! movement, reach

the folks listed for your area.

Earth First! The Radical Environmental Jowrnal is an independent entity
within the international Earth First! movement, and is not the newsletter of the
Rarth First! movement. It does, however, provide a forum for Earth Firstlers
around the world. This directory is provided as a service to independent EF!
groups. If you would like to be listed as a contact or as a group, please contact
Bob Kaspar (305 N. Sixth St., Madison, WI 53704 (608)241-9426). Please send
address changes or corrections to him also. If you do not have a phone number
listed, please send it to him. Bob acts as coordinator for local EF! groups for

the EF! movement.

LOCAL NEWSLETTERS: Addresses marked with
a “*” produce either an Earth First! newsletter or
regular mailings for their area or issue. Contact
them directly to receive their newsletter or otherwise

be on their mailing list.

NATIONAL EF!

EARTH FIRST! JOURNAL
SUBSCRIPTIONS & TRINKETS
Earth First!

POB 5871

Tueson, AZ 85703

(602)622-1371

-BEARTH FIRST! FOUNDATION
POB 50681
Tueson, AZ 85703

EF! RAINFOREST ACTION *
Bay Area Barth Firsi!

POB 83

Canyon, CA 94516
(415)376-7329

EF! GRIZZLY BEAR TASK FORCE
Jasper Carlton

Rt 1, Box 232

Parkersburg, WV 26101

EF! BIODIVERSITY TASK FORCE *
Jasper Carlton

Rt 1, Box 232

Parkersburg, WV 26101

PAW (PRESERVE APPALACHIAN
WILDERNESS

Jamie Sayen

RR 1, POB 132-A

North Stratford, NH 03590
(603)636-2624

EF! DIRECT ACTION FUND *
Milee Roselle

POB 210 -

Canyon, CA 94516

(415)376-7329

EF! WOLF ACTION NETWORK
Tom Skeele

POB 272

Yosemite, CA 95389

(209)279-2801

INTERNATIONAL
EF! GROUPS

AUSTRALIA

John Seed

Rainforest Information Centre
POB 368, Lismore

New South Wales 2480
Australia

Marianne Heynemann
PO Box 256

Mitchem, 3132
AUSTRALIA

BRITISH COLUMBIA
Paul Watson

POB 48446

Vancouver, BC

V7X 1A2 CANADA
(604)688-SEAL

ENGLAND

Chris Laughton
c/o 57 Wood Lane
Greasby, Wirral,
L49 ZPU
ENGLAND, 1513187
(051)606-0207

Fearghuis McKay

11 Pretoria St.
Scottswood
Newcastlie Upon Tyne
NE15 GBA
ENGLAND

JAPAN

Rick Davis

400 Yamanashi-ken, Kofu-shi
Saiwai-cho, 18-11

Kofu, Japan

(0552) 28-5386

MEXICO

J. Banks

Apto Postal

Box 381
Guaymas, Sonora
Mexico

SCOTLAND

Grant Cellie

6 Mansfield Place
Edinburgh, EH3 6LE
Scotland

UNITED KINGDOM

SPAIN

Marta Maranon
Espalter 10
Madrid 28014
Spain

YOCAL GROUPS

ARIZONA EARTH FIRST! *
Ned Powell

‘POB 5871

Tueson, AZ 85703
(602)745-3907

Prescott Earth First!
POB 25510

Prescott Valley, AZ 86312
(602)776-1335

Gristle
POB 1525
Prescott, AZ 86302

CALIFORNIA EARTH FIRST!
GROUPS

Twin Cities Earth First!
Andy Sudbrock

213 W 26th St
Minneapolis, MN 55404
(612)879-0630

FLORIDA

Black Rhino Vegetarian Soc:
MaVynee O. Betsch

Rt 3, Box 292

American Beach, FL 32034

Earth First!
Bulletins

*MONTANA RENDEZVOUS. Janu-
ary 29-31, EFlers will gather at Boulder
Hot Springs in Boulder, MT. The
agenda includes discussions on Bio-
diversity/Grizzly Bear Task Force
Issues and bioregionalism, and slide
shows including Walkin’ Jim and “The
Great Bob Trek.” Cost will be kept as
low as possible. Volunteers are needed
to help with cleaning, cooking, and

MONTANA EARTH FIRST! PAN
Randall Restless c/o 1507 Edgevale Rd

Box 6151 Fort Pierce, FL 33482
Bozeman, MT 59715 (305)466-0833

(406)587-3356

IDAHO

Kay Morris

516 E. Highland View
Boise, ID 83702
(208)345-5418

NEW MEXICO EARTH FIRST!

Brad Lagorio *
2405 Meadow Rd SW
Albuquerque, NM 87105

(505)873-0299 INDIANA

Marijean Stephenson
3415 Stone Road
Marion, IN 46953
(317)674-5670

Ron Mitchell
144 E. DeVargas #11
Santa Fe, NM 87501
(505)988-9567

CHICO EARTH FIRST!
Michele Miller

POB 5625

Chico, CA 95927
(916)894-7362

EASTERN SIERRA EF!
Sally Miller

POB 22

Lee Vining, CA 93541
(619)647-6360

LOS ANGELES EARTH FIRST!

Peter Bralver

13110 Bloomfield St.
Sherman QOaks, CA 91423
(818)784-6176/905-0583

NORTHCOAST EF! GROUPS

Northeoast EF! *
POB 368
Bayside, CA 95524

Greg King (707)826-1621/9557

Bill Devall (707)822-8136

South Humboldt EF!
Darryl Cherney

c/o POB 34
(Garberville, CA 95440
{707)923-2931/2913

Upper Eel EF!
Don Morris
POB 1551
Willits, CA 95490
(707)459-4715

PENINSULA EARTH FIRST!

Madeleine von Laue
1020 Bryant St.
Palo Alto, CA 94301
(415)323-3843

SAN DIEGO EARTH FIRST!

Van Clothier
POB 674

Del Mar, CA 92014
(619)481-6784

SAN FRANCISCO BAY EF! *

Karen Pickett
POB 83

Canyon, CA 94516
(415)376-7329

SANTA BARBARA EF!
Tom Dudiey

POB 14124

Santa Barbara, CA 93107

(805)968-0128, 961-4203 (W)

Lee-Dog Dyer

939 Camino del Sur
Goleta, CA 93117
(805)685-7892

SANTA CRUZ EF! *
Karen DeBraal

POB 344

Santa Cruz, CA 95061
(408)335-T768

YOSEMITE EF!
Tom Skeele

POB 272

Yosemite, CA 95389
(209)379-2801

COLORADO EARTH FIRST! *

Walkabout Newsietter
Box 1166
Boulder, CO 80306

Eric Holle

1126 James Canyon Dr.
Boulder, CO 80302
(303)442-5518

CSU Earth First!
Box 708

LSC CSU

Ft. Coilins, CO 80523

FLORIDA EARTH FIRST! *

Reed & Myra Noss
6820 SW 78th St.
Gainesville, FL 32608
(904)372-6255

HAWAII EARTH FIRST!
Paul Faulstich

EWC Box 1265

1777 East-West Rd
Honolulu, HI 96848
(808)955-3108

MAINE EARTH FIRST!
Gary Lawless

Gulf of Maine Books

61 Main St.

Brunswick, ME 04011
(207)729-5083

MIDWEST HEADWATERS EF! *

Bob Kaspar

305 N. Sixth St.
Madison, WI 53704
(608)241-9426

Hank Bruse
KA9TIF (short wave)
235 Travis Drive

Wisconsin Rapids, W1 54494

(715)423-5636

Chicago Earth First! *

* POB 6424

Evanston, IL 60204
(312)341-0800 (day)
(312)454-9002/677-9464

Paul Rechten
7405 Shields Rd.
Harvard, IL 60033
(815)943-4178
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Rich Ryan

456 Amado St.
Santa Fe, NM 87501
(505)984-1097

NEW YORK EARTH FIRST!
Long Island EF! *

John Edsall & Linda Yuhas
Box 455

Plainview, NY 11803
(516)924-473

Long Island EF!
Box 2036

Setauket, NY 11733
(516)862-9450

New York City EF!

POB 20488

Tompkins Square Station
New York City, NY 10009
(212)420-0621

OREGON EARTH FIRST!
POB 1437
Merlin, OR 97532

TEXAS EARTH FIRST! *
Barbara Dugelby

POB 7292

University Station

Austin, TX 78713
(512)441-4288

Austin Earth First!
Jean Crawford
POB 7292
University Station
Austin, TX 78713
(512)459-8833

Kast Texas EF!
Redwolf & Sassafras
Rt 3, Box 113
Cleveland, TX 77327
(713)592-7664

VERMONT EARTH FIRST!
Erik Sohlberg

RR1, Box 80-A

East Corinth, VT 05040
(802)439-6266

VIRGINIA/DC EARTH FIRST!
Robert F. Mueller

Rt. 1 Box 250

Staunton, VA 24401
(703)885-6983

Celeste Kennedy *
2257 Hatton St.
Virginia Beach, VA 23451

WASHINGTON EARTH FIRST! * -

Mitch Freedman
POB 2962
Bellingham, WA 98227

Seattle EF!
George Draffan
POB 95316
Seattle, WA 98145

North Central WA EF'!
Mike Jakubal

POB 3566

Wenatchee, WA 98801

Shuksan EF!
David Helm

POB 1731
Ferndale, WA 98248

Okanogan Highlands EF!
POB 361
Republic, WA 99166

Columbia Plateau EF!
Brain Parry

913 8. 4ist #17
Yakima, WA 98908
(509)965-2241

LOCAL CONTACTS

ALASKA

Julie McCombs
POB 954

Kodiak, AK 99615
(907)486-6942

ARKANSAS

Jerry Price

Rt. 2

Pettigrew, AR 72757
(501)521-7799

CALIFORNIA

Dakota Sid Clifford
15440 St. Hwy 174
Grass Valley, CA 95945
(916)273-7186

EF! Wiccan-Celtic Warriors
L. Morrigan & L. Gwydion
POB 3811

S. Pasadena, CA 91030
(213)224-1839

UC Santa Cruz

Rob & Kim Burton
H-17 Koshland Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95064
(408)425-1383

CONNECTICUT

Mary Lou Sapone
POB 3355

Danbury, CT 06813-3355

DELAWARE/MARYLAND
Greg DeCowsky
Campaign Against

Ocean Waste Disposal
POB 831

Newark, DE 19715-0831
(301)275-8091

Jenifer Traas

POB 7002

Terre Haute, IN 47802
(812)232-625%

MARYLAND

Leonard J. Kerpelman
2403 W. Rogers
Baltimore, MD 21209
(301)367-8855

Western Maryland
Dale England

814 Stewart Ave #2
Cumberland, MD 21502

MICHIGAN

Mary Miceli
QOakland University
128 W. Hopkins
Pontiac, MY 48055
(313)332-9426

MISSOURIE

Sue Skidmore

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

Laurie Britz

1258 Whitehawk
O’Fallon, MO 63366
(314)281-3952

Bob Yourke

4509A Idaho Ave.
St. Louis, MO 83111
(314)752-5011

NEW YORK

Gary Bennett

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

PENNSYLVANIA
John McFarland

POB 179

Pt. Pleasant, PA 18950

David Hafer

c/o Otzinachson
POB 65

Lewisburg, PA 17837
(717)523-3107

Antoinette Dwinga
842 Library Ave.
Carnegie, PA 15106
(412)279-8911

TENNESSEE

Jeff & Kim Turner
1726 Forest Ave.
Knoxville, TN 37916
(615)522-8521

WASHINGTON

US Friends of the Wolf
USNW Support Office
Carl Schwamberger
3517% #7 Fremont Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103

WYOMING

Earth Mother of Jackson
POB 749

Jackson, WY 83001
(307)733-6470

issues. For more info, contact Rick
at 406-586-5287 or Jim at 406-549-6082.
*EARTH FIRST! LOCAL GROUP
NEWSLETTERS. The EF! editors
wish to call attention to the growing
number of newsletters ‘published by
local Earth First! groups. These news-
letters cover local actions and issues
which we do not always have space to
cover in the pages of Earth First! We
recommend that EFlers who want to
become involved in actions subscribe to
the newsletter of the EF'! group in their
area. We ask that all EF! groups who
publish newsletters put us on their mail-
ing list so that we may steal articles
from them and publicize them. The fol-
lowing are the groups with newsletters.
Most of their addresses are in the
Directory.
Appalachian Earth First!, c/o Celeste Kennedy, 2257 Hatton
St, VA Beach, VA 23451; Midwest Headwaters EF!; Arizona
EF!, POB 3412, Tucson, AZ 85722; San Francisco Bay Area
EF!; Direct Action Fund (Nemadic Action Group); Santa
Cruz EF!; Chicago EF!, POB 6424, Evanston, 1L 60204;
Colorado EF!; New Mexico EF!; Texas EF!; Washington
EF!, POB 2962, Bellingham 98227
*INFORMATION WANTED ON
WILDLIFE ON BLM LANDS. Atten-
tion zoologists, botanists, herpetologists,
other scientists, and naturalists! Are
you knowledgeable. about any wild
species on BLM grazing allotments in
the West that may be in trouble due to
habitat destruction (overgrazing and/or
destructive range management) or
human-caused mortality? Do you know
of species on BLM lands that should
be managed as “sensitive” to prevent
further population declines? Send infor-
mation to: EF! Biodiversity Project,
Rt.1Box 232, Parkersburg, WV 26101.
*THIRD ANNUAL UTAH WIL-
DERNESS ASSOCIATION POETRY
COMPETITION. Deadline: Feb 1,
1988. First place prize: $100. For rules,
send SASE to: UWA, 455 East 400
South #306, SLC, UT 84111.
*SKYBUZZ. Citizen Alert has an-
nounced creation of SKYBUZZ, a new
#800 telephone service to provide citi-
zens with a voice of protest against low-
flying and supersonic military aircraft.
For information, contact Citizen Alert,
POB 5391, Reno, NV 89513 (702-827-
4200).

USUAL DISGUSTING
PLEA FOR MONEY

The Earth First! movement runs on
your financial support. We don’t need
as much as other groups since we are
grassroots, volunteer, decentralized
and have low overhead. Moreover, you
get to select where your hard-earned
money goes. Don’t send your contribu-
tions to this newspaper, send them
directly to one of these hard working
groups:

*Earth First! Foundation, POB
50681, Tucson, AZ 85703

(contributions to the Foundation
are tax-deductible)

*Arizona Earth First!, POB 5871,
Tucson, AZ 85703

*Bay Area Earth First!, POB 83,
Canyon, CA 94516

*Biodiversity Task Force, Jasper
Carlton, 1113 23rd St., Vienna, WV
26105

*Colorado Earth First!, Box 1166,
Boulder, CO 80306

*Florida Earth First!, 6820 SW 78th
St., Gainesville, FL 32608

*Grazing Task Force, POB 5784,
Tucson, AZ 85703
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*Humboldt County Earth First!,
POB 34, Garberville, CA 95440

*Los Angeles Earth First!, 13110
Bloomfield St, Sherman Oaks, CA
91423

*Midwest Headwaters Earth First!,
POB 516, Stevens Point, WI 54481

*Montana Earth First!, Box 6151,
Bozeman, MT 59715

*New Mexico Earth First!, 456
Amado St, Santa Fe, NM 87501

*Nomadic Action Group, POB 210,
Canyon, CA 94516

*Oregon Earth First!, POB 1437,
Merlin, OR 97532

*PAW  (Preserve  Appalachian
Wilderness), RR 1, Box 132-A, North
Stratford, NH 03590

*Santa Cruz Earth First!, POB 344,
Santa Cruz, CA95061

*Texas Earth First!, POB 7292, Uni-
versity Station, Austin, TX 78713

*Washington Earth First!, POB
2962, Bellingham, WA 98227

*Wolf Action Network, POB 272,
Yosemite, CA 95389
This fundraising appeal is placed as a
service to the Earth First! movement.
THANK YOU for your support!



*CARAVAN TO THE TEST SITE.
The Cape Action Committee (CAC) is
coordinating the Southern Connections
caravan to the Nevada Test Site. South-
ern Connections will begin March 5 in
Key West, Florida, travel to 10 nuclear
facilities in the South, pick up peace ac-
tivists along the way, and arrive at the
test site on March 12. This is an effort
in support of the American Peace Test
March 11-20 action to “Reclaim the Test
Site.” CAC is based in Cape Canaveral,
Florida, where the first-strike Trident
II missile, among many others, is being
flight-tested. All the nuclear facilities
in the South to be visited are connected
to the Nevada Test Site. To date, there
have been 7 Trident II tests at Cape
Canaveral Air Force Station. The eighth
was delayed by Congress due to the Pen-
tagon’s plan to test it with 12 warheads
instead of 10. The increase to 12 war-
heads could adversely affect the arms
control negotiations being held with the
Soviet Union in preparation for the
December Superpowers Summit. For
information, contact CAC at 305-639-
6293.

*LIVESTOCK OFF PUBLIC
LANDS SLIDESHOW. Thanks to
those of you who responded to the re-
quest for slides. The overgrazing
slideshow is progressing slowly but
steadily, and will hopefully be ready for
distribution in January. If you haven’t
yet sent slides, here’s another list of
what we need: 1. Marlboro-ad type
scene: cowboy on horseback chasing cat-
tle, beautiful Western scenery in back-
ground. 2. Burning rangeland. 3. EF!
protesting welfare ranching (from dem-
onstrations in October). 4. Capitol
building in Washington, DC. Please
send slides NOW to: Grazing Task
Force, 2945 W Barrel Dr, Tucson, AZ
85746.

*ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION
PHOTO CONTEST. To celebrate Earth
Day 1988, Emnvironmental Action
magazine announces a contest to find
the best black-and-white photos illus-
trating environmental themes. Shots of
EF! actions would be appropriate en-
tries. For info on submissions and
prizes, write: Earth Day Photo Con-
test, Environmental Action, 1525 New
Hampshire Ave NW, DC 20036.

PIRATE

WHALERS

by Rod Coronado

Yes, pirate whaling is still under way,
in this the second year of what is sup-
posed to be a world-wide moratorium
on commercial whaling. With the illegal
actions of Iceland and Japan leading the
way, no whales are safe from the greed
of the dying whaling industry. This past
summer at the annual meeting of the
International Whaling Commission
(IWC), tremendous opposition was ex-
pressed to whaling under the guise of
scientific research. Not one country left
the meeting with IWC approval to con-
tinue “scientific” whaling. All commer-
cial whaling now violates IWC accords,
yet Iceland, Japan, the Philippines,
Norway, South Korea, and to a lesser
extent Russia all intend to continue
their slaughter of Earth’s last
leviathans.

In recent months, Iceland’s two re-
maining whaling ships have killed 120
Fin and Sei Whales. Japan intends to
send three whaling ships and one fac-
tory vessel to the Antarctic Ocean this
December to kill 825 Minke and 50
Sperm Whales. At last year’s IWC meet-
ing, the Philippines announced an end
to commercial whaling by refusing to
license their sole remaining whaling
vessel. Now it has been discovered that
the Philippines has slaughtered over
400 Brydes Whales in recent months,
some in US trust territorial waters, in
the Pacific Ocean, most with the “cold”
non-explosive harpoon that damages
less meat but prolongs the agony of
death. Norway has also sidestepped the
moratorium, and plans to kill 200 Minke
Whales next year. It has been reported
in the Norwegian press that there are
indications that Fin Whales are being
slaughtered and marked as Minke
Whales. Russia will continue to kill
California Gray Whales, 179 next year,
to feed to minks on their fur farms in
Siberia. The Soviets have scrapped
their Antarctic fleet, due to economic

sanctions levied against them by the
US.

Although the US delegation to the
IWC has been in the forefront of the
fight for whale -conservation, the
Reagan administration has granted
deals with Japan and Iceland on three
occasions, allowing them to continue
whaling without the threat of US sanc-
tions which are mandatory under the
Packwood-Magnuson Act and the Pelly
Amendment. Japan and Iceland have
even broken these agreements with the
US by continuing whaling without IWC
approval. In Japan’s case, the US
agreed not to impose fishery quota cuts,
in return for Japan quitting all commer-
cial whaling by 1988. Japan’s Antarctic
season will continue until spring of 1988.
In regards to Iceland’s 1986 com-
promise, after promising the US that
less than half of their “scientific” catch
would be sold to the Japanese — who
are the major consumers of whale meat
today — Iceland’s Fisheries Minister
Halldor Asgrimsson tampered with the
figures to allow more than 70% of the
marketable meat to be sold to Japan.
The “50.1%” that was to be used for
“local consumption” contained unmar-
ketable bones, blubber and entrails.
Earlier, Iceland had a cargo of its whale
meat destined for Japan — labeled as
“frozen seafood” — seized in West Ger-
many in violation of the Convention on
International Trade in Endangered
Species (CITES). The meat was re-
turned to Iceland.

Sea Shepherd informants have
learned that the insurance claims on the
two vessels and whaling station de-
stroyed by our raid last year were never
paid. Hvalur Limited has not been com-
pensated for the $4.5 million in damage.
After adverse publicity generated
against Iceland by Sea Shepherd ac-
tions, more than 50% of Icelandic citi-
zens oppose whaling. This compares to
over 80% in support of whaling prior
to our sabotage of their whaling fleet.
Furthermore, a new prime minister,
Thorsteinn  Palsson, was recently
elected, who opposes whaling on

economic grounds — i.e., the threat of
boycotts and sanctions. Sea Shepherd
member Magnus Skarphedinsson has
founded a whale protection group called
Whale Friends Society, which now
boasts a membership of over 140. In a
country of 250,000 people, this is signif-
icant. Magnus acted as Sea Shepherd
spokesperson in Iceland last year after
our sabotage, which resulted in his im-
prisonment until it was shown that he
had no involvement in the action.

It seems the only effective means of

halting the actions of pirate whalers
have been economic sabotage and
threats of economic sanctions by the .
US. However, such economic sanctions
have only been employed by the US
against the Soviets. President Reagan
has vowed never to impose economic
sanctions against an allied country, and
recently upheld that opinion all the way
to the Supreme Court. There conser-
vationists claimed a temporary victory,
forcing the administration to uphold the
Packwood-Magnuson Act and Pelly
Amendment. The administration is ap-
pealing the decision.

With only two years before the com-

prehensive assessment of whale stocks,
and with it the likely end of the mor-
atorium, it is the responsibility of the
anti-whaling forces to see that all com-
mercial whaling is ceased immediately.
The Sea Shepherd Conservation Society
will continue to use every tactic available
to protect marine life. Indeed, the only
sure way to save the whales is to sink
the whalers.

Earth First!
Activist Conference

An Earth First! Activist Conference
on movement building, direct action
and beer drinking is being planned for
the Boulder area the weekend of Feb-
ruary 5-7, 1988. The purpose of this
conference will be to discuss where
the Earth First! movement is in gen-
eral, and where we are heading. Items
of discussion will include: strategies
for actions for this spring and sum-
mer, fundraising, and coordination
between local groups and national
campaigns. We hope for a good nation-
wide mix of 40 Earth Firstlers. The
conference is sponsored by the Earth
First! Direct Action Fund and is par-
tially funded by the Earth First!
Foundation. For more information,
contact: Roger Featherstone, Box
DB, Bisbee, AZ 85603, (602) 432-4145;
or Mike Roselle at (415) 376-7329.

The Post Office does not forward
Third Class Mail but they do charge
us 30 cents apiece to to send us your
change of address. Please send us your
change of address promptly so you do
not miss an issue of Earth First! and
we do not have to pay the Post Office
to receive it. Some people using clever
aliases are not receiving their copies
of Earth First!. Be sure to notify your
postperson that “Attila the Hun” or
“The Animal” receives mail at your
address.

Earth First! Enters
Computer Age?

by Roger Featherstone

For better or worse, Earth First!
activists have been succumbing to the
pressure to become more efficient and
have been acquiring (gasp!) computers
and even modems. We‘ll not begin a de-

—- bate about whether or not this is good;

that could take more space than we can
afford.

There is a new way to utilize your
complicator. I have just set up an Earth
First! conference on Econet. Econet is
a subset of Peacenet and is based in
San Francisco. Econet features a mail
service to all of the US and to 70 foreign
countries, telex to anywhere in the
world, access to some other nets (includ-
ing Peacenet) and to conferences of in-
terest to the environmental community.
Econet is accessed by Telenet, which
means that from most major cities ac-
cess is via a local number. It is an
inexpensive way to use your computer
to gain information.

For those of you already on Econet,
you should make this conference, which
is called “ef!.general,” one of your reg-
ular conferences. On it will be news of
interest to Earth First!. You will be able
to reply to topics on the board as well
as entering your own topics.

Discussion will be lively as traditional
environmentalists interact with Earth
Firstlers. Early topics could include the
evils of computers, and paper monkey-
wrenching. As long as we don't discuss
anything illegal or inappropriate (not
that we ever do), conversation will be
free of constraints. (Peacenet is a tax
exempt 501(c)3 organization.)

This conference should allow us to
more readily communicate with each
other. Memos, calendars, and news
from your local activities can reach
others quickly this way. You can even
send articles to the Journal in Tucson
(something our overworked editors will
appreciate, since your copy will already
be entered in their machine!).

For more information, contact:
Econet, 3228 Sacramento St, SF, CA
94115, (415) 923-0900 “support”; and
Roger Featherstone, Box DB, Bisbee,
A7 85603 (602) 432-4145 “featherstone.”

Earth First!
Foundation
Meeting

The Board of the Earth First! Found-
ation met in Tueson in November, and
allocated over $10,000 in grants to
projects for the Earth First! movement.
Projects partially funded included the
following: a start-up grant for a news-
letter for Arizona Earth First!, a Texas
Earth First! Rendezvous, a tabloid on
forest practices (to be written by Howie
Wolke), and continued funding for the
campaign to free public lands from cattle
grazing.

The board also accepted proposals for
an Earth First! Journal investigative
journalism research fund and a com-
prehensive Grizzly Bear preservation
project. Both these projects as well as

the public lands grazing project and-

1988 Round River Rendezvous need
considerable additional funding. Dona-
tions from individuals and foundations
are requested.

In 1987 the Earth First! Foundation
funded over 40 projects. These in-
cluded: an acid rain symposium, big
wilderness proposals, roadshows to
publicize the plight of tropical rain-
forests, EF! Biodiversity Task Force,
Appalachian Rendezvous, Arizona ral-
lies, Earth First! Speakers Bureau,
Grand Canyon uranium mining slide-
show, investigative environmental jour-
nalism, a permaculture project, Round
River Rendezvous, grassroots organiz-
ing, and a bike-a-thon through Yellow-
stone Park to publicize the plight of
Grizzlies.

The Foundation gave 95% of all dona-
tions it received back to grassroots
educational and research projects sup-
porting the Earth First! movement. The
remaining 5% was used for printing,
postage, travel to board meetings,
phone bills and administrative costs.
For a copy of 1986 EF! Foundation
annual report, send. your request and
an SASE to EF! Foundation.

The next meeting of the Foundation
board will be held in March, 1988. Pro-
posals for Foundation grants should be
submitted by February 15 to be consi-
dered at the March meeting. Guidelines
for writing proposals can be obtained
from the EF'! Foundation, POB 50681,
Tucson, AZ 85703.

Round River
Rendezvous
1988

by Les Sommerville

Happy Yule to all! Yes, it is time to
start thinking about the 88 Round River
Rendezvous, to be held June 29 through
July 4, in the great forests of northern
Washington. We on the RRR committee
have been thinking about it since the
second day of the 87 RRR on the North
Rim of the Grand Canyon. We plan to
use many of the good ideas imple-
mented at the 87 RRR (e