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AT LAST! 
The North Cascades 
Study Team Report 

At a press conference, called by Senators Henry M. Jackson and Warren G. Magnuson, 
The North Cascades Study Team Report was at last made public. Senator Jackson opened the 
conference, which was held inSeattle onJanuary 6th, by introducing Edward C. Crafts, Chairman 
of the Study Team and Director of the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, who then outlined the Report. 
Mr. Crafts concluded his presentation by noting, "I have been involved in this since March 5, 1963 
and I know of nothing that I have been involved in in my 32 years experience that has been more 
controversial up to this point and I think the controversy is probably beginning. " 

The conference was also attended by Secretary of Interior, Stewart L. Udall; Secretary 
of Agriculture, Orville L. Freeman; Study Team members George A. Selke, consultant to the 
Secretary of Agriculture; Arthur W. Greeley, Deputy Chief, Forest Service, USDA; George B. 
Hartzog, J r . , Director, National Park Service, USDI; and Owen S. Stratton, consultant to the 
Secretary of the Interior, as well as Congressmen Lloyd Meeds and Tom Foley. 

Secretary Freeman received the report with the comments that "currently this area is 
under the management of one department, namely the Department of Agriculture and I think we 
ought to think carefully and have strong reasons before moving toward dual management in a given 
area. . . . I think we need to move very carefully in terms of balanced resource use in a given 
area. . . . I feel there could be logging and grazing and some mining, under strictly limited con
ditions and it is worth considering if it would not be a more balanced use of the area. . . . This 
is one of the most magnificent areas in the entire world. " 

Secretary Udall described the Report as "a unique Report. There has never been one like 
it. In part, because this is a unique area. There is no question but, in terms of mountain sce
nery and a large area, I think this is the most superlative area in the United States. . . . We 
have a very heavy responsibility which rests on all of us; a responsibility to be as wise as we 
can be, as statesman-like, and to make as rational decisions between alternatives as possible. " 

Mr. Hartzog stated that "it 's a privilege for me to advocate a national park because I feel 
the unique scenic and scientific resources in this northern area justify a national park. . . . There 
is no place in the continental United States where you do have the geologic and scenic grandeur 
that exists in the Mt. Baker, Mt. Shuksan, and Eldorado Peak region and this is why we favor a 
national park. " 

This unique Report is the result of a 2 1/2 year study of the Federal lands of the North 
Cascade Mountains in the State of Washington. In its 190 pages are contained 21 recommendations 
which would establish four new wilderness areas totaling 720 thousand acres , enlarge the Glacier 
Peak Wilderness Area, provide for a small addition to Mount Rainier National Park, provide 
more coordinated management between the National Park and surrounding National Forest land, 
declassify three areas now listed by the Forest Service as "Limited Areas" and thereby make 
available for commercial use about 1. 5 billion board feet of saw-timber, provide for a system of 
scenic roads and trai ls , and designate portions of the Skagit River as a wild river. 

Essentially three alternatives are proposed involving major changes in the Mount Baker, 
Wenatchee, and Okanogan National Forests. 

1. Chairman Crafts recommended a new North Cascades National Park which would include 
the Picket Range country, Ross Lake, and the Eldorado Peaks-Stehekin Valley vicinity. Com
bined with this would be Forest Service administration of (1) Glacier Peak Wilderness; (2) 
the portion of the present North Cascade Primitive Area lying east of Ross Lake, as the 
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Okanogan Wilderness; and (3) the Mount Baker Recreation Area with emphasis primarily for 
recreation, as at present. (This is the Study Team compromise which we refer to as Plan C.) 

2. A second alternative, recommended by the two Agriculture members, would create a Na
tional Recreation Area under Forest Service administration for the Eldorado Peaks-Stehekin 
Valley country, including Ross Lake. Combined with this would be a North Cascade Wilder
ness east and west of Ross Lake; and continuation of the present Glacier Peak Wilderness. 
Also as part of this alternative is continued Forest Service administration of the Mount 
Baker-Mount Shuksan areas , with emphasis on management for general-type recreation. 
(We refer to this as the Forest Service, FS-Plan.) 

3. The third alternative, supported by the two Interior representatives, is a North Cascades 
National Park which would include the Mount Baker-Mount Shuksan country, the Picket Range 
country, Ross Lake and the Eldorado Peaks-Stehekin Valley vicinity. Combined with this 
would be the Forest Service Glacier Peak Wilderness and Okanogan Wilderness east of Ross 
Lake. (We refer to this as the Park Service PS-Plan.) The initial PS-Plan proposed a Gla
cier Peak National Park and a Mount Baker National Park connected by an Eldorado-Chelan 
National Recreation A r ea. 

Release of the most carefully guarded natural resources secret in Washington, as this 
issue of The Wild Cascades was going to press brought forth immediate reactions. The Board of 
Directors of the North Cascades Conservation Council met on January 8th in an emergency se s 
sion. In discussion the Board recognized that the Report is long and has many features. Some 
deserve the whole-hearted support of the American people. Some will require careful detailed 
study. Others, however, a re profoundly disappointing. It is an obvious compromise between two 
Federal Agencies. 

The major advance toward realization of the public interest, is the recommendation for a 
North Cascades National Park. All of the area recommended in the Report for inclusion in the 
Park is of the highest order and deserves the strongest possible protection. 

The failure of the representatives of the Department of Agriculture to modify that Depart
ment's historic determination to cling to areas presently under its jurisdiction without exception 
is deeply disappointing. The attitude expressed in the various statements of Departmental r ep 
resentatives is out of keeping with the spirit of public spiritedness and agency disinterestedness 
expressed by the Secretaries of Agriculture and Interior. It is moreover, unjustified. If current 
administrative practices a re allowed to continue the consequences for the national interest will 
be disastrous. 

The appearance in the recommendations of the Study Team at various points of demands 
for mass recreational facilities is alarming. There is no doubt of a need for such facilities and 
in some places selected with great care some can be provided. However, much of the area is 
exceedingly fragile as the Report points out. Moreover, the essential qualities of the North Cas
cades a re (a) great natural beauty, (b) wildness, and (c) territorial integrity of the area as a whole. 

The Board still considers that its original proposals of 1960 for a North Cascades Wilder
ness Area and 1963 for a North Cascades National Park, now called Plan "A", to be the best pro
posal for preserving the scenery of the North Cascades. Plan "A" recognizes the necessity of 
stopping the logging damage around the Glacier Peak Wilderness. 

In realistic consideration of adopting an alternate proposal that is more closely in line 
with the Study Team's proposal (Plan C) and has a reasonable chance of passage, the North Cas
cades Conservation Council proposed its Plan "B" described in the following resolutions: 

COVER: Secretary of Agriculture Orville Freeman comments on North Cascades Study Team 
Report, "Ain't nobody mad at nobody. " Senator Henry M. Jackson, listening. Photo by Louis Huber 
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TIME OF HEARIN6 
FEBRUARY I We-l2r.H 

IH SEATTLE 
9AM. 
OLYMPIA HOTEL 

WRITE SCNATOR JACKSON 
SENATE OFFICE BLD6. 
WASNIN6T0N D.C. 
BEFORE FEBRUARY 5 TN 
FOR PERMISSION 
TO TCSTIFV 
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The North Cascades Conservation Council supports in general the establishment of the 
North Cascades National Park proposed by the North Cascades Study Team, but feels that the 
Mt. Baker area should be added as proposed by the National Park Service and considered in
dispensable by them, and the Council urges that mass recreational use be limited to the Mt. 
Baker area and the immediate environs of the North Cross-State Highway. 

The North Cascades Conservation Council commends the proposed additions to the Glacier 
Peak Wilderness and urges that the Forest Service strengthen its protection of that area. 

The North Cascades Conservation Council is sympathetic with Secretary Freeman's desire 
for a Recreation Area in the North Cascades and urges that a Recreation Area be established 
around the western, southern, and eastern boundaries of the Glacier Peak Wilderness, ex
tending northward toward the proposed Okanogan Wilderness. (This is essential to provide 
some protection for the peripheral areas of the N3C's 1963 North Cascades National Park 
proposal.) 

The North Cascades Conservation Council prefers the National Park Service recommenda
tion for the Alpine Lakes Wilderness over that of the North Cascades Study Team. We be
lieve areas in the wilderness core of this region of the Cascades, as shown in the original 
recommendation (North Cascades Conservation Council, The Mountaineers, Mazamas, and 
Sierra Club), are necessary additions to the proposal of the Study Team and are needed for 
adequate protection of watershed, wilderness, and recreation potential and the integrity of 
the area as a whole. 

The North Cascades Conservation Council supports the position of Professor Owen S. 
Stratton (on the Cougar Lakes Area) and urges further consideration before any change is 
made in the present protection. 

Study Team Report, page 127 letter from Stratton to Crafts, 9/27/65: 

"The Park Service classified a considerable part of the area west of Bumping Lake as 
Class IV or a unique natural area. . . . All this suggests strongly to me that it is 
unwise for the Study Team Report to concur in the Forest Service proposal to return 
all but the Mt. Aix area of the present Cougar Lakes Limited Area to multiple use 
management. . . . I believe that the Forest Service should recommend the bulk of the 
area west of Bumping Lake for wilderness. . . leave a strip along the eastern boun
dary of Mt. Rainier National Park. . . to give the Park some needed elbow-room. " 

It is most unfortunate that proposals for Alpine Lakes and Cougar Lakes Wildernesses must 
be equated with the creation of a national park. Each should be considered individually and on its 
own meri ts and not placed on the chopping block in a trade of board feet of commercial timber. 

Senator Jackson has announced that there wi l l be i n i t i a l hearings on the Study Team 
Report and the proposed reductions in Olympic National Park. The hearings w i l l be held 
on February 11th and 12th in Sea t t le at the Olympic Hotel, s t a r t ing at 9 A.M. Write 
Senator Jackson, Senate Office Building, Washington D.C., before February 5th for 
permission to t e s t i f y . 

Following these initial hearings, bills will be drafted and further hearings held on these bills. 

Here is your chance for N3C members and cooperators to speak up at last. We hope you 
will: 

1. Write Senator Jackson (Senate Office Bldg., Washington, D. C.) in your own words and 
support our Plan B (request that your letter or statement be made a part of the record of the 
hearings). 

2. Write Secretary Udall, in defense of Olympic National Park, and urge that hearings on 
this park and the North Cascades not be held simultaneously. 

3. Plan to present a statement at the hearings. 

4 
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Study Team Asserts: 
Aberdeen, Wash. 

World 

North Cascade Park Development 
Would Benefit Timber Industry 

SEATTLE (AP) - Establish
ment of a North Cascades Na
tional Park and other recom
mendations made here Thurs
day would benefit the timber 
industry, a federal study team 
said. 

The five-member team recom
mended the creation of a new 
698.000-acre national pork in the 
North Cascades, four new wil
derness areas and a 7.000-acre 
extension of Mount Rainier Na
tional Park. 
NOT COMMERCIAL 

Edward C. Crafts, team chair
man, said the proposed park 
would include "very little com
mercial forest lands or timber," 

About 228,000 acres of national 
forest land would be placed un
der normal multiple-use admin
istration, the report said. Avail
able commercial forest land 
would be increased by 56,000 
acres, and the available com
mercial saw-timber would be in
creased by 1.5 billion board feet. 

"The overall conclusion," the 
report said, "is that there will be 
an economic benefit to the tim
ber and tourism industries, little 
or no significant adverse effect 
on other resource-based activi
ties. . ." 

Other redommendationa deal

ing with federal timber manage
ment included: 

Keep clear-cut blocks as small 
as practicable and use clear-
cutting only where other sys
tems are not feasible in or near 
areas proposed for recreation. 

Promptly re - plant logged 
areas if natural regeneration 
does not occur speedily and 
plant road banks and other dis
turbed areas to minimize soil 
erosion. 

Provide scenic strips and 
roadside improvements consist
ent with landscape management 
principles. 
5-YEAR HARVEST BAN 

Prohibit harvesting of timber 
for five years in areas recom
mended for wilderness classifi
cation or national park status to 
allow time for congressional ac
tion. 

Permit logging where it is 
necessary to battle insect in
festation or timber disease. 

Design and construct timber 
management roads were need
ed. 

The 190-page report of a fed
eral study team on North Cas
cades Development, unveiled 
Thursday, was too much for 
most officials to absorb immedi
ately. 

"I have only had time to very 
briefly run through the report 
and its recommendations," Gov. 
Dan Evans said. "It would be 
premature for me to comment 
in detail on its recommenda
tions." 

He said it would be taken up 
at a meeting of stale department 
heads dealing with natural re
sources on Jan. 24. 
NOT VERY FAR 

Marvin Durning, chairman of 
the State Interagency Commit
tee on Outdoor Recreation, said 
he hadn't got very far in the 
book either but added: 

"Our statewide outdoor recre
ational plan will reflect the 
availability of federal land. 
Therefore, these proposals and 
later action taken upon them 
will be reflected in our planning 
and our program and it is some 
thing we will have to keep in 
mind and watch." 

Thp study team, which worked 
on the report 2h% years, recom
mended an extensive plan for 
North Cascades development, 
including creation of a 698,000-
acre national park. 

Hearings will he conducted in 
Washington state and washing-
ton, D.C., on the proposll before 
(Continued on Page 2/ Col. 3) 

Conservation Council 
Dffers Compromise 

He said they had backed a 
federal study but wanted it 
done by the National Park 
Service alone instead of the Na
tional Park Service and Forest 
Service jointly, as was done. 

"We were certain that a joint 
study would end in compromise 
and this is what has occurred," 
Goldworthy said. 

Park Vote Split 
The study team report called 

for creation of a 698,000-acre 
national park extending from 
near the head of Lake Chelan 
to the Canadian border. It calls 
for declassification of three 
limited access areas to make 
more timber available for com
mercial harvest. The team split 
3-2 on whether there should be 
a park. 

Goldsworthy said great con
cern was expressed at the coun
cil's meeting over the Park 
Service's suggestion that heli
copters, tramways and funicular 
railways be used in the Cascade 
wilderness. The directors urged 
that mass recreation use, indi
cated by such means of trans
portation, he limited to the Mt. 
Baker area and thp immediate 
vicinity of the North Cross-
State Highway. 

any final decision, which may 
be years in the future. 

State Land Commissioner Bert 
Cole and Victor Citron, Seattle, 
a director of the State Sports
men's Council, both expressed 
outright opposition to a national 
park. They said they favored 
creating a national recreation 
area in the North Cascades with 
broad recreational development 
and activities, rather than' a 
more restrictive national park. 

"One of my concerns is that 
we need to consider the water 
benefits of the area, both, to 
agriculture and domestic us
ers," Cole added. 

"And I feel we need broad 
recreational outlets, rather than 
this single one." 

Citron said the sportsmen's 
council will join in the fight 
against a national park. 

Patrick D. Goldsworthy, pres
ident of the North Cascades 
Conservation Council, voiced 
disappointment that the pro
posed park would not include 
the Glacier Peak Wilderness 
area. "This obviously is a com
promise, but one we expected," 
he said. . 
MODERATE APPROACH 

Dave James, spokesman for 
the Simpson Logging Co., called 
the recommendations a "moder
ate approach to the problem.". 
He indicated approval of sep
arate suggestions for reducing 
the size of the Olympic National 
Park by 59,000 acres. , 

"Anything to open up some 
timber in the Port Angeles and 
Quinault areas will be welcome 
there," James said. 

John Nelson, Seattle City 
Light superintendent, expressed 
general approval of the report 
and recommendations as they 
affect City Light. But he said 
apparent conflicts in wording of 
the report cause city officials 
some concern over the proposed 
Thunder Creek and Copper 
Creek hydroelectric projects. 

8 

SEATTLE JP — Directors of 
le North Cascades Conserva-
ion Council have proposed a 
ompromise between their orig-
nal proposal for a North Cas-
ades park and wilderness and 
hat drawn up by a federal 
tudy team. 
The council's alternative plan 

vas drafted at an emergency 
neeting here over the weekend 
.fter the unveiling Thursday of! 
he study team's proposal. 
The new council proposal | 

vould add to the park proposed; 

TacorP*. W«^h. 
N#ws-irtbifr>« 

by the study team the Mt. 
Baker area, which was proposed 
by the National Park Service 
as part of the park but was not 
adopted by the team. 

The council directors en
dorsed the study team's pro
posal to continue the present 
Glacier Peak Wilderness and 
enlarge it by 39,000 acres. 

The council directors called 
for a Cascades-Chelan national 
recreation area, to be estab
lished around the western, 
southern and eastern boundar
ies of the Glacier Peak Wilder
ness area and extend northward 
to the proposed Okanogan 
wilderness. 

Favor Old Plans 
Dr. Patrick D. Goldsworthy, 

president of the 1,100-member 
council, said the directors still 
believed their proposals of 1960 
for a North Cascades wilderness 
and of 1963 for a North Cas
cades rational park the best 
solution. 
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A SONIC BOOM 
S A C R I F I C E O L Y M P I C PARK F O R A 

NORTH C A S C A D E S N A T I O N A L P A R K ? 

U N N E C E S S A R Y and I R R E L E V A N T 

Following the announcement, at a press conference, of the North Cascades Study Team 
Report, Secretary Stewart Udall asked the people of the northwest: 

"Can you make decisions to make changes in existing boundaries of an existing 
National Park that would add timber vital to this region?" 

The meaning of these words became apparent when Mr. Fred J. Overly, Regional Director of 
the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, outlined his personal proposal for reduction of the "existing" 
Olympic National Park. 

It is a fallacy to argue that the timber industry should receive compensation in the Olym
pics for timber removed from production in the Study Team's proposal for a National Park in the 
Cascades. The proposed Park would remove 0. 6% (355 million board feet) of the commercial 
timber volume in the Cascades Study Area. The Study Team Report states, "It is obvious that 
the establishment of the Park would have no significant adverse effect on the timber industry. " 
By contrast, the timber suggested by Mr. Overly for removal from Olympic National Park would 
be 2, 687, 000 million board feet. 

9 
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Despite the slowness with which the Study Team reported, the precipitous and shocking 
nature of Mr. Overly's proposal achieved the proportions of a sonic boom. Its reverberations 
are already rumbling back from across the nation. 

The Board of the North Cascades Conservation Council discussed this latest threat to 
Olympic National Park on January 8th and opposed it with the following resolution: 

"The personal proposal of Fred Overly is the same as was made several years 
ago and was defeated after careful study. " 

The Olympic Park Associates is appealing to conservationists across the nation with the 
following letter. We support this appeal. We hope you will also. 

OLYMPIC PARK ASSOCIATES, INC. 
1 2 7 3 0 . 9 t h A V E . N . W . • S E A T T L E 7 7 . W A S H I N G T O N 

AN APPEAL 

Conservationists have been astounded to hear the Secretary of Interior say he 
will entertain recommendations of a one-man committee to raid Olympic National Park 
of 59,000 acres. This astonishing announcement, without any prior council, was made 
at a press conference where the North Cascades Study Team Report was first made 
public. 

It was learned that Secretary Udall, last summer, had requested Fred Overly, 
a former controversial superintendent of Olympic National Park "to review the 
park situation and make recommendations to him concerning it." 

The recommendations would delete a net 59,000 acres from Olympic Park's rain 
forest, the southern and eastern boundaries. This one-man report would surrender 
26,000 acres of the North Quinault (11A) rain forest to the Forest Service for 
timber cutting and return 3,500 acres of privately owned lands there to State 
jurisdiction, which would permit all common law rights and usages of private prop
erty along this southwestern gateway to the Park. It would replace the Roosevelt 
Elk protection with State game laws permitting their hunting in the winter habitat 
preserve. It would permit sub-division land speculation north of the Quinault 
River, now within the boundaries of the Park. A prior land grab attempt in this 
identical area, approved by Mr. Overly in 1957, was thwarted. 

The Bogachiel-Calawah rain forest (12) includes 2.7 billion board feet of 
Hemlock and Sitka Spruce, both pulp species, contained in 37,000 acres, and it 
too was the subject of two prior Congressional hearings and its withdrawal was 
defeated also. Mr. Udall asked the question of the people of the Northwest, at 
this press conference, "Can you make decisions to make changes in existing bound
aries of an existing National Park that would add timber vital to this region?" 
We reasonably ask if this is not also a question of national concern? 

At an emergency meeting, the Olympic Park Associates condemned the Overly 
Report as just another of the many timber grab attempts in the past twenty-seven 
years, and repudiated his evaluation of the Bogachiel and Quinault park caliber, 
and pointed out there is no shortage of pulp fiber on the Peninsula. Amazement 
was expressed that the Secretary of Interior would pick a ONE-MAN committee, in 

M E M B E R C L U B S 

Emergency Conservation Committee of New York, Federation of Western Outdoor Clubs, Klahone Club, Lake Washington Garden Club, The Masamas, The 
Mountaineers, Inc., National Parks Association, Prairie Club, Seattle Federation of Women's Clubs, Seattle Audubon Club, Seattle Garden Club, Sierra Club, 
Tacoma Garden Club, Thurston County Poggie Club, Trails Club of Oregon, Washington Alpine Club, Wilderness Society. 

Secretary 
ROBERT L. WOOD 
721 County-City Bldg. 
Seattle 4, Wash. 
MA 2-5900 - Ext. 482 

JULIUS M. PETERSON 
2434 So. Columbia 
Olympia, Wash. 
FL 7-3802 

President 

W ILL IAM E BROCKMAN 
8 8 1 8 AOTtt AV NE 
SEATTLE SASH 

9 8 1 1 5 

Vict-President 
LEO GALLAGHER 
P.O. Box 1505 
Tacoma 3, Wash. 
SK 22185 
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the person of Mr. Overly, to study the Olympic "situation," a man who prior to his 
superintendency of Olympic National Park was a graduate forester, part-time employee 
of the U. S. Forest Service and a logging engineer for the Crescent Logging Company 
on the Olympic Peninsula. While superintendent of the Park, he "pushed" for an 
unacceptable road along the Park's wilderness Ocean Strip, logged millions of feet 
of trees in the National Park as "salvage" and supported a move to delete the 
Quinault area from the Park in 195 7 while still superintendent there. While we do 
not question Mr. Overly's ability, we are very concerned with his prejudicial views 
as a ONE-MAN COMMITTEE, particularly with respect to such an important matter of 
national park policy. 

At the press conference, Senator Jackson said, as Chairman of the Senate 
Interior Committee, he will ask the Bureau of the Budget to "proceed expeditiously 
to prepare a bill which will represent the Olympic views of the executive branch 
of the Government, to be introduced by him, as is the custom, and that hearings on 
the Olympic boundaries will be held concurrently in the State of Washington with 
those pertaining to the North Cascades, and later in Washington, D.C. 

A request lor separace hearings was refused. 

Olympic Park Associates, who for many years have defended your National Park, 
feel that the Department of the Interior and the National Park Service should also 
defend this wilderness park rather than encourage a precedent for its slow 
disintegration. 

We appeal to all friends of every national park to reason with and protest 
this precipitant action with respect to Olympic National Park. 

It is hoped that the forthcoming Administration bill on Olympic Park will not 
conform to the recommendations received by the Secretary of Interior and your concern 
should be communicated to him promptly in this regard. 

January 14, 1966 

OLYMPIC PARK ASSOCIATES, INC. 

President 
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The New Timber Resources Review 
by 

J. Michael McCloskey 

Traditionally it has been the task of the United States Forest Service to play Casandra in 
warning the nation of impending cr ises in meeting its need for wood. Since early in its history, 
the Forest Service has sounded warnings about the vanishing reserves of wood, the spiralling 
demand for forest products, and the need for sound management of myriad private woodlots. 
The timber industry has not liked the imputations about private management nor proposals for 
regulating it, but it has relied upon predictions of high demand and limited supply to guarantee 
continuing profits. And it has sturdily maintained that a nation, so beset by shortage, could not 
afford to let more than a few acres be reserved for such "trivialities" as parks and wilderness 
areas . 

The Forest Service issued its magnum opus on this theme with the publication of a report 
of its Timber Resources Review of the early 1950's. Now nearly ten years later, it has revised 
its figures in a new publication: Timber Trends in the United States (Government Printing Office, 
February 1965). A strange ambivalence pervades the report. The performance of the past de
cade did not sustain the Service's previous prediction of a tightening supply-demand picture on a 
rising market, nor does the clearing picture just ahead look tight. But in the murkier picture 
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four decades hence, Forest Service tradition decrees that trouble must be lurking. Thus, by the 
year 2000 sawtimber shortages are foreseen unless much more intensive management is prac
ticed. Only'in the small print at the end does the report admit that "the reliability of projec
tions . . . decreases the further they are extended into the future. " 

Professor John Zivnuska, Dean of the School of Forestry at the University of California, 
finds the methodology which produced such predictions wanting in that "it represents highly skill
ful use of basically inadequate data. " Past e r ro r in estimation "casts a deep shadow over all the 
data, " he states. "The persistence and magnitude of these adjustments in the successive national 
studies . . . makes it difficult to analyze past trends in the forest situation, " Zivnuska concludes. 

The really revealing data in this most recent report are those that show that supplies 
have been consistently underestimated in the past and that demand has just as consistently been 
overestimated. Between 1952 and 1962 the demand in the United States for industrial roundwood 
(an inclusive term, according to a common measure, for sawlogs for lumber, veneer for ply
wood, pulp for paper, and for other industrial uses) declined from 12. 26 billion cubic feet to 
11. 8 billion cubic feet. Production in the United States to supply this demand dropped almost 
twice as much as demand during the period — a sign of anon-competitive industry — from 11. 09 
to 10. 32 billion cubic feet (production was at almost the same level four decades before). The 
difference was made up by rising imports, now satisfying 13% of our market. Despite this sof
tening in the market during the past decade, Forest Service projections show both demand and 
domestic production shooting up in all coming decades. Forty years of nearly stagnant demand 
does not mean a thing, apparently. The r ises in demand and production are predicated on a price 
stability keyed to rising productivity, which the report nevertheless confesses "will be difficult 
to achieve" in view of the fragmented nature of the industry. Most curiously, though, no relative 
increase is projected in the proportion of our markets served by imports, despite the fact that 
the percentage rose from 9% to 13% in the past decade, and despite the fact that Canada exports 
over half its production to the United States and can triple it by 1980. 

The ambivalence of the report is also reflected in the comparison of timber cut with that 
growing. Inventories of growing stock now show it to be 25% greater than estimated in the 1952 
survey. With such an increased figure, Professor Zivnuska declares: "the long historic phase 
of declining timber volumes in the United States has now clearly come to an end." In 1962, 
growth was more than half again as high as cut: 16. 3 billion cubic feet of growth compared to 
10.1 billion cubic feet of cut (the aim of professional forestry is a well regulated system in which 
growth balances cut). The excess growth Is mainly in the south and east, where old farmsteads 
are returning to woodland. In the west, the backlog of virgin old-growth is still being liquidated. 
And in fact, the actual cut there in 1962, 9.6 billion board feet, was still noticeably under the 
annual cut which proper forest management would allow to liquidate that backlog: 11. 7 billion 
board feet. 

Despite the fact that national growth is much above the cut now and that the computers 
show it trending in that direction in the 1970's and 1980's, the Forest Service has the picture 
flip-flop by the year 2000 to show a shortage. The flip-flop is predicated on a reversal of recent 
patterns: on a dampening in the trend to substitute new materials for wood in home building, on 
a slowing rate of importation, on an end to net additions to commercial forest acreage, on much 
improved productivity, and on an arbitrary assumption that wood products will maintain their 
part of the total growing market for industrial raw materials (still at 21% of the total market by 
the year 2000). Viewing these assumptions at the last Society of American Foresters ' conven
tion, a forester from private industry said the report "is predicated on a fallacy," pointing to 
"favorable surpluses in wood supply now and for the next couple of decades. " The obvious moral 
of the Forest Service's prediction of a deficit, though, is : "plant more trees now. They will 
have 35 years to grow. Manage all properties intensively, and hold onto every acre. " 
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Other statistics in the study, however, complicate such admonitions considerably. For 
instance, additions to commercial forest acreage in the last two decades have greatly exceeded 
all withdrawals for parks and recreation areas , reservoirs , and other purposes. In fact, these 
net additions, mainly from converted cropland, total almost twice the amount of commercial 
forest acreage which has been put in parks and wilderness areas in all the past 100 years (cf. 
31.6 million acres added with 16 million acres withdrawn). Moreover, the trend is slated to 
continue, with some 50 million acres of surplus cropland scheduled to be retired by 1980. Joined 
with this increase in the acreage available for forestry is the fact that private owners are failing 
even now to use well what they have. 112 million acres of commercial forest land are not ade
quately stocked, with 35 million of these acres bereft of any stocking with trees at all. 

Another premise of the study sounds a caveat in the headlong drive toward intensive 
management of public lands. The Forest Service states: "Allowances have . . . been made for 
impacts of landscape management on timber output on those areas being specially handled to 
maintain scenic values . . . . Many such modifications in use of timberland have already taken 
place, and other changes in forest use are still under consideration in the Pacific coast area. " 

The Pacific coast area is also the place where mounting problems are seen in the quality 
of timber products. The study points out that "as virgin timber has been liquidated in the better 
stands in the West, the average size and quality of the remaining inventory has gone down." 
"Quality of timber resources . . . can be expected to continue to be of major importance in 
determining the competitive strength of the timber industries. " Perhaps if the timber industry 
were less determined to quickly liquidate the remaining old-growth inventory and would let new 
trees grow longer, better quality would result both for wood products and the appearance of 
forest landscapes. 

Multiple-use on a new road high on the slopes of Mt. St. Helens. —Photos by Bill Halliday 
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Irate and His Friends 

Dear Irate, 

Old Les Braynes came by earlier this morning feeling low — scraping bottom, it 
seemed. Some elk hunter shot his horse — the one he'd traded his scooter for. While I'd not 
want it said that I subscribe to all of Les's ideas concerning wilderness use, still I do some
times feel a certain bond of sympathy with the man, especially when he's expressing disillu
sionment over the manners of the hunting brotherhood. Old Les says there's just too many 
hunters nowadays, and there ain't one of a thousand of them's fit to shine Dan'l Boone's shoes. 
They don't understand wildlife nature and habits and they constitute a menace to them as does. 
Les says he's lucky it was just the horse and not him that got hit. 

Briefly, this is what happened. Les had been riding all day and hadn't seen an elk, but 
there were hunters everywhere. Finally, in late afternoon, he rode around the side of a bald 
nob and saw some elk tracks that were heading for a fir thicket some distance below. The 
tracks didn't look especially fresh, but just to make sure, Les got off his horse and sat on the 
ground, concentrating his attention on that thicket. It was a likely spot, and sure enough he 
soon heard some brush cracking in it. Well, there was a nice open draw leading from it up to 
the right, so Les fired a few blasts with his 30. 06 into the thicket to start them elk a-running, 
and you could of blowed him over with a goofer feather when that thicket started shooting back 
at him with lead, with curse, and with epithet. His steed dropped like a pole-axed steer and 
old Les took off on his own, and he ain't been back to get the saddle yet. I guess he never will. 
He's just heart-broke at the turn this whole outdoors picture has taken. 

Charles D. Hessey, J r . 
Star Route 
Naches, Washington 

Mt. Challenger from Tapto Lakes (looking 
over Whatcom Pass) Charles Hessey 
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Whereaway flows 
will flow — 

the Columbia? 
by 

Ralph W. Johnson 

(Editor's Note: In the following "fact sheet," 
Professor Johnson — faculty member of the 
University of Washington School of Law and 
Chief Consultant to the U. S. Senate Interior 
Committee — summarizes the various plans 
made by various people for the future history of 
the Columbia River and poses some interesting 
questions that Southwesterners need to answer.) 

Four different plans have been proposed for diverting part of the Columbia to the South
west. Miller plan would divert below Bonneville. Pirkey plan would divert above the Dalles. 
Dunn plan would divert from Snake at Durkee. Nelson plan would divert from Snake at Glenn 
Ferry. 

Some 37 bills have been introduced in Congress containing provisions for studies of diver
sion of the Columbia. Most are patterned after Senator Kuchel's Bill, S. 1019, which calls for 
a study that will take enough water from the Columbia (considering evaporation and seepage) to 
provide 2 1/2 million acre feet per year at Lee's Ferry near the Utah-Arizona border. H.R. 
4671 (Draft of Sept. 20, 1965) calls for diversion of over 8 1/2 million acre feet. 

The Southwest Water Plan is now deeply involved in the Columbia diversion issue. Cali
fornia will not agree to the portion of the Southwest Water Plan called the Lower Colorado River 
Basin project (S. 1019) which would authorize Bridge Canyon Dam, Marble Canyon Dam, and a 
large diversion works to carry Colorado River water to the Tucson-Phoenix area unless Arizona 
will agree that California will not bear the risk of future shortages. Arizona will not agree to 
this unless, in turn, the upper basin states (or someone else) will assure Arizona of adequate 
water in time of shortage. The upper basin states will not agree to this unless someone guaran
tees them additional water in time of shortage. This means the Columbia. Thus all of these 
states are beginning to eye the Columbia as the solution to their argument over the Colorado. 

No firm figure has been suggested by the Southwesterners as to how much water from the 
Columbia they want or "need". The figure of 15 million acre feet has been mentioned a number 
of times. 

The 1964 version of the Lower Colorado Basin project (called the Central Arizona project) 
did not seriously raise the Columbia diversion issue. It went through hearings in the Senate and 
then died at the end of the 1964 session. The 1965 version (the Lower Colorado River Basin bill 
— S. 1019) contains the section on a Columbia diversion study. Hearings were held on this bill 
in the House Interior Committee in August 1965. Much of the discussion centered on the diver
sion question. Representative Foley is on this committee and represented Washington State in 
these hearings. The bill was not reported out of the House Committee. No hearings were held 
in the Senate. 

Further hearings may beheld in the House Interior Committee next year. Senate Interior 
Committee hearings will undoubtedly follow. 
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Whereaway Flows the Columbia 

In May 1965 the Bureau of the Budget recommended that the section on the Columbia di
version be deleted from the Lower Colorado River Basin project. It further stated that the water 
crisis now involved the whole nation; that a national reorientation of water policy was essential, 
and that a new, national Water Commission should be created to form and articulate such a new 
water policy before any action was taken to study a regional water diversion. 

Senator Jackson, as Chairman of the Senate Interior Committee, has led the move to 
block a Columbia diversion. Senator Jackson has taken the position that the water crisis is 
national in scope and requires a national reappraisal of our methods of water allocation and use; 
that before any study of diversion occurs we need to know the true needs of the Southwest — that 
i s , the needs of the region after aggressive application of water conservation knowhow. If these 
needs are critically judged, quite possibly no diversion is appropriate in the foreseeable future. 
Also, we do not know the potential impact on the future of the Northwest of a diversion of an im
portant part of the region's natural resources. Senator Jackson's sponsorship and efforts, com
bined with support by other Northwest Congressmen, have resulted in an amendment to the Water 
Project Recreation bill (S. 1229) forbidding the Interior Department (Bureau of Reclamation) to 
undertake any feasability study of water projects, such as Columbia diversion, unless the study 
is first specifically authorized bylaw. They have also resulted in an amendment (also sponsored 
by Jackson) to the Water Resources Planning Act of 1965 forbidding the new Water Resources 
Council to undertake any study of interregional diversion unless specifically authorized by law. 

General Comments: Does the Southwest need water from the Columbia now ? Here are some 
facts that should be kept in mind about water use in the Southwest. 

90% of the water of the region is used for farming. 10% for cities and industries. 
Experts estimate that 30% to 50% of the water used for farming could be saved if more 

aggressive conservation practices were encouraged. 
If an additional 10% of water could be transferred to city and industrial use, a population 

several times as large could be sustained. 
An acre-foot of water used for city and industrial use will often give jobs to 40 times as 

many persons as an acre-foot of water used for farming. 
Between 60% and 90% of the water used by cities can be purified and recycled more cheaply 

than bringing water overland long distances. 
Pricing of water in the Southwest is so low there is little, if any, incentive toward con

servation. Irrigation water is often priced as little as $2 or $3 per acre foot, as little as 1/5 to 
1/10 the cost of transporting the water to the farmer. In 20 cities in California the average price 
of water in 1955 was $2. 04 per 1000 cu. feet, whereas in 400 cities scattered over the nation the 
price of water was $2. 75 for 1000 cu. feet. 

Does the Southwest need more water at the present time, or does it merely need to allo
cate its present supply more efficiently? If, in the future, more water is needed, the following 
should be carefully explored: 

Desalinization costs have been cut 3/4 in the past 10 years and will undoubtedly go down 
more in the future. They are already competitive with some of the higher-cost water of Southern 
California. 

Weather modification needs more study. 
Northern California rivers deposit better than 20 million acre feet of water in the sea 

each year (one-and-one-third the flow of the Colorado). The availability of this water should be 
studied further. 



TO: MEMBERS & COOPERATORS OF THE 
NORTH CASCADES CONSERVATION COUNCIL 
3215 North Eas t 103rd Street 
Seatt le, Washington 98125 

THIS IS IT AT LAST/ 
SENATE INTERIOR COMMITTEE HEARING 

S E A T T L E F E B R U A R Y 11 a n d 12 O L Y M P I C H O T E L 
F R I D A Y , F e b r u a r y 1 1 , 9 : 0 0 AM - 4 : 3 0 P M - - O L Y M P I C B O W L 

S A T U R D A Y , F e b r u a r y 1 2 , 9 : 0 0 AM - 4 : 3 0 P M - - W I L L I A M S B U R G R O O M 

W R I T T E N N O T I C E T H A T YOU W I S H T O T E S T I F Y M U S T BE 
R E C E I V E D BY S E N A T O R H E N R Y M, J A C K S O N , C O M M I T T E E 
C H A I R M A N , NEW S E N A T E O F F I C E B U I L D I N G , W A S H I N G T O N D. C. 

BY F E B R U A R Y 5 . 

S U B J E C T O F H E A R I N G IS T H E N O R T H C A S C A D E S S T U D Y R E P O R T 
A N D T H E O V E R L Y R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S T O R A I D T H E F O R E S T S O F 

O L Y M P I C N A T I O N A L P A R K , IN W A S H I N G T O N . 

YOUR APPEARANCE AT THE HEARING 
IS VITAL 

A very large number of personal appearances in favor of the proposed North Cas 
cades National P a r k may well r e su l t in vigorous Administration support of a park bill. 
If only a few appear , the Administrat ion may not show an interes t . 

THE BATTLE IS JUST BEGINNING, BUT THE OPENING GAMBIT 
CAN BE CRUCIAL. DON'T GAMBLE WITH ALL OUR PAST WORK 
OR WITH THE FUTURE. YOUR EFFORTS HELPED TO PRODUCE A 
STUDY OF THE NORTH CASCADES. YOUR TESTIMONY AT THE 
HEARING IS ESSENTIAL TO THIS STUDY'S BEING PUT INTO 
ACTION. WRITE TODAY AND PLAN TO BE AT THE HEARING. 

NORTH CASCADES STUDY TEAM REPORT 
FACTS AND COMMENTS 

Pat r ick D, Goldsworthy - Pres ident , North Cascades Conservation Council 
Rodger W. Pegues - Northwest Conservation Representat ive 

P O P U L A T I O N : 
1. I n 1 9 6 2 t h e r e w e r e -

1. 9 million people in the 11 counties in which the STUDY AREA is located 
2. 9 million people in Washington 

20. 0 million people in Washington, Oregon, and California 
21 . 6 million people in Washington, Oregon, California and Bri t ish Columbia 

2 . By t h e y e a r 2 0 0 0 t h e r e v e r y l i k e l y w i l l b e 
4. 6 million people in the 11 counties in which the STUDY AREA is located 
6. 2 million people in Washington 

51. 0 million people in Washington, Oregon, and California 
55. 0 million people in Washington, Oregon, California and Bri t ish Columbia 

The population of this a r ea engages as heavily, if not more heavily, in outdoor recrea t ion 
as any in the country. It i s likely that the recrea t ion population will grow at leas t half 
again a s fast as the general population. 

E M P L O Y M E N T : 

Timber , which is not the dominant industry, accounts for only 4, 2 percent of the work 
force in the 11 counties in which the STUDY AREA is located. Mining accounts for a 
m e r e 0 .1 percent . This compares with: 

Transporta t ion equipment — - - - - - - - - - 1 0 . 8% 
Wholesale & re ta i l t rade - - - - - - - - - - 1 8 . 1% 
Government - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 14.9% 

Service - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 0 . 4% 
Self-employed & domest ics - - - - - - - - - 12. 7% 
Agriculture - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 6.7% 
Transpor ta t ion, communication, & ut i l i t ies - - - 6, 1% 
Other manufacturing - - - - - - - - - - - - 4. 8% 

L A N D O W N E R S H I P : 

1. Over 99% of the land in the STUDY AREA is federally owned. 

2. The Study Team Proposes that pr ivate lands at Stehekin be acquired by the Pa rk 
Service. We favor retention by bona fide res idents under P a r k Service zoning and 
building regulation or Pa rk Service acquisition with payment of a fee to bona fide 
res iden ts , the proper ty to remain in substantially the same use and conditions as now 
exis ts , 

V I S I T O R F A C I L I T I E S : 

1. The Pa rk Service and Bureau of Outdoor Recreat ion Direc tor Crafts propose "ade 
quate access and use faci l i t ies" in the "northern pa r t " of the PARK. These to include 
t ramways and the like as well as t r a i l s . 

2. We oppose t ramways , helicopter se rv ice , and other forms of mass visi tor access 
except for facilities in the southern par t of the Ross Lake a rea , in the immediate 
vicinity of the North Cross-Sta te Highway, and on the per iphery of the PARK. 

3. We concur in the use of the North Cross-Sta te Highway, which will t r ave r se the 
PARK, for commerc ia l vehicles . 

4. We oppose the construction of a road running north to south the length of Ross Lake. 
The road would have a d i sas t rous effect on scenery and would des t roy wildland values. 
Boat acces s , along Lake Chelan, i s preferable4e. 

5. We favor the construction of cer ta in per iphera l scenic roads . 

NOTIFY SENATOR JACKSON NOW THAT YOU WISH TO APPEAR AT 
THE HEARING! 

D O N ' T D E L A Y . E V E N I F YOU A R E U N S U R E T H A T YOU CAN M A K E 
I T . YOU C A N C A N C E L , B U T N O T R E Q U E S T , AN A P P E A R A N C E 

A F T E R F E B R A R Y 5. 
If it is absolutely impossible for you to attend, send your le t ter of support to 

Senator Jackson or have a wire delivered to the committee on February 11 or 12 at the 
Olympic Hotel, requesting that this be made a pa r t of the hear ing record . 



EXPECTED ECONOMIC IMPACT OF PARK: 

It i s likely that the creat ion of the proposed PARK will genera te the following: 

1,300,000 - - v i s i to rs annually 
2,410,000 — visi tor days of use annually 

$20, 800, 000 - - spent annually by v i s i to rs 
$9,400,000 - - spent by developments 
$5, 400, 000 — paid annually in wages 

1,100 — persons employed annually 
400 — persons employed in development construction 

In addition the proposed scenic roads would add some 

500, 000 - - vis i tor days 
$8, 500, 000 - - spent by v is i tors 

$10, 000, 000 - - spent in construction 
500 — persons employed in construction 
460 — persons employed annually in vis i tor s e rv i ce s 

Some 35% of the v i s i to rs would be from out of the s ta te , i. e . , near ly half a million 
tour is t s . 

A V A I L A B L E C O M M E R C I A L T I M B E R : 

1. The package proposed by the Study Team, for the STUDY AREA, will nea r ly double 
the amount of commerc ia l t imber available for harvest ing in the North Cascades , 
from 1. 6 billion board feet to 3. 1 billion board feet. 

2. Some 355 million board feet, now available for harvest ing, will be withdrawn in the 
proposed PARK, but 1, 357 million will be re leased from the ALPINE LAKES LIMITED 
AREA, 1, 575 million from the COUGAR LAKE LIMITED AREA, and 96 million from 
the NORTH CASCADE PRIMITIVE AREA. A considerable amount, from a quar te r to 
a half, of the t imber recommended for r e lease from the COUGAR and ALPINE LAKES 
LIMITED AREAS could be p rese rved in wi lderness , as proposed by the North C a s 
cades Conservation Council, and the t imber ha rves t would sti l l be increased in the 
North Cascades by the res idual amount to be re leased . 

3. The MOUNT BAKER AREA, which we have proposed a s an addition to the PARK in 
accordance with the Pa rk Service recommendat ions, has an available total of 54 m i l 
lion board feet of commerc ia l t imber . I ts withdrawal would have no appreciable 
effect on the t imber available for harvest .If it is included in the Study Team pack
age, the r e su l t would st i l l be a substantial i nc r ea se in the amount of t imber available 
for harvest ing. 

4. The only adverse effects to the t imber industry would be loca l . . The smal l amount of 
commercia l t imber present ly classified as. available for harvest ing which will be 
withdrawn in the PARK will somewhat reduce the allowable cut in a r e a s immediately 
adjacent. Whether there will be an appreciable impact is unknown. It is obvious that 
economic activity generated by PARK visitation, construction, and operation will 
more than offset any dollar loss to these a r e a s . 

RECREATION NEEDS AND RESOURCES: 

1. More land and water a r ea in the North Cascades is se t aside for rec rea t ion now than 
there will be if the Study T e a m ' s proposals a r e adopted. We a r e not getting more 
a r ea protected; we a r e getting a higher form of protection. 

2. More land is actually needed for r ec rea t ion than the Study Team has proposed, e s 
pecial ly in the wes te rn and southern per iphery of the GLACIER PEAK WILDERNESS 
AREA, on the southern and eas te rn per iphery of the proposed PARK and around the 
COUGAR and ALPINE LAKES AREAS. 

3. Some 6. 6 million recrea t ion vis i ts were made to the North Cascades in 1962. In 
addition, some 15 million pe r sons drove through the a r ea , many of them for p leasure . 

4. Recreat ion vis i ts will inc rease at leas t th ree t imes by the year 2000 and show no 
indication of tapering off a t that point. Hence, in 35 y e a r s , we can expect about 20 
million recrea t ion v is i t s to the study a rea . 

5. In regard to the proposed PARK'S quali t ies, the Study Team r epo r t s , 

"There is no question a s to the physical qualifications of the a r ea for national park 
s ta tus . This is not at i s sue . The Eldorado Peaks a r ea , the Picket Range, Mt. 
Shuksan, the upper pa r t of Lake Chelan, the Stehekin River , and Thunder and 
Granite Creeks valleys a r e undisputed a s to thei r uniqueness and scenic grandeur" . 

D I R E C T D I S T R I B U T I O N O F I M P A C T O F P A R K : 

1. 82% of the PARK a r e a is in the Mt. Baker National Fo re s t (60% in Whatcom County 
and 22% in Skagit County). 

2. 18% of the PARK is in the Wenatchee National Fo re s t (all in Chelan County). 

3 . National Fo re s t logging stumpage receipts a r e distributed to counties for roads and 
schools in d i rec t proport ion to the percent of the forest a r e a in a county. Unless the 
Congress provides otherwise, creat ion of the proposed PARK would dec rea se the 
receipts to Whatcom, Skagit, and Chelan counties. We favor legislation to provide 
for the continuance of these rece ip ts a s i s being done in the case of Olympic National 
Park. 

ACTION YOU CAN TAKE 
1. Testify orally before the Senate Interior Committee on February 11 or 12th. 

2. Testify in writing and reques t that this be made a par t of the hearing record . 

3. Support the North Cascades Conservation Council 's stand: 

PLAN A = Our original proposals of 1960 for a North Cascades Wilderness Area 
PLAN A: Our original proposals of 1960 for a North Cascades Wilderness Area and 
1963 for a North Cascades National Parke onstitute the best proposal for p reserv ing 
the natural scenery of the North Cascades. 

PLAN B: In recognition of the spi r i t of reasonable compromise , demonstrated by 
Mr. Crafts and the National Pa rk Service and in an attempt to reach a solution 
We believe that the Study Team ' s proposal (PLAN "C") is an a l ternate worth support 
provided that the MT. BAKER AREA is added to the PARK and RECREATION AREA 
around GLACIER PEAK WILDERNESS is established (PLAN "B") . 
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Our Landlord's a Softy 
SCENE: A pearly-lit executive suite. The Landlord, seated on a throne
like chair, is listening to the annual year-end report of his Chief Collection 
Agent, Mr. Gabriel. 

MR. GABRIEL: And so, Sir, there's no question that you have a beautiful 
piece of property there, all right. Ah, the way the grass smells after a 
rain. The brilliance of a snowfield on a crisp morning. The softness of a 
desert in the moonlight. The way a sea fog creeps in. . . . 

THE LANDLORD (sighing): Yes, yes, Gabriel, I know. But let 's get down 
to facts and figures. What about depreciation this past year? 

MR. GABRIEL (shaking his head): Not so good, Sir. They've burned some 
more holes in Vietnam, smashed up the Congo, put a few nicks in Yemen 
and frayed the Arab-Israeli border rather badly. 

THE LANDLORD: Justwrite it off under "Normal WearandTear, " Gabriel. 

MR. GABRIEL (dubiously): Well, if you say so, Sir. But what about the 
a i r? 

THE LANDLORD: Well, what about the a i r ? 

MR. GABRIEL (consulting notes): They've poured another 16.2 million 
tons of exhaust fumes, industrial smoke and other garbage into the air, Sir. 
Really, i t ' s rapidly lowering the value of the entire property. (Grudgingly.) 
Of course, I will say they didn't make it as radioactive as they did the year 
before. 

THE LANDLORD (nodding): See? That's an encouraging note. 

MR, GABRIEL: But it 's a different story with the water supply. 

THE LANDLORD (sadly): I suppose it is. 

MR. GABRIEL: Yes, they've dumped 13.2 trillion more gallons of sewage, 
mud, industrial chemicals and other poisons into virtually every rivulet, 
creek and river. You cannot lie on your belly and drink from a cool, clear 
stream any more without chancing typhus, hepatitis, cholera. . . . 

THE LANDLORD (holding up his hand): Please, howwere crops? I assume 
they've been growing things. 

MR. GABRIEL: Yes. I was going to get to soil erosion next. During the 
past 12 months no less than 82. 5 billion tons of rich loam. . . . 

THE LANDLORD (hastily): But they have been improving the property, 
I'm sure. What about new construction? 

MR. GABRIEL: Yes. Let's see, they have built 112, 232 new public build
ings, all of which they claim will look very nice. Once the trees grow. 
They have also erected 27,342 new oil derricks on once-pleasant hillsides, 
paved-over 43 alpine meadows with freeways and . . . 
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THE LANDLORD (wincing): Not the alpine meadows! 

MR. GABRIEL (relentlessly): Yes, the alpine meadows. And, thanks to 
advances in rocketry, they reached new heights with their debris. While, 
at the same time, they have been busy drilling a deep hole into the earth. 
To see what's inside. 

THE LANDLORD: It 's more curiosity than vandalism. 

MR. GABRIEL: Sir, you must face facts. You have a beautiful piece of 
property and undesirable tenants. By any conceivable rule of property 
management, you have but one choice. (Raising a golden horn to his lips.) 
Shall I sound the eviction notice now ? 

THE LANDLORD (hesitating): No, let 's extend their short-term lease for 
just one more year, Gabriel. 

MR. GABRIEL: But you've been saying that for ages, Sir. 

THE LANDLORD (sighing deeply): I know, Gabriel. But I keep thinking 
that sooner or later they're going to stop acting as though they owned the 
place. 

Arthur Hoppe 

Reprinted from the San Francisco Chronicle, December 29, 1964. 

Ptarmigan Peak (TatooshButtesarea.NCPA) 
Charles Hessey 
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Anna Stevens in the North Cascades: 
Port I by Anna G. Stevens 

Editor's Introduction: 

In 1884 a 6-year-old girl came West with 
her family, settling in the Methow Valley, then 
in every sense a true frontier. In following 
years she grew up with the country, and along 
the way traveled back and forth across the North 
Cascades, seeing its rich forests and high mea
dows at a time when few people — and fewer 
women — had done so. 

Later she moved to California, where 
she continued an active life — a riding instruc
tor for over 35 years, riding in innumerable 
horse shows and three times in the Tournament 
of Roses parade. 

We made her acquaintance when she saw 
a copy of our book, The Wild Cascades: For
gotten Parkland, and from her home in La Jolla 
wrote us a much-appreciated letter. We r e s 
ponded with a request for some stories of the 
mountains and valleys as she knew them, and to 
our joy she agreed to share with us her memo
ries of the very, very good old days. 

Here we present her initial letter, which 
began our friendship, and the first installment 
of "Anna Stevens in the North Cascades. " Based 
on this, we have asked her for more, and also 
for certain specific details of places and dates. 
Regarding the latter, she can't promise too 
much, pointing out, "We came West . . . 81 
years ago, quite a long time to remember, and 
my life has been very full . . . " 

In following issues, as Mrs. Stevens' 
time allows, we will — with great pride and 
pleasure — offer further installments of her 
story. 

(Note: Mrs. Stevens has supplied a 
number of highly interesting photographs. Be
cause most of these have been re-made from 
old positive prints, rather than negatives, the 
detail may not always come through too clearly 
in our medium-fi printing process, but we think 
you'll find them fascinating — especially be
cause of the captions, which are hers.) 
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Mr. Harvey Manning 
c/o Sierra Club 
Mills Tower 
San Francisco, Calif. 

December, 1965 - January, 1966 

Colonial Hotel 
La Jolla, Calif. 
September 13, 1965 

Dear Mr. Manning: 

I can't tell you how very much pleasure your beautiful book, "The Wild Cascades", has given me. 
It is so very beautiful and it brings back so many happy memories to me. 

I, with my mother, lived in Chelan for several years. Our home was in Winthrop, Washington, 
but the climate did not agree with my mother the latter years of her life, so she and I went to 
Chelan. My step-father, Guy Waring, and my two brothers used to ride over the mountains to 
spend Sundays with us. We used to take our meals at the Campbell Hotel and I taught "round" 
dances in the dining room and Mrs. Campbell let me have the room twice a week and she played 
the piano for us. I, of course, did not charge anyone and we had such good times, in those days 
nobody danced anything but "square" dances and they were anxious to learn to waltz and "two 
step". 

In 1891 we, my step-father, Guy Waring, my mother and brother and myself went up the Methow 
River to the forks where we pitched our tent. My father named the place Winthrop after Gover
nor Winthrop of Mass. Also he named the mountains Gardner for his friend John L. Gardner, 
the Isabella Range for Mrs. Gardner. There were very few people in the valley at that time. 
There was nobody there (Winthrop). My father opened five stores (general) at Pater, Twisp, 
Winthrop, Robinson Creek and Slate Creek where there was much gold taken out. He was called 
the man at the forks and the father of the Methow. 

Owen Wister, a life-long friend and classmate at Harvard, visited us twice, the last time on his 
honeymoon of three months, and while they were there, Mr. and Mrs. Wister, my mother and I, 
with a guide and a cook, went across the Cascades to the head of Lake Chelan at Stehekin, where 
we took the largest steamer, we had ten horses, down to Chelan and back to Winthrop, by the 
State road, after two weeks of glorious scenery. I have been over the Cascades on four different 
passes, so you can imagine how very much pleasure your beautiful book has given me. 

Sincerely, 

Anna G. Stevens 
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When we lived over on the Okanogan, my father, Guy Waring, had heard of the Methow 
Valley. The Indians had said that none could live there as it was so cold, but my father was 
anxious to see the valley. We outfitted at Ellensburg, and then with two big fine grey mares and 
Indian ponies for my brother Bob and myself, we started off to see the Methow. We just kept 
going and when my mother asked where we were going, my father answered, "When we find a 
place for a home. " Finally after several days of traveling we came to the forks of the river with 
beautiful high mountains surrounding the spot and my father then said, "We are here. " We 
pitched our tent and founded a home. My father named the place Winthrop after Gov. Winthrop 
of Massachusetts. The big mountain Gardner, for his friend John L. Gardner of Boston, and the 
Isabella range for Mrs. Gardner. We were still living in the tent when the weather turned very 
cold. So cold that we had to keep our food on the little sheet iron stove to keep the food from 
freezing before we could eat it. After a while we had a house, then another and at last we had 
five all under one roof. One hundred feet in all, with our living quarters in the north end and the 
store in the south end. All the furniture was made by a man living in that area and it was lovely. 

One morning after Bob had made the fire in mother's room, she saw that the stove was 
red. The roof was on fire. The stove-pipe had telescoped and set the tar paper on fire. My 
father could not save the building for the snow and ice were so thick on the roof, so our place, 
home and store, were burned to the ground. We had 3 feet of snow and we were wrapped in blan
kets as we had no time to put on our outer garments. My father had put up a house — one room, 
16' x 20' — for my brother Harry who had come here from Wyoming where he had been for four 
years. Harry had not lived in the house and it was stocked with provisions to take a person for 
a winter, so we lived in the one-room house until Harry was able to get out for supplies. It was 
one of the very bad winters and the people in the valley were very kind — sending us blankets, 
etc. and we were all hungry, for we and all the people in the upper Methow depended on the store. 
Whenever anyone killed a deer or even a bear, they always brought some to us. 

After our fire we left the Methow and were gone for some time. I can't remember just 
how long, but then we moved back and my father built "Castle-Mio" — my castle, for my mother, 
and it was beautiful. All matched cedar logs. My mother asked Charlie Graff who was working 
on the house how it was getting along. He said, "he and the other men were tired of pulling and 
taking out splinters (chinks). " Another funny man was named Peariggin, who owned and lived on 
the side of Peariggins' Lake, a very beautiful place. My mother asked him (to hear him talk for 
his language was very peculiar) how to cook beans, his reply was, "Why Mrs. Waring you can't 
git them too did, for the dunner you git them, the better they be. " My mother edited a small so-
called paper and called it "The Methow Sittings", all local items of interest! 

We had a beautiful log building — "The Town Hall, " all round logs of course. In it we 
had all our dances and socials. The townfolk would get up on the stage and play any instruments 
they could, recite poems etc. My mother and Milton Storey, who generally sat together and I 
beside them.; called it a "Feast of reason and a flow of soul." We danced from 7 p .m. until 7 
a. m. with one hour at midnight to eat and res t our feet. We rarely sat down between times, but 
it was a lot of fun. 

After a while my mother could not stand the very severe winters, so she and I went over 
to Lake Chelan, a very beautiful body of water, and a quiet and lovely little town. We had a little 
cottage just between the two towns of Lake Chelan and Lakeside. A plank went out into the lake 
from which I took all the water in a pail. Trappers put in here before they left Winthrop. Owen 
Wister and his bride spent their honeymoon at this cottage. We called it "Honeymoon Cottage. " 
Also George Agassiz spent a few weeks with us. He was the grandson of the famous Louis 
Agassiz and his father was one of my father's professors at Harvard. There were also several 
well known eastern friends of my father's who came to visit. They came west to hunt big game 
— mountain goats and sheep (Big Horns). Owen Wister once killed a ewe goat who had a baby 
(kid). He said had he known it, he would not have killed the ewe and said it was one of the hard-
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est things he ever had to do, when he had to kill the baby which never could have lived without 
its mother. 

One of the interesting events was one of the forks (the north) of the river was eating away 
a beautiful little flat where my brother Harry 's cabin was. So my father changed the channel of 
the river so the little flat was intact. Another interesting event was a very old hornless bull 
would run to the small bridge across the slough. The bull would allow none to cross . The bull 
finally had to be killed. 

When my father got the horses or ponies for my brother Harry and myself, the one thing 
he required was speed, for altho the Indians were peaceful when sober, they were very dangerous 
when drinking. When we were riding down the valley, we suddenly would hear shouting and yel
ling. We would rush back to our little settlement. The Indians were afraid to come too close to 
the settlement. We loved it. 

When Owen Wister and his bride, Molly, went across the Cascades over the Chelan Pass, 
we had a guide, George S. Thompson, and a good camp cook, four pack horses (we had 10 hor
ses). The trip was so beautiful, and the Wisters enjoyed every minute of it. Mr. Wister insis
ted upon making their own bed of tiny branches of evergreen trees with tarpaulin over. The beds 
were wonderful, soft and so fragrant. We had two tents, one for the Wisters and one for my 
mother and me. Many times we never put our tent up. We loved looking at the s tars . We were 
ten days on the trip and returned by the way of a state road. Chelan is a beautiful little town, 
perhaps a large town now. It had a hospital and several churches. The Episcopal church was a 
beautiful log building and the religious pictures were framed by bark cut from trees around the 
lake, making a beautiful effect. It was good to have a doctor and hospital near, for at Winthrop 
we had to ride over to Chelan and take the doctor back. Two days if the doctor was sober, more 
if he had to be sobered up. 

At the really nice Campbell Hotel with wonderful cooking — I gave dancing lessons (round) 
for the young people or anyone who was interested. Mrs. Campbell let me use the large dining 
room and she played the piano for us. It was great fun and the class got larger and larger. Then 
in 1905 my mother and I left for Seattle where I was married. My mother lived with us until she 
died 11 months later. While I was in the far west, I crossed the Wild Cascades four times. Over 
the Chelan Pass, thru War Creek and Twisp. I remember when my husband and I left from 
Seattle to go to Winthrop. We sent our packs to Rock Port and Marble Mt. as we had to make 60 
miles a day for three days and we could not get feed for our horses and food for ourselves until 
we struck the trail. One day we had to walk all day for the rocks and steepness of the trail were 
too hard on the horses. We crossed a snow bridge made from an avalanche at least 50 feet deep. 
We crossed a sort of hanging bridge over a deep ravine and white water at the bottom. The 
bridge swayed, it had no railing and we were not certain a horse had ever been across the bridge. 
The prospectors carried their packs on their back, for no horses and mules or donkeys were 
used. I went over the bridge first, as I weighed less than my husband, and my horse was smal
ler. Well, we managed it, but it looked pretty shaky. Then we had to cross over three log 
bridges — just a fallen log over a deep but narrow ravine. I crawled over the first log on my 
hands and knees, but rode over the last two. I had a very sensible and sure-footed little horse. 
We were quite hungry before we reached Winthrop, but out of Slate Creek we met some hunters 
who had everything and they fed us well. We finally reached Winthrop and after a very few days 
visit, we started home to Seattle. My two brothers, Harry and Bob, went with us. Harry had 
two little mules, one he rode, the other he packed. The shoes were worn off the little pack mule, 
so we wrapped her feet in gunny sacks and she managed very well. We were gone 13 days in all. 
My husband had to get back to his business. On our return trip we got into a fearful storm. Ice, 
snow and hail. We all were almost frozen when we finally got to a settlement and the lady of the 
house, seeing how forlorn I was, had me come in the house and wrapped me in blankets and fed 
me hot soup. She took coffee to the men and let them stay in the barn, first making them prom
ise not to make a light of any kind. That was all pretty awful, but most of the trip was really 
lovely. 
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Two Splendid Packets of Information 

From the Washington State Department of Conservation 
(Division of Mines and Geology) 

Reviewed and Recommended by I. B. 

Origins of Cascade Landscapes, J. Hoover Mackin and Allen S. Cary. 36 pages, 12 drawings. 
Department of Conservation, 335 General Administration Building, Olympia, Washington. $. 50. 

Those fortunate enough to have studied geomorphology under Professor Mackin can never 
forget his sharp eye and piercing questions and tight lines of reason — nor his imp-like sense of 
fun. Those not so fortunate can get something of the experience through this booklet, prepared 
by him while at the University of Washington. He's since gone to Texas, partly because the 
rocks there aren't covered up with t rees; recently he was elected to the National Academy of 
Science — for what he did while in Washington. Among other accomplishments here, Dr. Mackin 
showed that the terminal moraines in the vicinity of North Bend were not deposited by valley 
glaciers coming down from the Cascades, as previously thought, but by the Puget Glacier push
ing up into the Cascades. 

The treatment is not deep, being aimed at the beginner who knows nothing about the Cas
cades and little or nothing about earth processes. The touch is light (one can hear the man lec
turing, and that was always a treat), but the stuff is solid. Why the Columbia Gorge? Where
fore the coal forests? How did modern drainage lines originate? What about all that basalt? 
And the uplift of the Cascades? And the ice sculpturing? And the volcanoes? Briefly and deftly 
— and always vividly (as if talking to a small group of students) — the broad outlines of the story 
are told in text by Mackin and in drawings by Mr. Cary. 

Travelers who know something about Cascades geology but want an overlook will enjoy 
this brief summary. However, it is even more valuable for newcomers to the area — including 
children. (Note to parents: take the booklet along to read to your kids around a campfire or 
during a rainy morning under the tarp. (Note to teachers of grade school and high school classes 
in natural history: if you can't fascinate your students with the material here, you're in the 
wrong business.) 

Send 50(1 directly to Olympia, at the address given above. 

Directory of Washington Mining Operations 1964. Wayne S. Moen and Gerald W. Thorsen. Same 
address as above. No price listed, but maybe there is one. Ask. 

One of the most frustrating possible experiences for a student of the land is to seek solid 
facts about mining in the Cascades. The Forest Service says it doesn't maintain records on 
extant mining claims — which is very hard to believe, and if true is a dereliction of duty. (The 
Service should have afulltime staff of investigators and attorneys challenging suspicious claims, 
including those purporting to contain diamonds.) The Bureau of Land Management has informed 
this reviewer mat if he wants to know about mining he must visit all the county courthouses and 
risk going blind reading the fine print of the archives. Thanks a lot. 

Asking the miners is equally frustrating. You get one story if you look like a possible 
pigeon — and no story at all if you look like a birdwatcher hostile to the Mining Act of 1872. 
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This report raises more questions than it answers. No attempt is made to cover non-
producing properties, so we learn nothing about the number or location of claims, patented and 
un-patented, outstanding on federal land. Information seems to be fairly complete from entre
preneurs in lowland sand, gravel, and r ip-rap, but whenever mountain mines are involved the 
promoters generally either keep their mouths shut or divulge such "facts" as they want the stock-
buying public to hear. 

Still and all, we must thank the Division of Mines and Geology-Tor the considerable effort 
represented here. —Especially because the published data provide minimal support for Super
visor Marshall T. Huntting's familiar assertion that the North Cascades are a potential t reasure-
house of mineral riches and therefore must not be "locked up" in a park. (Maybe he just be
lieves. Nothing wrong with that — everybody has to believe in something.) 

The report lists Washington's "Active Metallic Properties, " giving for each the name of 
the firm, the location, what they're after, and what they're doing. Following are those on or 
near lands which currently concern the N3C: 

Bear Creek Mining Company — Goldmeyer Hot Springs area — copper — "Cur
rent development on Clipper group claims. Exploration elsewhere in Northern Cascades. ", 
(We know what that means — Bear Creek is Kennicott's exploratory subsidiary, and for 
years has been molesting Miner's Ridge and gosh knows what else.) 

Cascade Development Company — La Bonn Gap — copper, gold, silver — "Cur
rent exploration at Dutch Miller property." (The last time I was up that way, several 
years ago, a Canadian boiler-room operation complete with helicopters and pack trains 
and dynamite and salesmen with no pupils in their eyes was peddling stock; before that 
both Bear Creek and Anaconda looked the country over and chuckled.) 

Kromona Consolidated Mines — Sultan — copper, silver, gold, molybdenum — 
"120-ton mill. Limited production from Kromona mine. " 

Polar Bear Mines — southeast of Darrington — lead, zinc, copper, silver, gold 
— "Current exploration. " 

Valuemines — lead, zinc, copper, silver at the Davenport claim in Horseshoe 
Basin — a diamond claim (!!!) in Cascade Pass area. "Current exploration." (If you 
hurry stock may still be available from the President, who lives in Puyallup. Several 
years ago I encountered fieldmen of this corporation in the field, and could tell tales that 
would rock the sky with laughter. —But so could any inhabitant of Stehekin or Chelan, 
so why should I get sued ?) 

Mount Index Minerals — east of Index — copper, silver — "Current exploration 
on old Index Bornite property. " 

Anna May Claim — Liberty area — gold — "Current exploration. " 

Blewett Mining Company — Blewett area — gold — "24-ton gravity mill. Cur
rent development at Elinor Tunnel and Pole Pick claim. " 

Caldo Mining Company — Nigger Creek — gold — "Current exploration on old 
Lucky Strike claim (renamed Caldo claim). " 
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Gold Placers Inc. — Liberty — gold — "Current production from placer claims 
at Liberty. " (This is the firm whose Capacity for landscape wreckage was recently de
nounced by an editorial in the Seattle Times. So what happened? Last we heard the 
dredges are still eating up the valley bottom and vomiting out gravel wastelands.) 

Nelson Hill Property — Liberty area — gold — "Current exploration. " 

Phelps Dodge Corp. — Kachess and Gold Creek area — copper — "Current ex
ploration. " (Frightening, because this is no pipsqueak, swindler, or absolute nut, but 
one of the big guns of American mining, with a record of destruction ranking near the 
top."] 

L-D Mines ~ Squillchuck area — gold, silver — "300-ton flotation mill. Current 
production at Gold King mine. " 

So much for "metallic properties. " Few of the "non-metallics" menace the wild country, 
though there are four or five "travertine producers" and "olivine quarr iers" planning ultimately 
to reduce the Twin Sisters to sealevel, and a "pumice producer" near Spirit Lake and another 
near Firs t Creek in Chelan County. Also there is "current production of mineral water" at 
Garland Mineral Springs, under the direction of the Reverend Cameron A. Sharpe, whose bles
sing we hereby humbly request. 

Interesting is the fact that in this report "Metallic Mining Operations" cover 5 1/2 pages; 
"Non-Metallic Mining Operations" 22 pages; and "sand and Gravel Operations" fill 24 compact 
pages. —This is , of course, an unfair comparison, since the relative values of the products 
are not taken into account. Golly knows that Washington's sand, gravel, and rip-rap cannot be 
compared in value with that of its gold, silver, lead, copper and other metals. And let us not 
forget the diamonds. 

—OK, Marsh, i t ' s your turn at bat. 

(Students of Washington mining will please request copies of this report directly from the 
publisher, and will send comments, if any, direct to I. B . , care of this publication.) 

Booker and Buckner from Goode Ridge 
Charles Hessey 
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North of the North Cascades 
A book note by I. B. 

A Climber's Guide to the Coastal Ranges of British Columbia 
(International Border to Nass River) 

By Dick Culbert. 312 pages, 12 photos, 28 drawings, 8 maps in accompanying pocket. Alpine 
Club of Canada, 1965. $4. 50. 

A formal review of this book had best be left to climbing journals and to climbers with a 
more intimate knowledge of the peaks. Enough to say that the format and contents carry on the 
grand tradition of guides to Canadian and American ranges published by the American Alpine 
Club and the Sierra Club. 

The reason for mention here, in a conservation context, is to do some finger-pointing. 
Until proven wrong, this reviewer will continue to believe that the British Columbia Coast Range 
has — at present — the world-climax combination of wilderness forest, brush, torrents, gla
ciers , cliffs, and foul weather. Like the North Cascades, but about a third higher and three 
times more difficult and ten times more extensive and twenty times wilder. (Not as friendly, 
for sure, but you can't have everything, except in a ski resort . ) The usual characterization is : 
all the climbing challenges and nearly the altitude of the Alps, plus the fjords of Norway, plus 
wilderness. That's a lot of plusses. 

Also until proven wrong, this reviewer will continue to believe that the fjord-loggers and 
dam-builders and the other exploiters have things their own way in the Coast Range as they 
haven't had in the United States since 1890, and that the continuing wreckage is more than a 
Canadian scandal, i t ' s a North American — and a world — scandal. To the best of present 
knowledge, not a single wilderness fjord — not one — is being saved in its primeval condition. 
—And there aren' t any others like them, not in the entire world. 

Yes, there are conservationists in British Columbia, a small, devoted group. But just 
as the conservationists of Washington State need help from California and the East to protect the 
North Cascades, so do the Canadians need help from the States to protect the Coast Range. The 
problem is , how — without stirring up the anti-American nationalists — can those of us south of 
the border (which is simply a line on a map) join the battle ? Can we point out that much of the 
ruthless exploitation is being done by American firms, for the benefit of American stockholders? 

A difficult matter, and no solution is proposed here. But as a start, why doesn't the 
Sierra Club do an Exhibit Format book on the Coast Range ? British Columbia has the photo
graphers and writers to do the job, given a bit of financial and editorial help. 

Sometime in the next decade or so the Coast Range is sure to become the scene of a fam
ous conservation struggle. Why not start now, while the opportunity is still tremendous? 

This book, aside from its value to climbers, is a basic conservation document, even 
though its authors do not explicitly express appreciation of the values of wilderness mountain
eering. Implicitly they do so, repeatedly. 
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Buy a copy and read it. Maybe even go north and see the mountains. The book is stocked 
by most mountain shops, or order directly from: 

W. C. Ledingham 
Alpine Club of Canada 
2974 West 28th Avenue 
Vancouver 8, British Columbia 

FOOTNOTE ON AIRPLANES 

One thing about the book disturbs me, and that is the lengthy introductory section on "Air 
Transport. " We can't really object to the widespread use of airplanes for climbing in the Coast 
Range, not under present conditions of few roads and virtually no trai ls . To be sure, the t r a 
velers would enjoy their peaks more if they had time to experience the full wilderness approach, 
as did Don Munday and his companions and fellow explorers during the 1920s and 30s and 40s. 
But without airplane landings on remote lakes, and a i rd rops on glaciers, few climbers could 
get anywhere near the peaks in the course of an ordinary vacation. 

It 's the future projection that gets worrisome. If air transport becomes a thoroughly 
established means of travel, will there ever be a chance — in the generations ahead, when 
needed — to have true wilderness in the Coast Range ? Already there is quite a thriving little 
industry built upon dropping climbers, fishermen, and hunters right smack in the middle of un-
tracked nowheresville. Certainly airplanes don't harm the forests the way bulldozers and chain-
saws do, but certainly a meadow is not truly wild if i t ' s only a several-hour flight and an after
noon's walk from Vancouver International Airport. 

Because of the dimensions of their wilderness, Canadians (and Americans traveling Ca
nadian hills) are leading the way in use of air machines. Perhaps Canada can, at present, afford 
aerial violation of wild lands, but the States can't, and we must become concerned lest the Cana
dian example be followed down here. In the 1965 Canadian Alpine Journal is an article, "The 
Stormy Monashees, " describing how a climbing party which had originally planned to spend 3-5 
days hiking to a base camp decided, because of weather delays, to use a helicopter, and thus 
reached their camp in minutes. In the same issue is another article, "To Clemenceau by Heli
copter, " where the author says, "By using helicopter transportation . . . it was possible to visit 
the Clemenceau region . . . in relative luxury without back-packing. " 

Ah, Muir! Ah, Icarus! Ah, wilderness! 
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She §eattte Simes * Second * 
Front Page 

PAGE A SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 1965, 

Panel Suggests Tax 
To Abate Pollution 
By RAYMOND J . CROWLEY 

Associated Press 
WASHINGTON, Nov. 6. — 

A revolutionary new pollu
tion tax — designed to curb 
the poisoning of the nation's 
air, water and soil — was 
suggested today by a panel 

of President Johnson's sci
ence advisory committee. 

The tax might apply to fac
tories that emit smoke, sew
erage systems corrupting 
streams, automobiles giving 
off potential smog, careless 
users of pesticides — even 
the obnoxious fellow playing 
a transistor radio on a bus. 

THE SCIENTISTS adopted 
a sweeping definition of pol
lution: Man's alteration of 
his surroundings, physical or 
a e s t h e t i c in unfavorable 
ways. 

"Today, we are certain 
that pollution adversely af
fects the quality of our 

lives," the panel said. "In 
the future it may affect 
their duration." 

Therefore, "we recommend 
that careful study be given to 
tax-like systems in which all 
polluters would be subject 
to 'effluent charges' in pro
portion to their contribution 
to pollution." 

Thus, the panel said, eco
nomic pressure would be ap
plied to abate pollution. 

It suggested that eventual
ly the internal - combustion 
engine may have to bow off 
the transportation stage. Mo
tor vehicles, it said, are dis
charging such amounts of 
gases into the air that sub
stitute power systems may 
have to be found, such as re-
charageable batteries or 
chemical fuel cells. 

UNLESS STEPS are taken, 
the panel said, the weather 
may be altered by gases 

produced "by the combus
tion of coal, oil and 'gas' in 
our homes, vehicles and fac
tories." 

The report lumped many 
objectionable things under 
the conception of pollution: 

"The unpleasant odor of a 
rendering plant, the noise of 
a jet plane or of the other fel
low's transistor radio, disor
derly jumbles of auto hulks, 
unsightly trash in a dump, 
all are irritating and offen
sive. All will require increas
ing attention." 

The 15-man panel, which 
includes biochemists and 
public health experts, 
is headed by John W. Tukey, 
professor of mathematics at 
Princeton University. Presi
dent Johnson s a i d he was 
pleased with the report's 
thoroughness, and that the 
administration would move 
rapidly "Along the way to a 
cleaner world." 

EDITOR'S COMMENT: 

This panel has incidentally put its finger on the trail-scooter problem, and given it the 
correct name — "pollution. " 

If the internal-combustion engine is to bow off the transportation stage, there is no better 
place to begin than along the travel routes that were built for foot travel and until recently were 
the last refuge of foot-travelers — the trails of America. 

Scooters pollute trai ls: The smell pollutes. The noise pollutes. The physical presence 
of machinery pollutes. And not least, the symbolical intrusion of what we go to trail country to 
escape, this too pollutes. 
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720,000 Acre North 
Cascades National 
Park Recommended 

Puget Sound Mail 
La Conner. Wash. 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF3-2DEQSI0N 
AFTER 2i/2YEAR STUDY IS MADE 
IN SEAHLE TfflSTHURSDAY A.M. 

* FLASH—Interior Secretary Ud-
alland Agriculture Secretary Free
man this Thursday morning in Seattle 
announced that the North Cascades 
Study Team had recommended that a 
720,000 acre National Park be estab
lished in the North Cascades area, 
largely for recreation use, The area 
would reach from below Lake Chelan, 
north to the Canadian border. 

The study had lasted for 2% years. 
The controversial addition of a new 
National Park as recommended repre
sented a 3-2 decision on the part of 
the study team, the PSM has been told. 
An interesting debate in Congress is 

expected when the proposal comes 
before i t 

It was noted that todays an
nouncement also indicated that the 
study team had recommended release 
for controlled harvesting of enough 
timber to make available three billion, 
100million board feet. ThePSMhad 
been concerned over the future of 
forestry funds now going to county 
roads and schools - land had urged a 
wide Comity attendance at the Press 
conference today. The PSM was 
supposed to have a representative at 
the press conference today — but as 
wego to press,nodetailed report has 
been received. 
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National Parks Now Gladly Taken 
Portland Oregonian - 2/22/65 - B Y A. ROBERT SMITH 

Washington Cot respondent. The Oregoman 

WASHINGTON - When the 
late Douglas McKay occupied 
the big front office at the 
Department of the Interior, he 
was asked one day by this 
correspondent whether he 
thought the country needed to 
establish more national parks. 
McKay said, no, he thought 
the national park system was 
extensive and adequate and 
there was no need to expand 
it. 

McKay got blamed for many 
policies during his hectic four 
years in the Eisenhower Cabi
net; but parks was an area in 
which he was praised. No one 
blamed him for lack of vision 
or insufficient zeal in failing to 
call for more parks. 

The point here is that this 
illustrates how radically times 
have changed in little more 
more than a decade. Today 
there is a great rush at the 
national and state levels 
throughout the country to 
provide more parks. Republi
cans as well as Democrats 
have got on the park bandwag
on. It's a bi-partisan, or non
partisan, cause. 

In McKay's period, the con
servationists thought they 
were doing well to inspire im
provements in existing parks. 
The government in 1956 
launched a 10-year program 
called "Mission 66" to reha

bilitate ana enlarge visitor 
facilities at all the existing 
national parks, mainly be
cause so much had been neg
lected during the war pe
riods. 

These same parks are deem
ed insufficient today because 
of the unexpected leisure, or 
outdoor recreation, boom that 
has hit America. 

The idea of creating a new 
national park used to evoke 
loud cries of anguish Irom 
established commercial inter
ests who viewed with alarm 
the growing acreage of federal 
lands. Today the President 
proposes and Congress dis
poses of park bills so rapidly 
it is hard to keep track. 

Last week one afternoon, for 
example, the Senate passed 
without a whisper of dissent a 
bill authorizing the Nez Perce 
National Historical Park in the 
Idaho panhandle. It was co-
sponsored by the liberal Dem
ocratic Sen. Frank Church 
and the equally conservative 
Republican Sen. Len Jordan. 

This is a relatively painless 
bill to attract support. Instead 
of carving out a great chunk of 
land in a single block, it in
volves creating little islands of 
historic interest to commemo
rate the great Nez Perce Indi
an wars with the Army in 1877, 
and the Lewis and Clark expe
dition through there in 1805. 

In all, 22 sites have been 

selected. They are scattered 
across an area 60 miles north 
and south and 110 miles east 
and west. The National Park 
Service will purchase some 
1500 acres to preserve three of 
these sites; the other 19 areas 
are expected to remain in con
trol of the U.S. Forest Service, 
the State of Idaho, the Nez 
Perce tribe or even private 
owners. 

This diversified approach 
will reduce the federal cost. 
The bill authorizes $630,000 for 
land acquisition. Development 
of the park will cost another 
$1,287,000. Although Idaho is 
one of the west's most con
servative states, it obviously 
doesn't mind being the recipi
ent of this investment that will 
enhance its tourist trade. 

In short, states are now 
competing for more parks to 
improve their tourist image. 
Oregon, however, has not been 
in the running because for 
over five years it has been 
divided on whether to approve 
or disapprove of the proposed 
Oregon Dunes National Sea
shore park. 

Members of Congress from 
the other states are wasting no 
tears on Oregon in this matter. 
They are too busy getting new 
parks for their own states. 
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