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T H E PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE OCTOBER 1992 

The June, 1992 issue of The Wild Cascades sounded the alarm about political interference by 
Senator Gorton in National Park Service (NPS) management of Lake Chelan National Recreation 
Areea (LCNRA). As you recall, the senator requested legislation attached to the Senate 
appropriations bill that would block land acquisition in LCNRA and force consideration of selling 
land back to previous owners. Many of you put aside the snow seal, hiking guides, and USGS 
quads and wrote to protest this action. I am happy to report that a compromise has been struck with 
your help and the help of Dale Crane (NW Representative, National Parks and Conservation 
Association), Senator Adams, and Congressmen McDermott and Morrison and probably others 
whose role we do not know. (See "Senator Gorton — Compromise", pg. 6, this issue.) 

Having achieved a compromise, it was time to head for the hills. Grant and Jim McConnell 
provided the stimulus with their invitation to visit them in Stehekin. I had the opportunity to meet 
the new Fast Lady (of the Lake ) — a vessel that cuts in half the travel time taken by the Fat Lady 
and its predecessor, the Old Lady. For those of you who have not seen her, the stainless steel hull 
and superstructure give her the look of a medieval Madonna in armor. Fortunately, her wake and 
noise have not been as disastrous as I feared. My vantage point was, of course, the Fat Lady, who 
makes her way to Stehekin more graciously and ponderously (costs less, too). I was delighted to 
watch and hear two USFS interpretation specialists help new and old visitors learn about the 
scenery and history passing before their eyes. 

The big shock of the trip came as we drove up toward the McConnells. Rounding a bend in the 
road, the forest suddenly disappeared in a clearcut that opened a view down to a giant bulkhead and 
backfill thrust out in the Stehekin River. Such massive intrusion into the river has not been seen 
since the Campbell Resort riprap in the mid-1980s. The next problem to occupy NCCC time and 
resources had just presented itself. Mike Sherer, author of the clearcut and bulkhead, has 
announced plans for a major development on his property. (See Wenatchee World clipping, pg. 3.) 
NCCC has responded as an organization (more in the next Wild Cascades). Others who have 
concerns about the project are encouraged to do so individually.. 

Now more than ever. . . we need your help. We have too many big and important issues 
on our agenda to be able to accomplish everything by voluntary labor of our board and 
members. 
Things are really heating up in the North Cascades. The years 1992-1993 are going to be 
benchmark years. NCCC is rapidly gathering its forces. Many of our member have been with us 
through the fight for the National Park and NRAs. Now more than ever (where have you heard 
this one recently?) we need your help. We are also sending this issue of The Wild Cascades to 
the Stehekin Emergency Committee membership to alert them to the continuing emergency in 
Stehekin and to invite them to join. 

. . We need a staff person. We need your financial support . . 
We have too many big and important issues on our agenda to be able to accomplish everything by 
voluntary labor of our Board and members. This does not mean volunteers are not needed. It 
means that we must have a staff person to help coordinate our volunteer efforts to get the 
most out of us. This costs money. For the first time in my term as NCCC president and only 
the third time in the history of NCCC (the first was the Park fight, the second, High Ross) we must 
launch a fund-raising drive to cope with a host of urgent issues, to set the proper direction for the 
next 20 years. Please turn right now to the center section and read the NCCC appeal. Please help 
with funds, time, and talent. 

Whitebark pine killed by lightning, silvered by time—Harvey Manning photo 
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WELCOME TO THE NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL PARK COMPLEX, 
SUPERINTENDENT PALECK 

William F. Paleck is the new superintendent of the North Cascades National Park Complex. In his 
July 15 announcement, Charles Odegaard, Pacific Northwest Regional Director of the National 
Park Service, said: "During a 25-year career with the National Park Service, Bill Paleck has 
distinguished himself as a stout protector of park resources and he has developed cordial, 
constructive relationships with park neighbors." 

Paleck grew up in Tucson, graduating with honors from the University of Arizona in 1970. 
During college summers he worked as a seasonal road patrolman, backcountry ranger, fire-fighter, 
and tree-sawyer. His first permanent job with the Park Service, in 1971, was as forestry technician 
at Sequoia-Kings Canyon National Park. From 1975 to 1977 he was posted to Hyde Park, New 
York, and Vanderbilt Mansion National Historic Sites. In 1977 he returned to Arizona as chief of 
interpretation and resources management at Wupatki and Sunset Crater National Historic Sites. He 
served in the Alaska Regional Office from May, 1979 to 1981, when he was appointed the first 
chief ranger of the new Wrangell-St. Elias National Park and Preserve, a post be held until 1986. 
He then transferred to the 11 parks known as the Southern Arizona Group, being promoted to 
superintendent before moving to the superintendency of Saguaro National Monument in 1987. 

Upon arrival in the North Cascades, Paleck hiked over Cascade Pass and down to Stehekin to meet 
Park Service staff and valley residents. Together with his wife, Marcie, and sons Brian, 13, and 
Tyler, 10, he is settling into his new home and new park. 

The North Cascades Conservation Council looks forward to working closely with Superintendent 
Paleck and wishes him a long and happy stay. 

Sherer Builds Bulkhead into Stehekin River 

NOTICE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT 
Mike Sharer, who I* the owner of the 
below described properly he* filed 
an application tor e SUBSTANTIAL 
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (CUP 
1989) tor construction of a Bible 
camp to consist of two bunk rooms 
designed to serve 30 people, s 
lodge structure to serve an addi
tional 30 people and 9 cabins to 
serve 6 persons each, located 2.5 
miles north of Stehekin Landing east 
of and adjacent to Stehekin River In 
Section 26, Township 33 North, 
Range 17 E.W.M., in Chelan County, 
Washington. Said construction Is 
proposed within 200 feet of the 
Stehekin River and/or Its associated 
wetlands. 

Any person desiring to express a 
view or be notified of the action 
taken on this application should no
tify Edward C. Loldhamar, Director, 
Chelan County Planning Depart
ment, 411 Washington Sheet, Wen-
atchee, WA 98801, In writing of their 
Interest within thirty (30) days of the 
last notice given pursuant to WAC 
173-14-070. The final date of publi
cation, posting, or mailing of notice 
Is September 11, 1992. Written 
comments must be received by 
October 11.1992. 

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN THAT on 
August 31,1992, the Chelan County 
Planning Department did Issue a 
Determination of Nonslgnfflcance 
following an evaluation of the pos
sible environmental Impact of the 
above described proposal. An envi
ronmental impact statement Is not 
required prior to consideration of 
the proposal at a public hearing. 
This determination and notice 
thereof Is given In accordance wfth 
WAC 197-11 and RCW 4321C. 
Comments on this determination 
should be addressed to: Edward C. 
Loldhamer, Director, Chelan County 
Planning Department, 411 Washing
ton St, Wenatchee, WA 98801. 
Comments must be received by 
October 12,1992. 

The Wenatchee World, Friday, September 4, 1992 

Bulkhead built 20' out into river, 100" long — fill 
behind. Work nearly complete under Single Family 
Residence exemption issued in Oct. 1991 by 
Chelan Co. Residence is more than 200' from river 
and there is an intervening federal road. A 
TRAVESTY of the Shoreline Management Act. (See 
President's Message, this issue) 
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Hugh Dougher — New Wilderness District Ranger 

NCCC would like to welcome to the North Cascades Hugh Dougher, who assumed the position 
of Wilderness District Ranger of the Complex in June, 1992. Hugh is 39, and he and his wife, Melissa, 
were both born and raised in northeastern Pennsylvania. They have two children: Hugh IV, 11, and 
Patrick, 8. Hugh has a BA in biology from East Stroudsburg University (Pennsylvania), with graduate 
work in aquatic ecology and parks and recreation. He is currently enrolled in Colorado State 
University's Wilderness Management program. 

Hugh began his park ranger career in 1976 as a seasonal in the Delaware Water Gap National 
Recreation Area. In 1979 he left graduate school to pursue a full-time ranger career by accepting an 
interpretive ranger position with the Corps of Engineers in Illinois, returning to Delaware Water Gap 
in 1981. In 1983 he transferred to the Wawona District of Yosemite National Park and after two years 
moved to the Valley District. In 1988 he transferred to Voyageurs National Park, International Falls, 
Minnesota, as District Ranger. Three years later (and after what felt to him like eight winters), in 
October, 1991, he moved to Petrified Forest National Park. He was there just long enough to thaw out 
before accepting the position at North Cascades. 

Hugh says his personal interests include mountaineering, refinishing furniture, search and 
rescue management, and book collecting. He's mostly interested in books about rangers, but he also 
collects books on the cavalry and National Park Service history. He expects his major preoccupation 
for the next several years will be the North Cascades Wilderness District. 

After only three months on the job, Hugh is convinced he has one of the premier positions in the 
National Park Service, but he realizes he has quite a personal challenge ahead. He needs to become 
intimately acquainted with a very big chunk of country. He must become fully knowledgeable in the 
district's permit, reservation, impact monitoring, greenhouse, and revegetation programs. And he needs 
to meet and work closely with a broad range of individuals and organizations. 

Those of us in NCCC who actively use the wilderness resources under Hugh Dougher's 
jurisdiction as well as those of us who visit North Cascades wilderness only in our memories, wish 
Hugh Dougher all the best in his endeavors. After all, wilderness is (or should be) really what the 
National Park Service is all about! 

NCCC PART OF ENDANGERED GRIZZLY BEAR RECOVERY 
PLANNING EFFORT 

NCCC has been invited by the State Department of Wildlife (Interagency Grizzly Bear Study 
Team) a joint advisory group to assist in efforts to plan for protection and recovery of grizzly 
bears in the Cascades. The group includes horseback, skiing, forest products and other 
interests. The purpose of the group is to assist the agencies in considering the full range of 
public concerns about the grizzly protection and recovery program. This effort is a precursor to 
the formal public participation processes. Here is a chance to obtain information and to design 
studies on what promises to be a controversial topic. 

The Interagency Team has determined on the basis of sighting and other evidence that a small 
population of grizzly bears has persisted in the Cascades since their virtual extirpation by early 
trappers and settlers. This comes as a surprise to most people who assume that none exist in 
the area. (Last grizzly reported shot was in 1967.) (See page 30, this issue, Grizzly Bear Fact 
Sheet.) 
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NCCC Appeals 
Road Permit 

When Chelan County began to take 
large rocks from the large rockslide near 
Harlequin Bridge to dump as riprap into 
the Stehekin river, the NPS was forced 
to act. 

LATE BREAK: On September 21, 1992 
NCCC filed an appeal of Chelan County 
issuance of a Shoreline Management Act 
permit to itself for repair of the Stehekin 
River Road at about McGregor 
Meadows. This action damages the river 
and is unnecessary since the NPS is 

Jilanning to reroute the road away from 
he river. 

NPS SUES CHELAN 
COUNTY 
STEHEWN ROAD UPDATE 
On August 31, 1992 the U.S. Solicitor in 
Spokane filed a Quiet Title Suit to the 
Stehekin River Road on behalf of the 
National Park Service. The suit is against 
Chelan County and its interference in 
management of the road. In June 1991, the 
Chelan County Commissioners voted to 
reverse its 1970 transfer of theStehekin 
River road to the National Park Service 
(reported in The Wild Cascades, June 1992. 
NCCC urged the NPS to take immediate 
action to settle the issue before any 
damage could be done. Well, a federal suit 
takes time to prepare (all kinds of research 
and clearances to acquire) but now it is in 
motion and it looks like an open-and-shut 
case. 

For the past year, Chelan County has gone 
through the motions of reclaiming the road. 
County contractors have been patching it, 
plowing snow, and Chelan County even put 
a sheriff on the road one day a week in a 
regular patrol car. (It is rumored that the 
sheriff wanted to start enforcing the state 
laws with respect to vehicle licensing but 
was ordered to stop when local residents 
complained.) The NPS suffered these 
shenanigans with a great deal of patience. 
At every opportunity the NPS firmly 
reiterated that the road was under the 
jurisdiction of the NPS. The NPS met with 
County Commissioners and explained its 
position to no avail. Until the last few days 
of August 1992 the Chelan County antics aid 
not not result in damage to the resources 
the NPS is charged to protect. 

However, Chelan County authorized the 
reconstruction of a portion of the Stehekin 
River road at about 8 miles from the landing. 
(The NPS is redesigning the road away from 
the river to avoid continual washouts). When 
Chelan County began to take large rocks 
from the large rockslide near hfarlequin 
Bridge to dump as riprap into the Stehekin 
river, the NPS was forced to act. 

The NPS lawsuit was introduced and a 
restraining order was placed on the county 
on September 3, 1992 (see President's 
Message). At this time NCCC is 
considering joining the suit in support of the 
NPS. 

At this election time, NCCC hopes that 
some Chelan County residents will 
wonder why thousands of tax dollars 
have been spent to duplicate the NPS 
repair and maintenance functions and to 
patrol the by-ways of the Stehekin 
valley. Even more of a question should 
be raised about the wisdom of County 
Commissioners and other officials who 
have authorized spending an estimated 
$20,000-30,000 to repair a road that does 
not even belong to the County. How 
much will it cost to lose the suit? 

I STEHEKIN GENERAL MANAGEMENT 
| PLAN ANDEIS 
This summer has seen completion and 
circulation of a document that clearly sets out 
the NPS authorities for managing Lake 
Chelan NRA. As of late September, the 
EIS team has still not produced a document 
outlining all of the comments obtained during 
the scoping meetings over a year-and-a-haif 
ago. This was requested by NCCC in the 
spring of 1992. The EIS team has not 
published a list of the status of studies 
being conducted in support of the EIS. 
Despite these criticisms, NCCC is aware 
that the EIS team has been hard at work and 
every indication is that a thorough and 
professional effort is being made on the 
EIS project. It is rumored that the team may 

Krovide a report on plan alternatives in 
ovember. NCCC encourages the plan 

and EIS team to provide access to the 
results of the studies so that all parties can 
be using a common and up-to-date set of 
information. 
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If you are not already on the mailing list for 
the EIS and Management Plan please write 
to either of the addresses below requesting 
to be added to the list and asking for all 
documents: 

Mr. Bill Paleck, Supt., 
North Cascades National Park Service 
Complex 
2105 Highway 20 
Sedro Woolley, WA 98852 

Mr. Clifford Hawkes, Planning Team Leader 
USDI/NPS 
Denver Service Center 
P.O. Box 25287 
Denver, CO. 80225 

Seattle City Light — 
Settlement Agreement 
In the Febuary issue, NCCC began a 
chronicle of the negotiations that produced 
a settlement agreement among Seattle City 
Light and intervenors in the relicensing of 
three Skagit River projects. Due to the 
sensitive nature of some of the information 
it is prudent to delay publication until after 
the license is granted. We expected that 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
would be issuing the license in early summer 
of 1992. That date has slipped to late fall 
or early 1993. Keep watching for the story. 

Snoqualmie-Mt. Baker 
National Forest — Mt. Baker 

PARK BUTTE-RAILROAD 
GRADE TRAIL 
The Forest Service in recent years has 
improved the Park Butte-Railroad Grade 
Trail. It also added a horse campground and 
unloading faciities at the trailhead, thus 
encouraging horse use on this heavily used 
hiker train 

There is hazard from horses passing hikers, 
especially children, on the steep trail hillside. 
If you have hiked the trail and have had 
problems with horses, please write Dog 
MacWilliams, and complain about hazards 
you observed. Note there are alternatives 
for horses: the East Shore Baker Lake Trail 
(under construction) and the 12-mile loop 
over Bell Pass to Baker Pass, and back by 
way of Mazama Park and Elbow Lake. 
Horse people have supported wilderness 
legislation and did more than their share in 
the 1984 Wilderness Bill, however, this is a 

safety problem and needs to be 
addressed. 
Write: 
Doug MacWilliams, Forest Supervisor 
Mt. Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest 
21905-64th Ave West 
Mountlake Terrace, WA. 98043 

— Grumblers Alert #4 
Emergency Trails 

Committee 

EDITOR'S NOTE: Emergency Trails 
Committee is made up of people who are 
Grumbling Activists, or just plain Grumblers, 
concerned about protecting our trail 
systems. Membership is free to activists — 
$1,000/year to grumblers. To join, write 
Emergency Trails Committee, 18819 Olympic 
View Drive, Edmonds, WA 98020 or call: 
(206) 776-4685. — Ira Spring, chair. 

LCNRA 

Senator Gorton — 
A Compromise 
"Compromise?" you ask. "NCCC doesn't 
compromise, does it?" Yes, when we see a 
new way to achieve our objective. In this 
case, it was obvious from Senator Gorton's 
initiative that there exists considerable 
confusion in the minds of some members of 
Congress and other politically powerful 
persons about the NFS land acquisiton 
program for this area. Thus, a report to be 
done by the NPS to clarify its program and 
to answer criticisms would be beneficial in 
setting a necessary factual baseline for 
future planning activities. Therefore, we 
expect that the report of the 
Appropriations Committees of Congress 
for 1993 will carry a request for a study by 
the NPS. Between the time of passage of 
the federal budget and the time authorized 
for completion of the report, no further land 
acquisitons will take place. Because there is 
so little money available for land purchase, 
this latter restriction is not so onerous as it 
might seem. It is NCCC's strong belief that 
the new report will document the need for 
continued land acquisition in LCNRA and 
that Congress will then have an informed 
basis on which to justify further expenditures 
for this program. 

Washington Coalition for 
Responsible Mining Formed 
Washington Coalition for Repsonsible 
Mining (WCRM) has been formed with 
NCCC participation. Emphasis riqht now is 
on -building the coalition, developing public 
awareness about cyanide-heap leach mining 
and the threats it poses to the environment, 
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report will document the need for continued 
land acquisition in LCNRA and that 
Congress will then have an informed basis 
on which to justify further expenditures for 
this program. 

Washington Coalition for 
Responsible Mining 
Formed 
Washington Coalition for Repsonsible 
Mining (WORM) has been formed with NCCC 
participation. Emphasis right now is on 
building the coalition, developing public 
awareness about cyanide-heap leach mining 
and the threats it poses to the environment, 
seeking funding and devising a strategy to 
protect areas from this type of mining. We'll 
also be working on reform of mining laws. 

USFS 
Update on Forest 
Plan Appeal 
NCCC and eight other conservation 
organizations are parties to a legal appeal of 
certain aspects of the Forest Plans for 
National Forests in the Cascades.* Our 
focus in this suit is on the many other forest 
management issues that are not affected by 
spotted owl decisions. We argue that where 
Forest Plans are deficient, management 
actions within areas covered by the plans 
should not be allowed until our appeal has 
been considered. The USFS argues that its 
actions do not cause harm and that, instead 
of challenging the plan, conservation 
organizations should challenge individual 
actions under the plans. (Of course, the 
present administration is trying to block 
citizen appeals of individual actions under 
the plan.) Examples of the issues we raise 
are: 

a. No logging or related activities in 
unroaded areas, including road construction 
or preparation of timber sales. 

b. No logging of ponderosa pine greater 
than 11 inches dbh ("diameter at breast 
height"). 

c. No logging of lynx habitat. 
d. No construction of new ORV trails or 

conversion of nonmotorized trails to 
motorized use in the Wenatchee National 
Forest. 

e. P l a n s s h o u l d a d d r e s s 
the transboundary resource and recreation 
management issues that exist between 

national forests and national parks, state 
lands and private lands. 

Our reply brief in support of a motion for 
summary judgment and declaratory and 
injunctive relief is now before the judge. 
Watch for the decision by the court. 

* Omak Wood Products, Inc., Mt. Baker 
Plywood, Inc., Boise Cascade Corp., 
Northwest Forest Resource Council, 
Washington Contract Loggers Association, 
and Northwest Forest Association are 
interveners on behalf of the USFS. 

WENATCHEE NATIONAL FOREST — 
NORTH ENTIAT AREA 

Wenatchee National Forest 
Wins N.W. Motorcycle Assn. 
Suit 
NCCC joined The Mountaineers, 
Washington Wilderness Coalition, and 
Washington Trail Association to intervene in 
support of Wenatchee National Forest which 
was sued by the Northwest Motorcycle 
Association over its Forest Plan decision to 
close portions of the North Fork of the Entiat 
River and adjacent Pyramid Mountain to 
ORV use. On August 7, 1992, Judge 
Quackenbush ruled in our favor on a request 
for Summary Judgment against Northwest 
M o t o r c y c l e Associat ion. Judge 
Quackenbush found that the USFS had 
acted properly in its deliberations on the 
action to close these areas to ORV use and 
therefore dismissed the suit. Karl Forsgaard, 
a Seattle attorney serving on the WTA 
board, (and subsequent elected president), 
coordinated the conservation group 
intervenors. Ronald Morrison, of Morrison 
and Leveque, P.S,. in Spokane handled the 
litigation in federal district court. Many 
thanks to these expert legal talents for their 
pro bono (fee free) work on behalf of all of us 
who enjoy these areas on foot. Thanks too, 
to the USFS solicitors who so ably rose to 
the defense. 

The main arguments of the case made by 
the Northwest Motorcycle Association were 
1) that the USFS had acted in an arbitrary 
and capricious manner when it concluded 
that there was user conflict in the area, and 
2) that the prohibition of ORV use in the 
North Entiat was intended to create a "buffer 
zone" around Glacier Peak Wilderness — an 
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action not allowed under the Washington 
Wilderness Act of 1985. 

On the first issue, the NWMA attempted to 
discredit the hundreds of letters written in 
comment on the draft on the Forest Plan 
complaining about conflicts with ORV users. 
It even tried to dismiss a letter by 
Congressman Chandler asking the USFS to 
respond to recreationist complaints about 
ORVs in this area. While it may be that the 
ORV folks do not perceive any conflict, we 
flat-footed folks certainly made our views 
known. And the judge understood. 

On the second issue, the judge ruled that 
the action by the USFS was designed to 
deal with the issues of user confict in this 
area and was not motivated to establish a 
"buffer zone" for the Wilderness. The fact 
that the ban on ORV use produced the 
effect of a buffer in the area was not 
evidence that the USFS had that as its 

purpose in closing the area. Furthermore, 
other non-Wilderness type activities, like 
logging, could continue in parts of the area. 

This is the type of shoulder-to-shoulder work 
with the USFS that NCCC hopes will 
characterize the decade of the 1990s. As 
the USFS undergoes a transition from a 
timber-management-dominated organization 
to a truly multiple-use management agency, 
it will need plenty of support from 
conservation groups and their members. 
Part of this multiple use will involve provision 
of ORV recreation in areas where conflicts 
are minimal and where ORV damage is 
negligible, e.g., the thousands of miles of 
existing roads. This suit gives a strong 
endorsement to the planning professionals 
of the USFS and to the public participation 
process on which the plans are based.. 

Pyramid Peak, North Fork Entiat, Lake Chelan in distance—Ira Spring photo 
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A Reexatninaton ofStehekin Myths 
Chapter One 

The mists of the distant past and the loneliness of remote wastelands have generated a never-
ending procession of myths. Dark Lilith, Adam's first wife. . . Fair Helen, whose face launched a 
thousand ships.. . King Arthur, whose knights went out questing pretty girls and/or the Holy Grail... 
George Washington, who threw a cherry tree across the Potomac... Davy Crockett, who grinned a bar 
to death... Elvis Presley, who.. . 

Myths never die, never fade away. They are kept eternally alive by the repetition from 
believer to believer, each time gaining detail and substance — and more believers. At last they are 
recorded in print and become history. —Well, pseudohistory. 

Myths cannot be killed. They lie nearer the hearts and dreams of the believers than reality, 
which in contest with the myths always will lose. —Lose, that is, in the closed minds of the believers. 

No one ever will dispel the Stehekin Mythology from the good folk for whom it is Volume Two 
of the Bible, wherein "every word is true." However, careful students of true history (among whom we 
would hope to include (1) journalists from Wenatchee and Seattle and (2) members of Congress) should 
know the fallacies of the Myths. We here present Chapter One of a systematic examination. 
Subsequent issues of The Wild Cascades will carry additional chapters. 

»** 

Myth: The Stehekin Community will die unless land acquisition by the National 
Park Service ceases 

Verifiable fact 
On the contrary, land acquisition by the NPS must continue to ensure that the Stehekin 

Community does not die but survives as it has been and still is. A place where housing subdivisions 
never wil occur, where humans, their activities, and their structures blend into the natural beauty of 
the Valley and do not alter it. 

In passing the 1968 Act, Congress expected Chelan County to adopt and enforce zoning 
regulations proper to a unit of the National ("NATIONAL") Park System. Had that happened, land 
acquisition would be only minimally necessary, if at all. In the absence of such regulations, the 
prevailing "wait and see" attitude leaves the Valley to the whims of developers (already on the 
ground or hovering in the wings) who may or may not appreciate the value of the Valley. 

If thoughtful and effective zoning cannot be established and enforced by Chelan County, the 
only way to fulfill the interests of the nation is acquisition by the NPS. 

Myth: The Stehekin Community is in failing health and just about dead. 

Verifiable Fact: 
Spread the good news! The Stehekin Community is alive and robust! 
Dire predictions to the contrary, the NPS land acquisition policy has not led to a deterioration 

of the Stehekin Community. At the time of the creation of the North Cascades National Park Complex 
in 1968, the year-around population of Stehekin was approximately 35 souls. The year-around non-
NPS population in 1991 was close to 50 folks — and they don't look like they're going to quit the Valley 
soon. 
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Myth: In 1980 the General Accounting Office sent a man from Washington City to 
study Stehekin. His report recommended that NPS land acquisition cease. This 
verdict by the GAO has all the power and majesty of a Supreme Court opinion. The 
NPS is flagrantly violating the law. 

Verifiable Fact 
The function of GAO employees is to collect information for transmission to Congress in the form 

of reports. Congress may at its discretion use a report as one input (among many) in the process of 
deciding what, if any, action should be taken. 

Since the GAO report of 1980, Congress has on more than one occasion appropriated funds for 
purchase of property in Stehekin. Clearly, Congress has expressed its judgment on the merits of the 
report. (If Senator Slade Gorton does not know all this, despite our strenuous efforts to tutor him, he 
obviously needs major help. If he does know, the NFS and the nation need help.) 

The 1968 Act authorizes the NPS to purchase land to protect it and preserve it for future 
generations. So long as the threat of development hangs over the Stehekin Valley the NPS must 
continue to purchase all the land for which it has funds and willing sellers. 

It is essential to realize that the 1980 report was the work of a single government employee (not 
counting his tour companion, who dressed beautifully — as, indeed, did he). He devoted a very brief 
period to the study. As has been pointed out in Stehekin community meetings, it is impossible to arrive 
at any professionally recognizable level of understanding of the complex issues without a good deal of 
time in the Valley and a fair amount of research into its history. The few days the GAO investigator 
spent in Stehekin — and the report itself — illustrate the limitations of incomplete study and 
unsubstantiated personal opinion. 

NEXT TIME: CHAPTER TWO 

A Day that Lives in Infamy 
September 2,1972 

The summer of 1972 ihe governor of California held a press conference at Minaret Summit to announce the 
unalterable opposition of his state to a proposed new Mammoth Highway across the Sierra. He forcefully declared 
that his people took enormous pride in the 160-mile spine of wheelfree alpine wilderness that separated Owens 
Valley from the Central Valley. 

September 2,1972, ceremonies were held at Winthrop, Newhalem, and Sedro Woolley to dedicate the North 
G.D. (Gollydang) Highway. Until then, the state of Washington could boast a spine of wheelfree alpine wilderness 
equal to that of California: the Cascade Range had no crossing for wheels between Stevens Pass and (in Canada) 
Allison Pass. 

September 2, 1992, dignitaries held a rededication ceremony. Chief among them was the governor of 
Washington a: the time of the opening. 

According to an AP story, "since 1972, nearly 5 million cars have traversed the North Cascades Highway, 
dramatically changing the fortunes of this Old-West theme town (Winthrop) in north-central Washington. The route 
has done a lot for what once was a deadend mountain valley (Methow Valley). Said 85-year-old Cy Maughan, who 
organized the opening ceremony, 'There used to be one grocery store, one drug store, one hardware store, and one car 
on the street after 6 p.m.' Said Bob Hult, president of the Chamber of Commerce, Without it this place might have 
withered and died.'" 

Lest we forget: the governor of Washington in 1972 was Dan Evans; of California, Ronald Reagan. So go 
figure. 
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WHO'S REALLY IN CHARGE 
IN STEHEKIN? 

D a v e F l u h a r t y 

Some of the issues with which conservationists must deal are extremely complicated. Many of us know 
what we want to see happen in a particular area but lack a concrete understanding of where to turn to 
lodge a complaint, give a compliment, or make a useful comment. The issues of management of Lake 
Chelan National Recreation Area (LCNRA) are especially complex because of the mix of federal, 
state, and county jurisdictions. Increasingly, the National Park Service is blamed for everything that 
residents, visitors, and politicians don't like. In fact, the blame often (or usually) properly belongs 
under another jurisdiction — and the NPS has little or no influence over what goes on. In this issue of 
The Wild Cascades we try to clarify the jurisdictions by looking at some of the management issues from 
the viewpoint of an environmentally conscious visitor. 

Many residents and friends of Stehekin believe and seek to perpetuate the myth that LCNRA is a 
place that is (or should be) free of government regulation. Like it or not, as part of Chelan County, 
Washington state, and the good old USA, activities in the Stehekin Valley are subject to the same 
plethora of laws and administrations that affect all of our lives. To be sure, many of these have not 
been properly enforced in LCNRA in the past. But in the words of a well-known song, 'The times they 
are a'changin'." 

This effort to outline who is in charge of various activities in LCNRA is a start on the work necessary 
for developing understanding on the upcoming revision of the General Management Plan by the NPS. It 
is done using the collective knowledge of the NCCC Board. However, it is not a full legal analysis. 
Comments and corrections are welcomed. An excellent discussion of the legal authorization for NPS 
management is available from Mr. Bill Paleck, Supt., North Cascades National Park Service Complex, 
2105 Highway 20, Sedro Woolley, WA 98284. 

LAND. Why Is NPS Not in Charge of All Land in Stehekin? 
NPS took over jurisdiction of all federal lands in LCNRA from the U.S. Forest Service when Congress 
designated the area in 1968. Through a judicious process of land acquisition, authorized and funded by 
Congress, the NPS has purchased about 70% of the private land in the Stehekin Valley in order to 
serve the public interest. The Fish and Wildlife Service, another federal agency, owns a small parcel 
of land. Some land is owned by the Chelan County PUD. The private property — over 400 acres — is 
under the taxing and planning authority of Chelan County. Activities on private land are subject to the 
owner's discretion conditioned on (1) Chelan County zoning regulations; (2) The provision on 
compatible use from the legislation establishing LCNRA; and the public trust doctrine relative to 
water, wildlife, etc., that belong to all of us. Chelan County's "general use" (the least restrictive 
category) zoning for private property in LCNRA has not changed since 1958 with the exception of areas 
affected by its Shoreline Master Program of 1975. 

GROWTH. Who Controls Growth? 
Probably the biggest threat to LCNRA comes from cumulative impacts of growth. Growth has at least 
four components: i.e., visitor use, NPS administration, year-round residents, summer residents. The 
problem is that none of the administrative agencies is actually charged with controlling growth. 
Therefore, the development of new homes and other facilities to accommodate visitors, residents, and 
services results in filling in of open spaces, loss of access and increased demand for power, fuel, roads, 
groceries, lumber, etc. None of the land management agencies can force people to stay any more than 
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they can force them to leave. All of the growth-management tools available are generally blunt and 
indirect implements. 

National Park Service 
Most of the recent growth has been in all the wrong places (lakeshore, river front). The NPS role in 
growth management is primarily through its personnel needs. There is a one-run basic level of staffing 
that probably has been achieved. In addition there is the seasonal bulge in NPS employment both 
local and from outside. There has been a fairly steady increase in NPS employment due to planning and 
study effortgs that also contributes. 

Local year-round residents and supporters have long argued that the NPS policy of land acquisition 
stifles growth needed by the Stehekin community. Land acquisition is definitely a de-facto tool for 
regulating growth, however NPS purchases have come only from consenting landowners and not by 
condemnation. For many years and properties, the NPS has been the only potential buyer at "fair 
market value", and therefore has been a stabilizing and probably upward forcing mechanism for land 
values in the area. The complex interrelationship between land acquisition and growth needs further 
study. Some work has been done by the EIS Team and results shuld be shared with all interested 
parties. 

One thing needs to be made abundantly clear. Property owners have constitutionally protected rights to 
use of their land as well as constitutionally derived limitations on use of their land. Property owners 
have a right to sell land to anyone whom they choose. The NPS has been a "willing buyer" of private 
lands in LCNRA at fair market value. Many sellers have consented to the NPS offers to buy. If other 
willing buyers were prepared to pay an equal or higher price for Stehekin lands, sellers would have 
had a wider range of choice or could have sold for less. The NPS has bought lands that are needed 
consistent with its management objectives. See Myths, page 9. 

* 
Community 
One of the key issues for many communities, including Stehekin, is local control. Stehekin is a real 
enigma with respect to local perspectives on growth. Because there is no longer a Community Council it 
is hard to know who speaks for the residents. However, one of the major themes that emerges from 
conversations with residents and from the pages of Stehekin Choice (locally published newspaper 
$10.00 /year, 4 issues/yr., P.O. Box 84, Stehekin, WA 98852) is that people do not want to see growth. 
They like the small-scale, remote and "primitive" lifestyle in Stehekin. This is immediately 
contradicted by the claim, equally fervently stated, that the NPS is stifling growth and limiting the 
community. Does the community want growth, and if so, what kind? 

In the view of NCCC, many of the local perceptions of the NPS role in growth management are typical 
of areas where national protection has been accorded a large geographic area including some private 
property inholdings. The NPS has a Congressional mandate to manage lands and resources in a 
particular way and this frequently rubs neighbors the wrong way. This is no different than living in a 
city where one neighbor appreciates the shade your trees provide and another doesn't. The NPS has 
been in LCNRA for 24 years, this month. This is a longer presence than 90% (NCCC estimate) of the 
current residents. One would think that those moving into the neighborhood of Stehekin would first 
have considered the pluses and the minuses of living in a nationally significant area. 

The Economy 
The mechanism that seems to have the most influence on growth in LCNRA is the economy. The market 
for unique land like the Stehekin Valley (i.e., remote, unpopulated, difficult access, minimum 
infrastructure) is smaller than for more convenient if less lovely lands. Land prices seem cheap 
compared to other river and lake property on the east slope of the Cascades. But the costs of 
development are much higher. Not everyone wants this type of lifestyle or vacation opportunity. 
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Thus, develoment of Stehekin (approximately a doubling of structures in 20 years) has been restricted 
by market forces rather than by design. 

The employment base is also a limiting factor. Lack of jobs means that people who must work for a 
living are not attracted to the valley and also that residents must leave to find employment elsewhere. 
NFS employment has grown over the years but the skill and education requirements for many of the jobs 
require recruitment from outside the local area. Furthermore, there is fairly rapid turnover in NPS 
personnel as part of management of a national agency. As noted above, the NPS contracts for numerous 
services and local businesses are frequently used. A number of businesses operate under concession 
arrangements with the NPS. The other federal job, the post office, has provided steady employment 
for one valley resident. Other public sector jobs are state jobs (public education) and the PUD. Social 
services and public assistance (unemployment insurance, food stamps, etc.) are available to residents but 
the amount of use, if any, is unknown. Retirement and other incomes are available to some valley 
residents. 

Tourism is by far the major non-federal employer, especially during the summer season. Some of the 
tourist services are provided by concessionaires to the NPS while others are provided by local 
residents. Craftspeople, merchants, bed and breakfast operators, and especially the tourist ranch 
operators earn a major part of their livelihoods from visitors. Private sector jobs outside of tourism are 
primarily in construction and repair/remodel of homes. The trend in tourism is slowly increasing. 
Barring unforeseen circumstances the trend is likely to continue. Rapid expansion is not likely for a 
number of reasons; therefore, the main engine of growth will just keep chugging. 

The relatively limited economic opportunities and the high costs of development in Stehekin have 
probably restricted growth more than any other factor. 

WATER. How Can People Place Structures and Riprap in the Stehekin River? 
The NPS is given authority over waters (e.g., Lake Chelan and the Stehekin River) within LCNRA by 
Congress, "subject to valid existing rights". The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has jurisdiction over 
waters and wetlands associated with navigable rivers and lakes, and jurisdiction over landfills and 
structures that affect navigation. To the extent the State Department of Ecology (WDOE) has ultimate 
jurisdiction over Lake Chelan and the Stehekin River, it has delegated the implementation and 
administration of the Shoreline Management Act to the counties. Thus, development of docks, 
buildings, bulkheads, riprap and other structures on private land adjacent (within 200 feet of the shore) 
to public waters can be done only with a Chelan County permit. If such development affects a wetland 
or interferes with navigation, a Corps of Engineers permit may be required also. Work affecting the 
fish habitat in a river or lake are subject to a hydraulics permit issued by Washington Department of 
Wildlife (Department of Fisheries in the case of salmon species that go to sea). 

FISH AND WILDLIFE. Is There Hunting? Who Protects the Fish and Wildlife? 
The NPS has primary jurisdiction over fish and wildlife management within LCNRA. The Act 
establishing LCNRA specifies that hunting is allowed within the area. Therefore the NPS cooperates 
with the Department of Wildlife (WDW) in setting hunting and fishing regulations. Both federal and 
state agencies have the authority to enforce license and game law violations. For this area, the WDW 
is also the agency assigned to consider 'hydraulics permits" applications. Property owners wishing to 
build structures or alter watercourses must have an approved hydraulics permit. Hydraulics permits 
are intended to protect fish and fish habitat from deleterious alterations. 

HEALTH AND SAFETY. Who Keeps Us Safe? 
The NPS has responsibility to protect the health and safety of visitors to LCNRA. Its personnel and 
persons employed in concessionaire operations are subject to a formal set of regulations established to 
ensure that visitors are protected from dangerous situations. On private lands and establishments in 
LCNRA the state has delegated to Chelan County the role of ensuring safety of food service in public 
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facilities like restaurants and bed-and-breakfast businessses. Due to the remoteness of Stehekin, 
numerous questions have been raised about the frequency and adequacy of inspections. 

SEWAGE. 
The NPS provides sewage treatment for human wastes in the vicinity of the Stehekin Landing. Only 
recently has a free boat-pumpout station operated by the NPS concessionaire become functional. It is 
hoped that this measure will eliminate boaters dumping sewage wastes into Lake Chelan. Most 
private residences and businesses use "on-site" sewage disposal. Chelan County issues permits for these 
facilities; however, as in other areas of the state, many old on-site systems are malfunctioning. 
Similiarly, many permitted systems are not being used as originally intended, e.g., a summer place 
converted to year-round residence or a single family residence on-site facility also serving a bread-and-
breakfast establishment. The county's health officials do not inspect on-site sewage systems on a 
regular basis but do respond when they receive complaints from neighboring property owners. 

TRASH. 
The NPS provides garbage disposal service for its personnel at a charge of about $7 per month. Visitors 
and Stehekin residents receive the service for free.. Small fees are reported to have been instituted to 
help subvene the costs of this activity. Obviously this is a good deal for Stehekin residents because 
much of this waste must be shipped downlake at considerable federal government expense. NPS 
personnel run the waste-collection facility and encourage separation of household garbage, recyclables, 
compost, and large debris. The definite subsidy to Stehekin residents that this activity represents may 
have some justification in that it reduces the incentive to burn trash and establish numerous small 
dumps around the valley. NPS pays disposal fees for downlake disposal in a county landfill. 

WATER SUPPLY. 
The NPS provides potable water to Stehekin Landing businesses and to its personnel. Most other 
residents obtain their water from wells, springs, withdrawals, or impoundments. Water-quality 
testing is done by Chelan County health officials upon request. However, water systems serving more 
than one single-family residence are requested to have a special permit and be inspected. There are 
quite a few multiresidence systems in LCNRA but few comply until the ???? 

POLICE. 
The primary role of NPS enforcement personnel is to maintain NPS rules and regulations. However, by 
agreement with the state of Washington, its employees may enforce rules and regulations of the state 
with regard to traffic, wildlife, etc., on federal lands. The NPS has a few enforcement personnel. 
Other NPS employees may serve such functions when called upon. 

Chelan County exercises police powers on private lands in LCNRA. Last summer, for the first time, 
Chelan County sent a squad car to Stehekin to protect county residents from the NPS, each other, and 
from tourists. Once a week a Chelan County officer spent a day fiddling with the buttons on the 
dashboard of the squad car — it is said no citations were issued. It is interesting to note that no one, not 
even the formidible Chelan County presence, is enforcing the state law with respect to licensing of 
vehicles and irivers. 

ROAD. Who Owns the Road? 
As noted above, the NPS has jurisdiction over the roads in LCNRA. Chelan County has made an 
attempt to assert an interest in the road but even the county prosecutor refused to represent the county's 
claim in federal court. (See article, this issue, The Wild Cascades.) Again, this is a good deal for 
residents of Stehekin. They receive the benefit of a fully maintained road, including snowplowing in 
the winter, at no cost. NPS road maintenance and repair contracts offer frequent employment for 
Stehekin Valley residents. Jobs have been especially abundant since the county decided to duplicate 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 19 
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NORTH CASCADES CONSERVATION COUNCIL 

FUNDRAISING APPEA^^^t 



THE NORTH CASCADES 
NEEDS YOU (THAT IS, YOUR MONEY) 

HELP! 
PLEASE! 

Only twice in its 35 years has the North Cascades Conservation Council (NCCC) made an 
emergency appeal for funds. The first occasion was the campaign for the North Cascades National 
Park. The second was to prevent High Ross Dam. Now for a third time our shoestring operation 
(low overhead, low dues, unpaid volunteerism to the max) can't quite cut it. We need help. 
(HELP!) 

A combination of timely gifts, a corporate donation, and a generous bequest by a longtime 
member recently let us adopt a new format for The Wild Cascades and prepare the preliminary 
edition of a book which dispels once and for all the mythology which has been manufactured to 
obscure and distort the verifiable facts in the history of the North Cascades National Park. These 
"extra" (beyond dues) funds also financed our legal action against the National Park Service which 
won an unprecedented victory — a settlement requiring preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Lake Chelan National Recreation Area (LCNRA). The likes of this never had 
happened before. We got it done. 

The NCCC gets a lot of bang for a buck. But in the next 18 months it must make a bunch 
of very big bangs and has all too few bucks. (Help!) 

ACTION AGENDA 

***The National Park Service is nearing the completion of studies for its EIS for LCNRA 
and is developing alternatives for its General Management Plan. The NCCC must closely analyze 
these studies and prepare strong, solid input, and encourage input from other conservation 
organizations. To fail in this follow-through would risk losing all that we have gained to date. 

***Chelan County politicking is a growing menace. The County Commissioners have 
taken a confrontational stance and are defiantly granting permits to local interests that conflict with 
the national interests. 

***The hour has come to move toward establishment of an international park, focused on 
the Skagit River watershed, a joint Canadian-American creation at the heart of a cooperative multi-
agency management of the Greater North Cascades Ecosystem. 

***Grazing continues to destroy native vegetation in fragile highlands of the east slope of 
the North Cascades. What to do about it? 

***New cyanide-heap leaching techniques have made low-grade ores of the Cascades the 
objects of the affections of mining conglomerates. How to prevent the poisoning for private profit 
of the public lands and waters? 

From Fire Mountain across Whitechuck Valley to Mount Pugh, Glacier Peak Wilderness—Harvey 
Manning photo 



***The Endangered Species Act requires that habitat be provided for grizzly bears. 
Where? How? 

***A new generation of North Cascades lovers does not remember, or know of, the North 
Cascades Act of 1968, establishing the North Cascades National Park, and the battle to halt 
construction of High Ross Dam. They do not know the NCCC exists. Their attention must be 
captured. 

THE BOTTOM LINE 

These are a few of our major issues. For a volunteer organzation working on a shoestring, a 
full agenda. Too full for our pockets. (Help!) 

Assistant to the Board 
The leadership of the NCCC has been foundering under an overload of weighty, can't-wait 
responsibilities. As of October, 1992, we have hired a fulltime assistant to coordinate 
efforts of our volunteers, thus maximizing the effects of their contributed labor, and to go 
places and perform tasks impossible for our volunteers. We have funds to pay salary and 
expenses (an estimated $1500 a month) through the end of 1992. Only! What about 
1993? 

Publication Fund 
The Wild Cascades 
Our basic membership dues are so low they do not cover even the publication of 
The Wild Cascades. We cannot do without it! You cannot do without it! 

Conservation and Conflict: The U.S. Forest Service and National Park Service in the 
North Cascades 1892-1992 
We need to carry the preliminary edition of the North Cascades history (copies presently 
supplied only to the NPS and members of Congress and a few other key decision-makers), 
to publication as a book available to the general public. What does it take to do this? 
Money to complete research, maps to be prepared by knowledgeable members, interns, 
assistants, and manuscript and publication costs. 

Occasional Papers 
We need to prepare and distribute "Occasional Papers" clearly examining certain of the very 
complex issues before us and presenting our findings and recommendations for action. 

Litigation Fund 
We have been the fortunate beneficiary of pro bono (free) legal services worth many 
thousands of dollars. We paid the attorneys nothing. However, the substantial costs of 
supporting the legal actions — the photocopying, certification, travel and the like — are our 
obligation. (Help!) 

Now, more than ever, the North Cascades Conservation Council needs your 
help. Please join us in protecting the North Cascades. 



YES, I WILL HELP! 
I will contribute to the North Cascades Foundation (tax-deductible under 

501(c)(3)$ . 

I will contribute to the NCCC (nontax-deductible, but the money can be used by us 
for lobbying and there's a lot of that to do) $ . 

Name 

Address 

Telephone (Check if you would like us to call you to discuss options) 

MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION 

MEMBERSHIP: (PLEASE INDICATE) New member ( ) Renewal ( ) 

I W I S H T O S U P P O R T T H E N O R T H C A S C A D E S C O N S E R V A T I O N 
C O U N C I L : Enclosed is $ for membership for years (Check category): 
Low Income/Student $5.00 yr ( ) Regular $15 yr ( ) Family $20 yr ( ) 
Contributing $30 yr ( ) Patron $50 yr ( ) Life $500 ( ) Sustaining $1000 yr ( ) 

THE NORTH CASCADES FOUNDATION supports the non-legislative activities of the Council 
including legal and educational expenses. The Internal Revenue Service has ruled that 
contributions to this non-profit foundation are tax-deductible under 501(C)(3). 

A tax-deductible contribution to the Foundation will help protect the North Cascades' 
scenic, scientific, recreational, educational, wildlife, and wilderness values from the 
Columbia River to the U.S.-Canadian Border. Enclosed is a contribution of $ . 

NAME 

ADDRESS CITY STATE. 

ZIP PHONE (...) 
Send to: 
North Cascades Conservation Council [and/or] North Cascades Foundatic n 
Post Office Box 95980, University Station 
Seattle , Washington 98145-1980 



CONTINUED FROM PAGE 14 

the NPS efforts. One wonders when other Chelan County residents stranded in the snow or with 
potholes in their roads will demand the same largesse from the County Commissioners. 

VISUAL QUALITY. Why Are There Are So Many Junky Looking Places in LCNRA? 
The NPS is in charge of maintaining visual quality on federal lands. Chelan County and landowners 
are responsible for visual quality on private lands. Chelan County has resisted efforts by the NPS to 
generate Compatibility Standards for private property. Thus, the NPS gets frequent complaints from 
visitors about the junkyard appearance of some private properties. Unfortunately, the NPS can do 
little to influence what goes on. Occasionally, the NPS has been able to provide assistance in disposal 
of derelict cars and appliances. A big effort took place in 1986 to get Stehekin residents to remove junk 
stored on federal lands. When metal prices are high, some property owners have voluntariy made 
efforts to spruce up their premises. Still, some sites have a long way to go. 

BUILDING CODES. Who Sets and Enforces Building Regulations? 
The NPS has developed a set of Compatibility Standards to guide developments in LCNRA. As 
frequently pointed out by critics, the NPS has not been entirely diligent in applying these standards to 
its own operations. However, the NPS does seem to be moving in the right direction. Chelan County 
issues building permits for structures on private property. The Chelan County approach is quite flexible 
with respect to granting variance from setback requirements and other zoning regulations. One Stehekin 
property under construction has obtained 7 variances and needs a final variance for on-site sewage 
disposal. This postage-stamp-size piece of property, between the road and the lakeshore is without a 
hope of having a suitable area for waste disposal under normal circumstances. Let's hope the county 
resists this incremental escalation of variances. If the NPS were to exercise its road right-of-way, cars 
could drive right through the present building. 

ELECTRICAL POWER SUPPLY. 
Both the NPS and Stehekin residents benefit from the largesse of Chelan County PUD in the matter of 
electricity supply. In a recent document circulated by the PUD explaining its rate increases, the PUD 
noted that it costs almost three times as much to produce and distribute power in LCNRA as the PUD 
charges the NPS and residents. Some large consumers of electrical power are not served by the PUD 

FIREWOOD. 
The NPS has been in the practice of permitting residents and businesses in LCNRA to cut firewood from 
public land. To its credit, it has reduced the amount of wood available to permittees and has begun to 
charge a fee for the privilege of cutting wood. It has reduced the damage to wildlife habitat done by 
the practice of cutting dead trees, thereby also reducing off-road travel and fire hazard. Instead it has 
substituted a woodlot to allow cutting of living trees — a practice unique in the NPS. Neither NCCC 
nor Stehekin residents support this approach. Most wood recently supplied under NPS permits is from 
"administrative sources" which include tree-fall on roads, hazard-tree removal, etc. 

AIRSTRIP. 
The NPS allows the Washington State Aeronautics Bond (WSAB) to operate an airstrip in LCNRA 
under a Special Use Permit that has, so far, been renewed at 5-year intervals. The NPS does not allow 
commercial air service to use the strip. The NPS would prefer that its use be limited to emergencies. 
Despite a number of fatal accidents, WSAB continues to encourage recreational use of the airstrip. This 
causes almost constant noise disturbance on summer weekends and loud interruptions at other times. 

FIRE CONTROL. 
The NPS provides fire suppression services for its facilities and for other residences and lands. 
Currently it is attempting to use prescribed burns to reduce the potential for major fire outbreaks and to 
manage fire to maintain its role in the ecosystems. Chelan County could have a role in fire control but 
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NCCC is not aware of any efforts on private properties in LCNRA. Property owners play a foremost 
role in taking action to reduce the chance of fire starting and spreading from their actions as well as to 
protect themselves from external fires. Compared with actions being taken as a result of the major fires 
in rural forested areas near Spokane, much could be done by the NPS, Chelan County, and property 
owners to reduce exposure. 

TRANSPORTATION. 
The main transportation link between LCNRA and outside is water. On Lake Chelan, the barge 
traffic and passenger service are regulated by the Washington Department of Transportation 
(WDOT). A growing amount of traffic is in the air. The official boosterism attitude of WSAB 
is the more air traffic the better and it encourages the disturbing overflights. 

One of the major conflicts in LCNRA is for transportation of visitors on the Stehekin Road. The 
NPS operates a shuttle service at an extremely low cost. Receipts cover 20-50% of the cost of 
the shuttle buses exclusive of salaries for the drivers/interpreters or insurance (federal 
government is self-insured). What a deal! Tours for large groups are operated by the 
concessionaire — presumably at a profit. The shuttle service provides free mail pickup and 
delivery to residents along the route during the summer. The mail service does have the benefit 
of reducing the amount of traffic on the road. Without it residents would be compelled to drive 
to the landing to pick up mail. Other commercial traffic is allowed by permit from the NPS. 
Private traffic is unregulated. 

THE FUTURE? 
It lies ahead. Plainly, in order for the LCNRA to be administered for the diverse interest of all 
parties, including the people of America, the system needs clarification. 

Pack & Paddle, dedicated to hiking and water trails, is new on the Northwest scene this year. Edited by the 
former editor of Signpost Magazine, Ann Marshall, it covers trail conditions, backcountry news, feature articles, 
camp cookery, and actively solicits articles. $15/year: P.O. Box 1063, Port Orchard WA 98366. 206-0871-
1862. A find. 
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GLACIER PEAK WILDERNESS AREA - DARRINGTON 
LETTERS 

HISTORY CORRECTED — SAM STROM: HERO OF 
DARRINGTON 

John Larsen 
1145So.216#G302 
Des Moines, WA 98198 
July 28,1992 

Ira Spring & Harvey Manning 
c/o The Mountaineers 
1011 SW Klickitat Way 
Suite 107 
Seattle, WA 98134 

Subject: Misconception in article in 100 Hikes in Washington's North Cascsades: Glacier Peak Region 

Dear Sirs: 

First of all let me compliment you on your thorough research in putting together this handy guide to 
hiking the Glacier Peak region. Bravo! However, you erred in your Mount Higgins article on pages 32 
& 33: or at least your choice of words creates a misconception that I wish to correct at this time. 

You mention that Sam Strom put up a gate on a Sauk Mountain road that he thought was his and stood 
guard at this gate with a gun. Well, the key word here is "thought". He didn't think the land was 
his, it was his. He had a patent on 180 acres of forest reserve land and the timber and mining property 
were his. 

Snohomish County government screwed up when they failed to find out whose land it was, before 
ordering the CCC to build this road, and then when they failed to reimburse Sam for the timber they 
cut down and for the several hundred feet of a tunnel to one of his mines which they destroyed in the 
process of building this road. 

Rather than admit their mistake, the County cajoled Sam Strom and threatened him with jail, unless 
he immediately took down his toll gate aned ceased charging every private automobile 25 cents to 
pass. Sam Strom did not take the toll gate down, but he did in turn sue the County. Now, had you done 
a little more research, you would have discovered that a jury awarded Sam Strom, who happens to 
have been my grandfather, damages for the mine tunnel that was destroyed, for the timber that was 
cut down, and by the way, sold by Snohomish County. 

One final comment I have regards the adjective which you used to describe my grandfather. If you 
wish to call him pugnacious, because he fought City Hall, or in this case, County Hall, and won, then 
by all means call him pugnacious. Of if you wish to call him pugnacious when as Darrington's Town 
Constable he singlehandedly stood off Darrington's version of the Ku Klux Klan who wanted to lynch a 
young Indian who had either knifed or shot a white man over a white woman (North Carolinians had 
begun migrating to Darrington, and had brought with them their KKK baggage), then call him 
pugnacious. And you can call him pugnacious if you are thinking of the time he chased off the KKK, 
while they were burning a cross on the lawn of a Darrington teacher, who happened to be a Catholic. 
(Although my grandfather succeeded in chasing off these "cowards in sheets" as he called them, this 
Catholic teacher was so frightened by the KKK that she packed her bags and left town the next day.) 
If you wish to call him pugnacious because he shot a few fellows who came after him with everything 
from guns to axe handles, then call him pugnacious. He was, also, a union organizer for the Western 
Federation of Miners, and while traveling around the West, while performing union activities, he was 
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involved in 14 to 17 shootouts. Sometimes with people trying to prevent unionization of miners, and 
once that I know of with rival union members in Montana. He never did back down from a fight, if he 
thought he was right; so if because of that you wish to call him pugnacious, exercise your literary 
freedom. But if you wish to portray my grandfather as some witless pug looking for a fight, find 
another adjective for describing Sam Strom. 

As a young boy, I spent several summers with my grandmother in Darrington, and because of that I 
received a multiquilted version of my grandfather. From the original oldtimers, he was described as a 
good shot, a great friend and a terrific story teller. But from the North Carolinian contingent, which 
makes up 80% of modern Darrington, he was described to me as ornery and pugnacious. It sounds to me 
that you have used the "Tarheel version" of my grandfather while putting together your hiking guide. 

You also called him "stubby". By today's standards I guess he would be called stubby. He was 5'6", and 
powerfully built. But what was the average height for men of his day, 57" or 5'8"? I inherited his 
stature and build: so in 19921 guess I could be called "stubby", but "stubby" would not be appropriate 
term for a man of his day and age. 

Although I transgressed into the adjectives which you used in describing my grandfather, the main 
point I wish to make is that he did not think he owned that land, he did in fact own the property, and 
he won his case against Snohomish County. 

By the way, I did not know that my grandfather had carved his name on a high rock on the way up Mt. 
Higgins. Thank you for that piece of information. Someday, I am going to hike up there and take a 
picture of that. 

Sincerely, 
JohnLarsen 

EDITOR'S NOTE : Ira Spring sent John Larsen a picture of his grandfather's name carved in the rock. 

Magic Mountain from trail to Sahale Arm—pen and ink by Kristian Erickson 
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GLACIER PEAK WILDERNESS AREA -
SUIATTLE RIVER 

Suiattle River Road to Be Reopened 
by Mark Bardsley 

As most outdoor enthusiasts and those concerned with the local environment already know, the 
severe flooding of the winter of 1990-91 devastated much of the road system in western 
Washington. One of the most highly publicized road closures was the Suiattle Road, also 
known as Forest Service Road #26. Ten miles of this road was closed to motorized travel by 
washouts. The road is still closed and no attempt has been made to repair it other than 
temporary access as hiker/bicycle trail, although a decision has been made by the Forest 
Service to reopen the road. 

Forest Service Road #26 provides access along the north side of the Suiattle River to such 
popular locations as the Green Mountain trail, Downey Creek access to the Ptarmigan Traverse, 
two popular campgrounds, the upper Suiattle trail to Image Lake and the PCT, and Forest 
Service Road #25 on the south side of the river. As one might expect, a debate has been taking 
place over the reopening of this, and other, roads. An unusual amount of polarization on the 
issue has occurred for a number of reasons. An unlikely coalition of car-campers, backpackers, 
and miscellaneous road enthusiasts maintains that limiting access affects their interest and 
worse yet, tends to overcrowd other areas. Many backpackers feel that road-hiking is 
unpleasant and limits opportunities to use popular trails. The campgrounds of course are 
unusable to Winnebagoes and tin campers. Very little mention has been made regarding resource 
extraction such as logging. 

The flip side of the argument has been that there is serious overuse of high-elevation areas 
such as Image Lake and the Ptarmigan Traverse. Also, the more sophisticated argument is 
made that wilderness values are degraded by drivable roads in such close proximity. Again, 
the issue of logging along the road is surely in the back of many people's minds. The issue of 
whether to open the southside road has not been addressed at this printing. The Board of 
Directors would like to hear from members of the NCCC about this topic. 

The letters to the editor in the Everett Herald and Signpost Magazine on this issue are 
reminiscent of the Grizzly Bears in Washington debate. The NCCC Board of Directors has 
passed a resolution encouraging permanent closure of the roads on both sides of the Suiattle 
River. Conversely, most people prefer to drive and are willing to fight for that right. So what 
is the next step? It may be too late as the Mt. Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest has issued a 
decision to reopen Forest Service Road #26, based on a finding of No Significant Impact 
according to to its Environmental Assessment. Reconstruction is likely to start in 1993. 

Correction 
In my article on Wilderness Ranger Bill Lester in the June 1992 Wild Cascades I wrote that Bill Lester 
was first to institute the policy of having his backcountry staff assigned to specific territories. Cy 
Hentges, now Chief Ranger at Mt. Rainier, writes that as the first permanent backcountry ranger in the 
North Cascades Complex (1968-74) he also had assigned his seasonal backcountry people to fixed 
territories. It was his successor who had decided to "play musical chairs" with backcountry 
assignments, the practice in effect when Lester came on the job in 1978. Sorry Cy.—Joseph W. Miller 
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DID THE NATIONAL PARK SERVICE FORCE LAND SALES IN 
STEHEKIN? 

An Analysis of Lake Chelan National Recreation Area and the Question of the "Willing Seller" Provisions 
ofPL90-522 

David Ruharty, President, 
North Cascades Conservation Council 

EDITOR'S NOTE: Mr. Curt Courtney was born in Stehekin. He lived there until selling his property to the NPS 
in the early 1970s. Mr. Courtney alleges that the NPS forced him to sell his property despite the "willing seller 
provision" of the act establishing the LCNRA. This is a serious charge. NCCC has reviewed the documentation of 
this land sale and finds that Mr. Courtney's version leaves much out. Mr. Courtney's response to NCCC analysis is 
found on page 28, this issue. 

STEHEKIN VALLEY ^ / f / ' ? 7 ^ g&ddjtfc. ?~-3-

Former lodge owner no 'willing seller' to Park Service 
A friend of mine recently showed me 

an article written by Joel Connelly, 
entitled "Gorton faces Park Service on 
Stehekin land ownership." Although the 
Seattle Post-Intelligencer does not reach 
my home often, I was pleased to have 
seen this article. I was born and raised in 
the Stehekin Valley. With my wife. Beryl. 
I built and operated a lodge at the 
Stehekin Landing before the National 
Park Service (NPS) came into the valley 
in 1968. Now the lodge I built and 
operated is operated by an NPS Conces
sionaire. 

It was with great pleasure that I read 
that Sen. Gorton is trying to stop the NPS 
from buying more land in Stehekin. 
Goodness gracious, there are only 400 
acres of private land remaining in an 
area that has more than 1 million acres of 
wilderness designation. Isn't it high time 
to let what remains of this community 
live on 400 acres of land? Yes, I thank 
Sen. Gorton for asking the NPS to stop 
purchasing land. 

I was amazed to read the statement 
made by Dale Crane of the National 
Parks and Conservation Association. 
Crane is quoted as saying that. "Since all 
land bought by the NPS was sold by 
willing sellers — many since deceased — 
I must assume this is a move by Sen. 
Gorton to put land on the market for 
purposes of development." Crane could 
not be more mistaken in his statement. 1 
was certainly not a willing seller when 
the NPS purchased my business and 
property and I am certainly not de
ceased! 

"Willing seller"? The NPS and Crane 
would like to call me a willing seller, but 
I was not! I was a threatened seller, a 
frightened seiler. a harassed seller. .All of 
these I was. But, I was not a willing 
seller. I guess you could say 1 was more 
willing to sell than lose everything I had 
to the NPS. Never have I forgotten the 
treatment the NPS officials showed to
ward me when they came into Stehekin. I 
have always hoped for an elected official 
who would try to stop the abuses of the 
NPS in this area. It has been more than 
20 years and finally Serrr Gorton, has 
taken a stand for the people of this 
valley. 

During the summer of 1969. while I 
was still operating my lodge (the first full 
summer of NPS presence in Stehekin), I 
was threatened and harassed constantly. 
In the beginning of the summer, an NPS 
representative let me know they wanted 
to buy my property and lodge. They asked 
me to give them a time limit as to when I 
would sell: I said I would let them know 
in three years how I felt (I quietly hoped 
they would lose interest). Later in the 
summer, local NPS officers came and 
asked for a definite date when 1 would 
sell to the NPS. When I said I wasn't 
interested, these same officials said if I 
didn't sell they would build a big resort 
and boat dock at Weaver Point (across 
the lake from my lodge) and inferred that 
I would be put out of business. Just after 
Labor Day I was told that I had 10 days to 
sell or face condemnation. I immediately 

went downlake and talked with a lawyer, 
who advised me of the expense it would 
take to fight the federal government. I 
returned to my home and business at the 
head of the lake more powerless and 
dejected than at any time in my life. 

Yes. I decided to sell my business and 
property to the NPS. I left the valley for 
many years and have only recently re
turned. The NPS and Crane may say 1 
sold willingly but I know differently. Was 
1 a "willing seller"!1 No! But I was 
unwilling to condemn myself to years of 
harassment and legal frustrations and 
poverty. 

What was my crime in Stehekin? I 
had simply built something of value that 
the NPS wanted. They were determined 
to get what I had. It was not a complex 
issue then and it is not a complex issue 
today. The NPS wants all land, all 
control, all authority. The General Ac
counting Office has reported that NPS 
actions have been incorrect in this area. 
Yes, 1 am thankful that Sen. Gorton has 
finally brought these issues to the fore. 

Curt Courtney 
Stehekin 

The following is a very abbreviated digest of a lengthy report (13 typewritten pages plus some 50 pages of extracts 
— Park Service memoranda, letters to and from Curt Courtney, court documents, maps) submitted to all parties 
August 17, 1992. 

NCCC's findings in respect to Mr. Courtney's claims can be summarized in the following manner: Mr. Courtney 
regrets that he sold land in LCNRA in the early 1970s. In LCNRA the NPS is constrained to buy lands only with 
the consent of the owner, i.e., it cannot condemn lands as long as they are being used in a manner compatible with 
the 1XNRA legislation. Mr. Courtney agrees that he consented to sell to the NPS. However, Mr. Courtney states 
that the NPS threatened condemnation and harassed him into selling. This is a charge that the NPS fraudulently 
coerced Mr. Courtney to sell. This charge is difficult to sustain given: 1) Mr. Courtney's January 1969 letter to the 
NPS indicating he had decided to sell his business and offered it first to the NPS; 2) Mr. Courtney's permission for 
the NPS to appraise the property; 3) the NPS's willingness to wait while Mr. Courtney sought other offers; 4) Mr. 
Courtney's acceptance of the appraised (fair market value) price; 5) the lack of evidence that the NPS ever considered 
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condemnation action against Mr. Courtney; and 6) Mr. Courtney's sale of two other tracts of land to the NPS a short 
time after sale of his business property. 

Unsubstantiated claims such as those from Mr. Courtney continue to receive uncritical acceptance. This tends to 
confuse the more important issues of management of LCNRA, and makes it imperative to clarify the record. 

To understand the "willing seller' provision of the Act establishing LCNRA the distinction must be made between 
what the law means by a willing seller and what in common vernacular is called a willing seller. 

The precise wording of Title III Land Acquisition in the LCNRA legislation is: 

Within the boundaries of the park and recreation areas, the Secretary of the Interior 
(hereinafter referred to in this Act as the "Secretary") may acquire lands, waters and 
interests therein by donation, purchase with donated or appropriated funds, or exchange, 
owner, so long as the lands are devoted to uses compatible with the purposes of this 
Act 

The phrase "without the consent of the owner" is the specific terminology used. It is frequently referenced as the 
"willing seller provision". However, the clear legal meaning of the phrase is that the NPS may not use 
condemnation authority to acquire lands as long as they are devoted to compatible uses consistent with the LCNRA 
legislation. As long as the NPS receives the consent of the owner, e.g., the signature accepting the offer, the agency 
is in compliance with the Act Thus, a person who is forced to sell property for financial, personal health, or other 
unfortunate circumstances would qualify as selling "with consent of the owner" even if very unhappy about the need 
for the sale. 

There is an important distinction between owner's consent and the owner being a willing seller. The NPS may 
purchase land from an "unwilling seller" in LCNRA as long as it does so with consent of the owner and not through 
a condemnation action. As anyone knows who is familiar with land sales in Stehekin and elsewhere, some persons 
are happy, neutral or angry when they sell their land. It is possible that some who sell land later regret that decision 
for personal, financial or other reasons. All who have sold to the NPS in LCNRA have done so by giving consent. 
The NPS has not condemned any land in LCNRA. 

Mr. Courtney also states in his letter in the Seattle Post-Intelligencer (see above) that, "I decided to sell my 
business and property to the NPS". This meets the legal standard for owner's consent required under the law. Thus, 
it appears tht NCCC and Mr. Courtney agree that the legal test of owner's consent was met. However, the question 
remains whether or not Mr. Courtney was forced by the NPS to sell to the NPS. 

Mr. Courtney claims that during the summer of 1969 he was: 

*1) threatened, frightened and harassed into selling by the NPS; 
*2) told by the NPS he would be put out of business by a competing NPS dock and resort complex; and 
*3) told by the NPS he would face condemnation if he did not sell his property within 10 days. 

The claim that Mr. Courtney was forced by the NPS to sell to the NPS is in fact a much more serious issue than that 
of owner's consent. It alleges that the NPS acted in a manner to defraud Mr. Courtney of his property. This is an 
issue to be settled in court of law. But as shown below, Mr. Courtney did not make this case in a timely manner 
(beyond the 12-year statute of limitation) and therefore it could not be litigated. This does not prevent an open 
airing of the public record concerning Mr. Courtney's dealings with the NPS on sale of land. These documents 
directly contradict the view maintained by Mr. Courtney. Readers are invited to examine the documents and come to 
their own conclusions. — Request copies through NCCC. P.O. Box 95980, University Station, Seattle, WA 98145-
1980. Please send $3.00 to cover photocopies of the originals. 

Property sold to the NPS by Curt and Beryl Courtney consists of three parcels. The first is Tract 03-102 owned 
originally by Beryl Courtney and jointly with Curt Courtney after their marriage. This tract of less than 4/10th of 
an acre contained a small tavern-restaurant and "boatel". It is located "front and center" at the Stehekin Landing. 
Two other tracts (07-178 and 07-155) were originally part of the Courtney family homestead in the Company Creek 
area and presumably passed to Curt through inheritance. 

It is important to note that the owners of two other much larger business properties at Stehekin Landing (Swissmont 
Lodge and Stehekin Lodge) also negotiated with the NPS with respect to sale of their properties at the same time. 

Land acquisition can be a confusing activity, given the property acquisition process federal agencies must follow and 
the vagaries of the appropriations process and budget cycles. The NPS established a special office in Wenatchee to 
help coordinate actions in LCNRA. 
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The NPS formally indicated an interest in purchase of property from willing sellers in LCNRA shortly after it took 
over administration of the area. Documents reveal that many persons expressed interest in sale — among them Mr. 
Courtney. Mr. Courtney was one of the first to formally indicate an interest to sell-his business property) to the 
NPS. His was one of the first appraisals performed. Mr. Courtney apparently agreed to the appraised price but 
requested time to consider another (allegedly higher) offer. After several months, Mr. Courtney indicated he wished 
to sell his property at the appraised price. The transaction was secured by NPS offer in October 1969 and closed in 
February 1970. 

Summary of Documented History of Courtney Land Sale: 

Date of Document Action 

October 2,1968 

January 22,1969 

January 29, 1969 

January 31, 1969 

February 17,1969 

March 3,1969 

April 7, 1969 

May 6, 1969 

May 29,1969 

July 2, 1969 

August 12, 1969 

September 8,1969 

October 1969 

November 7,1969 

Congress approves PL 90-544 designating LCNRA. 

Letter from Roger Contor, Supt. of North Cascades NP to 
Mr.Curt Courtney asking if he had decided to enter into 
negotiations with the NPS about sale of his property. 

Mr. Courtney responds to Contor, "We have decided to put Stehekin 
Landing up for sale and decided to give the Park Service first chance at 
it." 

Contor responds to Mr. Courtney with steps to take. 

Keith Watkins, Realty Specialist for North Cascades NPS Complex 
opens Land Acquisition Office in Wenatchee. 

Watkins meets Mr. Courtney and Mr. Michaelson and reports 
they "discussed in detail with me their interest in selling their holdings 
to the NPS as soon as possible." 

Contor sends Watkins priority list of properties for appraisal for FY 
1969. 

Watkins reports on community response to NPS interests in land 
purchase in LCNRA. 

Watkins examines the NPS options for location of visitor and 
administrative facilities in light of the on-going Master Plan 
development for LCNRA. Clearly states fie need to 
determine if willing sellers can be found at Stehekin Landing. If 
willing sellers not available then NPS must opt for purchase on west 
side of river. 

Watkins reports appraisals received for the three properties at Stehekin 
Landing (including Courtney's). 

Watkins reports that Master Plan team is looking at three 
alternatives for visitor and administrative facilities: 1) Stehekin 
Landing; 2) West side of river at head of Lake Chelan; and 3) on the 
Buckner property. Mr. Courtney received appraisal by NPS. He 
advised that he held an offer for twice that amount from another party. 
Mr. Courtney indicated his intent to give a final decision by the end of 
August. 

Watkins reports no progress on Courtney purchase. Provides more 
details of alternate offer. 

During September Mr. Courtney indicated he had not heard from other 
party but would check. If there is no interest expressed Mr. Courtney 
would sell to the NPS at the negotiated price of $100,000. 

Watkins indicates he had a secured offer on Courtney's Tract 03-102. 
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February 2, 1970 Property transaction closed on Courtney Tract 03-102. Deed recorded 
02-24-70. 

June 23,1971 Courtney Tracts 07-155 and 07-178 purchased by NPS. Deed recorded 
09/08/71. 

A DECADE PASSES 

January 22,1981 GAO report CED-81-10 asserts Mr. Courtney's claim that the NPS 
coerced him into selling Stehekin Landing property. 

January 20,1984 Stehekin Heritage Defense Committee sues NPS over land 
acquisition and other issues in LCNRA. 

December 4,1984 - (approximately) Mr. Courtney proposes to join Stehekin Heritage Defense 
Committee suit 

August 6, 1985 U.S. District Court (WA. Eastern) Judge McNichols 
dismisses Stehekin Heritage Defense Committee suit noting, with 
respect to the Courtney claim, the 12-year statute of limitations had 
run and that Mr. Courtney had secured legal advice prior to sale of his 
property. 

August 4, 1992 Mr. Courtney repeats claim of forced sale in letter to editor of Seattle 
Post -Intelligencer. 

NCCC ANALYSIS OF THE DOCUMENTATION 

The documentary record clearly contradicts Mr. Courtney's claims. NCCC concludes that Mr. Courtney was a 
consenting seller who later regretted his decision. 

Mr. Courtney claims that the NPS threatened to put him out of business with competititve facilities. The 
documentary record tells that during the summer of 1969, the NPS, as part of its Master Planning for LCNRA, was 
considering three sites for possible locations for facilities for visitor interpretation and for NPS administration: 
Stehekin Landing, the Buckner Property, and Weaver Point. Mr. Courtney may regard these investigations as a 
threat to his business interest, however, the Master Plan consideration of options is a common procedure in 
development of a new area. Because Mr. Courtney had already indicated his decision to sell his business (January 
1969) it is unclear how he came to regard the NPS planning efforts as designed to compete with him. In fact, some 
of the options can be seen as directly complementary to his business interests. 

Mr. Courtney claims he was given a 10-day notice to sell or face condemnation. NCCC is unable to locate any 
documentation of NPS intent to condemn Mr. Courtney's property. To the contrary, the record shows that the NPS 
was careful to respect the willing seller provision of the legislation, and gave Mr. Courtney additional time to pursue 
alternate buyers. 

LEGAL PERSPECTIVE OF THE NPS PURCHASE OF COURTNEY PROPERTY 

The first public reference of Mr. Courtney's claim of not being a willing seller is apparently found in the General 
Accounting Office (GAO) report on lands in LCNRA. NCCC infers that Mr. Courtney is the "former lodge owner" 
who alleges to have been coerced into sale of his property. This claim is not verified by the GAO but forms an 
important component of the report. Due in part to the confusion brought on by the GAO report, a group of 
landowners in LCNRA sued the NPS in U.S. District Court (Eastern District of Washington) over issues raised in 
the GAO report and other matters — Stehekin Heritage Defense Committee et al. v. William Clark et al. filed January 
20,1984. 

NCCC CONCLUSIONS 

In the NCCC review of archived documents concerning Mr. Courtney's claim, we can find no evidence of him being 
forced to sell his property by the NPS. In fact, the record shows positive action by Mr. Courtney to assist the NPS 
in appraising and negotiating the sale of his property. 

Subsequent to distribution of the full report briefly digested here, a spokesperson for Stehekin Heritage stated in a 
letter that the report was fair enough on the basis of "what the NCCC knew," but that Stehekin residents had other 
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and better information. The NCCC response was a plea for this information to be shared with the NCCC and the 
Park Service in order that all parties could come to agreement on the verifiable facts of the case. 

NCCC has sent the full report to Mr. Courtney, the Washington Congressional delegation and to many 
knowledgeable persons. We have requested that any additonal information verifying or disputing the conclusions 
reached be sent to us. 

At time of this publication, only one letter has been received. Curt Courtney has sent the following letter which we 
are pleased to publish intact in order to definitively document this episode in the history of Stehekin. 

David Fluharty 
President NCCC 
7217 Sycamore Ave. N.W. 
Seattle Wa., 98117 

Mr. Fluharty, 

I do not have much more to say in the matter of my land sales to the 
National Park Service as I have said all that is true in my letter to the 
Seattle Post Intelligencer. 

I have read the entire report you sent me. I answered 
Superintendent Contor's Jan. 26th letter to me in the manner he said he 
needed so the NPS would appraise my property at fair market value. My 
letter dated Jan 29th of 69 was written strictly to get this appraisal in a 
manner the superintendent indicated it would be necessary. I did not 
commit myself in any way. 

Beryl and I had traveled to several national parks during the time 
that the North Cascades was being discussed in Congress. We visited 
parks to see how people who owned private property in and around parks 
were treated by the NPS. In every instance we talked with people they 
said, when the park comes in, get ready to move out. When legislation 
passed for this area we realized we might have to move out. All of our 
property and livlihood was in Stehekin. We knew we might be forced to 
leave at the outset. 

I said we had decided to sell. I did not say when we were going to 
sell. I said I would give the park first chance. I did not say that we would 
accept their offer. I wanted our property appraised and followed the 
general directions on Mr. Contor in his Jan. 26th letter. 

When reading the monthly reports by Mr. Keith Watkins, it should be 
obvious that if I had really wanted to sell to the NPS I would have 
certainly been in touch with him during his visits in August (our busiest 
season) but as he states in his Sept. 8th memorandum. "I have been unable 
to contact Mr. Courtney since this time, as he has been gone the last few 
times that I have been to Stehekin." This is especially true since I 
received the approved appraisal from the park during the first week of 
July. 

I also do not understand Appendix 3 (page! 6) which includes a status 
of my property. On page 1 5 (which is signed by Mr. Watkins) he says he has 
been unable to contact me, while on page 1 6 (which is unsigned) it seems 
that Mr. Watkins did talk with me during this month. Is this a part of a 
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page? Is this the entire Sept. report? Who wrote this report? When was 
it written? I want to see this entire report. Mr. Watkins statements here, 
if they are his, are self serving. They do not represent the truth of my 
thoughts at this time. 

Mr. Fluharty, I repeat, I was harassed constantly. I was also 
threatened with a competing visitor service center being established in 
Stehekin while Beryl and I were still trying to operate our own business. 
Your own papers show this to be true. Is this how the NPS was supposed 
to operate? Yes, I was threatened and harassed! 

This is certainly enough said for now. Visit with Beryl and I when 
you visit Stehekin again and we will share these thoughts and much more 
concerning our treatment by the NPS during their first full year in 
Stehekin. 

Please send me Mr. Dale Crane's address so that I can send him this 
letter. 

SEQUEL 

NCCC finds this letter supportive of the conclusion it reached. Mr. Courtney cannot say that he only replied to 
Superintendent Contor's letter (which asked only those "sincerely interested to sell to the NPS at fair market value" 
to ask for an appraisal) to get his property appraised. If that was his sole intent he could have received a free 
appraisal from any of a number of realtors for free. Why waste government funds? 

Roger Contor wrote to say that he found it incredulous that Mr. Courtney was intimidated by the NPS rangers. If 
anything, it was just the opposite, as Mr. Courtney was a large and vigorous man whose physical presence was 
imposing and he wielded the power of unofficial mayor of Stehekin. 

When you find direct conflicts in memories about the facts of a case you then have to go to documentation. Written 
documents are the substance of history, undocumented memories are the substance of myths. 

A perfect gift for the reader who would like to learn more of the early yean of Stehekin is 
Grant McConnell's book, A Valley in Time, The Mountaineers, Seattle, $14.95. 
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GRIZZLY BEAR FACT SHEET: Grizzly Bears in Washington 
ARE THERE GRIZZLIES IN THE NORTH CASCADES? 
A 6-year study of grizzly bear habitats and reported sightings conducted from 1986-91 by the Washington 
Department of Wildlife, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park Service and the U.S. Forest Service received 
over 200 reports of sightings and found tracks, droppings and food caches. References to grizzly bears in the North 
Cascades are found in Native American lore, in records of early explorers and settlers, and in government records 
from 1840 through the present. The grizzly bear population was severely reduced in the mid-1800s by trophy 
shooting and fear of domestic stock predation. 

HOW MANY BEARS ARE WE TALKING ABOUT? 
We really aren't sure, but estimate the current population of the North Cascades may be less than 50, covering an area 
of over 10,000 square miles, or more than 500 square miles per grizzly. Compared to bear densities in Glacier 
National Park (8 square miles per grizzly), Yellowstone Recovery Area (48 square miles per grizzly) and the 
Northern Continental Divide Recovery Zone (14-22 square miles per grizzly), the North Cascades has very small 
population in a very large area. 

BRIEFLY, WHAT IS THE LIFE HISTORY OF A GRIZZLY BEAR? 
Female grizzly bears usually begin to breed at about 5-6 years of age. They have 1 to 4 cub's — 2 is about average. 
The cubs stay with their mother until she has another litter, usually about 3 years. Grizzly mothers are highly 
protective of their young and will risk death to protect them. Males do not participate in raising die young and may 
attempt to kill cubs. Average life span is 15-20 years. 

WHAT DO GRIZZLY BEARS EAT? 
Like humans, grizzlies are omnivores; they eat both plants and animals. They are also opportunists, taking advantage 
of foods available. Most of their diet is from vegetable material such as berries, roots and grasses, eating large 
quantities when foraging. They also scavenge meat from winter-killed animals, dig for rodents and eat termites, ants, 
grubs and other insects. They can be adept at fishing. They live off stored fat for several months during winter 
hibernation. 

DOES A BEAR KEEP OTHER BEARS OUT OF ITS RANGE? 
Grizzly bears are not territorial and home ranges of bears overlap. Each bear does have a "personal space" that it will 
not let another bear invade, and bears will defend a food source. 

HOW BIG IS A GRIZZLY'S HOME RANGE? 
That depends on sex and age of die animal and available habitat. Bears in habitat rich with berries and spawning 
fish, such as coastal Alaska, may use only a 5-square-mile area while bears in less productive habitat, such as the 
Yellowstone ecosystem, may need 800 square miles. Home range size has not been determined for bears in the North 
Cascades. 

HOW DANGEROUS ARE GRIZZLY BEARS? 
There are no records of attacks on humans in Washington. Grizzlies in other areas have been known to attack and 
injure or kill humans on rare occasions, usually when surprised or when defending their cubs. Since 1900 grizzlies 
have killed about 18 people in the continental United States. Compared to lightning, which killed 82 people in 
1988, or bee stings, kiling another 34, human deaths from grizzly bear attacks are rare. * There is some potential for 
grizzly-human encounters and care should always be taken to minimize potential for conflicts. 

CAN PEOPLE PLAY AND WORK IN GRIZZLY COUNTRY? 
In Yellowstone and Glacier national parks where many grizzlies live, there is heavy use by hikers and other 
recreationists in the backcountry. Local closure around specific sites do occur, however overall impacts to recreation 
are minimal. 

•U.S. Dept. of Health and Human Services, 1988. 
Adapted from a FACT SHEET available from U.S Fish and Wildlife Service, Washington Department of Wildlife, U.S. Forest 
Service, National Park Service, B.C. Ministry of the Environment 
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REVIEW 
To Mimic Nature — New Forestry in the Northwest 

[Excerpts from an article of this title by Richard Fairbanks, timber sale planner on Oregon's Willamette National 
Forest in the Juy/August 1992 Inner Voice, published bimonthly by The Forest Service Employees for Environmental 
Ethics (AFSEEE). For a one-year supporting membership and subscription, send $20.00 to AFSEEE, P.O. Box 
11615, Eugene, Oregon 97440. Contributions above the subscription price are tax-deductible under 501(c)(3).] 

. . . The term "New Forestry" has a number of definitions, yet all of them that I have heard assume that we will 
continue to extract commodities from our forests... the same paradigm found with "old forestry". I decided to ask 
people who recognize inherent problems with the traditional extraction-oriented methods to come up with a new 
definition for "New Forestry... ." Two basic principles emerged: 

(1) Observe the forest; understand the patterns of natural disturbance; and imitate those patterns. 
(2) Maintain the productive capability of the forest; live off the interest, avoid using the capital.... 
... Observation may lead away from timber harvest altogether in some situations. Many areas in the Northwest 

are so deficient in older forests that species dependent on late successional forests are in danger of extinction— 
. . . New Forestry projects should be planned at the local level, with a minimum interference from other layers in 

the organization. New Forestry must be focal forestry... 
. . . Cheap forestry allows soil to be lost or rendered nonproductive. In the trade we call it "K-Mart forestry" and 

even a Congressman - right off the plane from Indiana— can recognize it. It means muddy creeks and big nasty fires 
and blighted mill towns. 

. . . Exporting logs leaks raw material as well as skilled jobs.. . . If we have no raw material base we cannot 
practice New Forestry, we can only do no forestry. .. . 

. . . It is reasonable for the public to expect that public lands not be exploited to allow private forest owners to 
export their own logs to foreign markets. This is exactly what the Forest Service does when it sells logs to 
Weyerhaeuser. It is not possible to practice sustainable forestry with this hemorrhage of raw material— 

(ExcERPTEFfs NOTE: These few clips give the flavor of the article but only a small part of the substance. 
Subscribe. Read it all. After a survey of "Examples of New Forestry," the author concludes: 

The payoff for doing all this work? It probably comes down to new forestry or no forestry.") 
Reviewed by Harvey Manning 

AN IDEAL GIFT FOR FRIENDS OF THE NORTH CASCADES 
WHILE HELPING THE NORTH CASCADES FOUNDATION 

EDITOR'S NOTE Kristian Erickson, mountaineer artist, has offered to donate all retail profit on his North 
Cascades notecard sets to the North Cascades Foundation. His art can be found on page 22 of this issue, Magic Mountain 
from Sahale Arm , and in the June 1992 issue the reproduction, Jack Ml. from Devil's Dome, on page 5. These fine art 
reproductions of pen and ink drawings of mountain scenes (five of a kind, 10 in number, presented in a green and gold gift 
box), will make wonderful gifts. To help The Foundation, please order on the order form (or facsimile) below and he will 
return to The Foundation $4.00 for each box bought. 

prpsissewi* prints 
Price $10.00 

WA sales tax* 82 

Mailing cost 1. 50 

Total per set $12.32* 

Send your order to 

Kristian Erickson Fine Arts 

19629 Sunnyside Dr N, #N101 

Seattle WA 98133 (tel. 363 0380) 

Please send me 

or money order for $_ 

'Ship to 

boxed sets of Pipsissewa Prints. I enclose a check 

($12.32 per set). 

City_ State Zip 

Please use another sheet for additional addresses. 

*No sales tax for out-of-state orders. Out-of-state price: $11.50 per set. 
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