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"]&c P/vtitJ&ht'* fyfNwit Spring, 1998 

Readers of The Wild Cascades have seen in these pages a great many articles and 
notes about various situations in the Stehekin Valley. The problems there in recent 
years have been a continuing concern of the NCCC. 

Why are there so many problems? What are they? The road, the airstrip, river 
manipulation, firewood lots, etc., have been and continue to demand our scrutiny. But 
the root difficulty over the years has been the way the NPS deals with private land. 

Our park managers have tended to be intimidated by a small but vocal group of 
residents who want to see the community expand — as it indeed has, by a factor of 
three or four over the last 30 years despite the fact that the private land left is only 
about 400+ acres. A few poorly sited cabins are certainly not the end of the world 
but the long term and cumulative effects of a complete build-out of the remaining 
land will clearly create a Stehekin Valley very different from the one we know and 
which Congress sought to preserve in 1968. 

We have sometimes been asked why we expend so much of our energy on a small 
area of the Cascades when thousands of acres of wild lands are being systematically 
developed out of existence. Why not let Stehekin residents continue making their 
own mess? After all, the argument goes, they are the ones who have to live with it. 

I see two reasons for the NCCC to draw the line over the Stehekin Valley. The 
Valley is unique in the Cascades and perhaps the USA as a place not accessed by 
automobile yet permitting "civilized" visitors from the outside to enjoy the scenery, 
learn some of the history, and do a little recreating without damaging the environ
ment too much. 

The second, and I think perhaps the most important reason for our efforts would 
be, as they say, "for the principle." If someone like the NCCC is not willing to step 
up to the plate and demand that the National Park Service carry out the principles 
which the people of this country have understood the Park Service to stand for, then I 
expect the NPS will take the easy way out and hide behind expediency. 

Indeed, that is in fact being done. Having been the spearhead for the attainment 
of the North Cascades Act in 1968, the NCCC is assumed by the environmental 
community to be looking after the store in Stehekin, freeing allied groups to tend 
other business, of which there is more than plenty. We accept the responsibility and 
do our best, but we need support. The danger is the land managers at who we are 
pointing the finger can respond calmly, "That's just one finger. Nobody else seems 
concerned." To our allies and friends, I say "Climb on board. We need the company." 
We don't mind leading this trip in the North Cascades but our hiker friends need to 
remember what the Basic Climbing Courses teach about enthusiastic participation 
and share goals. 

If the North Cascades National Park will not aggressively manage and contain growth, 
the precedent could be set which would make it difficult for places like Yosemite to deal with 
the automobile. Land use and growth management issues in National Parks have much in 

Continued on page 4 
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ONF NEWS UPDATE 

Okanogan National Forest Cancels or Defers South 
Sawtooth Motorized Trail Project 

According to Forest Service News, 

Okanogan National Forest, Summer 1998, 

the Okanogan National Forest has cancelled 

or deferred the South Sawtooth trails 

project (previously listed as Bryan Butte 

ORV Trail), in the Methow Valley and 

Chelan Ranger Districts. The purpose of 

the project was to construct/re-construct 

trails and trail segments for motorized and 

non-motorized use. The project has been 

cancelled or delayed for a variety of reasons. 

President's 
M e S S a g e , continued 
common with urban areas or changing rural 

landscapes. Stehekin may not end up 

looking exactly like Winthrop or 

Leavenworth in 20 years but it will defi

nitely not be a unique little place you might 

want to visit for a day or two. 

What is important to me is not a few 

summer cabins but rather, where is the 

National Park Service going with the ideals 

which have been so popular with Americans 

that they have become a source of intense 

national pride and that have become on of 

our more important exports to the rest of 

the world. 

These trails are located in Gold Creek, 

Grade Creek, Prince Creek, and Safety 

Harbor Creek areas. See The Wild Cascades, 

Winter 1997-1998 issue, page 10, "South 

Sawtooth Tie-Trail." 

Non-Wilderness 
for Wheels 

In the publicity surrounding the recent 

National Wilderness Conference, the Puget 

Sound media recognized the Dark Divide 

and Kettle Range roadless areas as the two 

leading candidates to be the next federal 

wilderness areas designated in Washington 

State. 

Dark Divide is the largest unprotected 

roadless area in western Washington; its 

Quartz Creek valley has the largest unpro

tected stand of old growth forest in 

southwest Washington. For several years, a 

coalition of 12 pro-wilderness organizations 

has prosecuted a lawsuit to stop the Forest 

Service from developing Dark Divide as a 

motorcycle recreation area. One of the 

problems with motorized use is that the 

ridgetop trails are mountain goat summer 

range /lambing habitat (i.e., it's where the 

infant goats start out, or fail to), and for that 

reason the Forest Service's own biologists 

have recommended that the trails be closed 

to motorcycles. 

Here' s an excerpt about Dark Divide 

from John Zilly's new book, Mountain Bike! 

Southwest Washington, published by 

Sasquatch Books (1998). This is from Ride 

5, "Juniper Ridge Epic" on pp. 14-15: 

"If some have their way, much of this 

route would become the Dark Divide 

Wilderness. That would be a shame for 

mountain bicyclists because the Juniper 

Ridge trail is one of the most stunning high-

country trails in the south Cascades. A 

better solution would be a National 

Recreation Area designation, which would 

protect this wonderful area while allowing 

continued bicycle use." 

(Note: The author also ranks this trail 

as one of the most strenuous /difficult 

bicycle routes in the whole book. From this 

one could conclude that the trail is unlikely 

to ever get as much use from bicyclists as it 

gets from hikers, equestrians and motorcy

clists). 

—KARL FORSGAARD 

CHELAN RANGER DISTRICT 
SCHEDULE OF PROPOSED 
ACTIONS UPDATE 

Sawtooth Ridge 
Trail Project 

A portion of the original proposed 

action has been dropped. Consequently, the 

analysis under this title has been divided 

into separate project areas. The new project 

analysis on the Chelan Ranger District 

include: 1) Reconstruction of the trail over 

Horsehead Pass from Eagle Lake to Boiling 

Lake, and 2) Extension of the Summer 

Blossom hiker-only trail into the Lake 

Chelan Sawtooth Wilderness. 

Scoping Began 3/96 Contact: Margie 

Gromek (509) 682-2576 for Wenatchee 

project areas or Jim Archambeault ((509) 

997-2131 for Okanogan project areas. The 

environmental analysis work on these trail 

projects will begin Spring of 1999. 

Comments: Reconstruction of trail 

over Horsehead Pass from Eagle Lake to 

Boiling Lake will lead to increased motor

cycle access into a proposed addition to the 

Sawtooth Wilderness. 

There is nothing wrong with the 

Summer Blossom trail as it now stands. 
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Update on Logger's Point 
DAVE FLUHARTY 

So far, the condo-cabin development at 

Logger's Point is on hold while the National 

Park Service and the owner-developer, Mr. 

Stirrer, explore the possibility of a purchase 

or land exchange option for most of the site. 

As reported earlier, NCCC challenged the 

issuance of permits by Chelan County to the 

Logger's Point development. We argued that 

several significant aspects of the proposed 

development were in violation of the 

Shorelines Management Act. At the request 

of the developer and the National Park 

Service, NCCC agreed to delay the appeal 

before the Shorelines Hearings Board to 

allow these acquisition negotiations to 

proceed. 

Based on discussions with Mr. Stifter 

and the National Park Service itappears the 

major elements of the "deal" being discussed 

are as follows: 

1. Mr. Stifter would retain the land on 

the lakeside and plans to develop a personal 

residence on the site. 

2. The mountainside portion of the 

property would be sold or exchanged (or 

some combination) to the NPS for property 

near the Stehekin Valley Ranch and a parcel in 

a platted area near the bakery. 

3. The NPS says that it is placing 

covenants on the type ofbuildings that could 

be constructed on these sites as well as other 

unspecified measures to protect the land. 

Due to the proprietary nature of land 

acquisition the public is not involved in the 

negotiations. NCCC has made known to the 

NPS and Mr. Stifter its position: Logger's 

Point is needed for public access to the 

lakeshore; the proposed development would 

detract from the scenic values of the Stehekin 

Valley and have significant environmental 

consequences on the shore and hillside; 

NCCC favors fee simple purchase of the 

whole Logger's Point property; NCCC 

opposes land exchanges but recognizes the 

NPS has authority to pursue that option. 

Of course, the situation is much more 

complicated. The outcome is dependent 

on funds being appropriated by Congress 

for North Cascades land acquisition. The 

last appropriation to this area was about 

15 years ago. The NPS consideration of 

land exchange as part of the deal reflects 

the lack of funding as well as the request 

of the owner-developer to allow him to 

have alternate land in the Stehekin Valley. 

Right now, the properties are being 

appraised but which value should be used 

— the value as potentially developable 

land or the value of the land as undevel

opable? The NCCC shoreline appeal 

argues that the site cannot be developed as 

proposed and therefore the lower 

appraised value should be used. That 

makes for a very unstable bargaining 

environment. 

Horseshoe Basin Land Exchange 
DAVE FLUHARTY 

The good news is the last remaining 

mining property in Horseshoe Basin, North 

Cascades National Park is now in public 

hands. NCCC is pleased to see the resolu

tion of this long-standing "hole in the 

wilderness". Even though the property 

never had any real mineral value there was 

always the potential for such chicanery as 

the owner cutting trees or demanding road 

access through the Park. According to the 

NPS, pending legislation in Congress that 

allows development of roads through parks 

and designated Wilderness is in their minds, 

at least, a genuine threat. 

The bad news is the National Park 

Service decided it was unable to purchase 

the property on a fee simple basis, and felt it 

therefore was forced to negotiate an exchange 

for 5.5 acres of prime land adjacent to the 

Stehekin Valley Ranch. 

Why is this a bad deal? First, it appears 

to be true that the NPS lacks appropriate 

funding for fee simple purchase. Land and 

Water Conservation funds appropriations 

have ignored the North Cascades for 15 years. 

As a consequence, lands acquired by the NPS 

for public purposes are not permanently 

protected but may be traded away to private 

parties. Second, the owner of the 20.66-acre 

parcel obtains a highly developable site for 

private development and the public is not 

privy, until after the fact, of the terms of the 

deal. Yes, there is a certified appraisal and 

yes, NPS professionals are involved in the 

deal but this leaves a lot of uncertainty 

about the outcome. How much is the 

inaccessible Horseshoe Basin claim worth 

in comparison to 5.5 acres of prime land 

in the Stehekin Valley? How does the 

difference get paid? What are other 

elements of the deal? 

Third, the process of land exchange 

sets a precedent for other possible 

exchanges currently under discussion in 

the Stehekin Valley and elsewhere. This 

precedent-setting example is a major 

reason why the National Parks and 

Continued next page 
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Horseshoe 
Basin Land 
Exchange 
Continued from page 5 

Conservation Association joined NCCC in 

commenting on the Environmental 

Assessment for the proposed action. 

Two examples of how the land-

exchange process has been unsatisfactory 

are given as examples. For years, the 

rumored exchange has always referenced 

land upriver from the Stehekin Valley 

Ranch. The Land Protection Plan for 

LCNRA clearly maps the proposed 

exchange land there. The land actually 

exchanged is downstream of Stehekin 

Valley Ranch. The NPS informs NCCC that 

the maps and LPP information is only 

illustrative and that any suitable lands can 

be exchanged. That is definitely not the 

impression given us during the battle over 

the LPP as part of the General Manage

ment Planning process in 1985-1995. 

As a second example, what is allowed 

to be developed on the property? The 

Environmental Assessment reads "The 

primary use of the Stehekin Valley tract 

would be for a private residence and could 

include dining and lodging facilities for 

clients and limited general public use. 

Development of the Stehekin Valley tract 

would be limited through deed reservations 

and designation of 'no build' zones." What 

does that sound like to you? To NCCC 

reviewers it sounds like a large house used 

possibly in the fashion of a bed-and-

breakfast operation with a pumpshed, 

outbuilding for parking, storage, and 

firewood. Now we are informed (infor

mally) that this development could include 

a couple of cabins, a dining lodge, barn, 

etc. All of this, in the grand scheme of 

things, may turn out to be positive. Until 

the facts are known, NCCC remains 

skeptical, dissatisfied with the process, and 

concerned about what this approach 

promises for the future. 

IMBA Announces Its 
Position on Wilderness 

A speaker at the 1998 National 

Wilderness Conference (Seattle, May 29-

31) assessed obstacles to additions to the 

National Wilderness System. After review

ing Congress, the White House, and 

industry, he opined that the most formi

dable new threat is the bicycle, in the fat-

tire, knobby-tread, off-road species. 

However, to echo the truism that it's 

not guns that kill people, the bike is 

innocent of anti-wilderness-ism; it is an 

excellent travel device on the approptiate 

routes (SEE BELOW), to be praised rather 

than censured. Neither are bike-riders 

necessarily guilty. In fact, it has been 

estimated that most of the new converts to 

the fat-tire are members of organizations 

which firmly support proposals for new 

wilderness and are determined to stop any 

attempts to amend the Wilderness Act to 

permit wheels on trails. They value both 

museums and gymnasiums, know the 

difference between them, and viva la 

difference. 

The International Mountain Bicycling 

Association (IMBA) founded in 1988 has 

(so it says in its May 1998 Trails News) 

"123 industry members, 130 retail 

members, 12,500 individual members, and 

more than 300 affiliated mountain bike 

clubs representing 70,000 passionate 

mountain bikers." 

Nonprofit status makes donations to it 

tax-deductible. The annual memberships 

range from $15 for an IMBA-affiliated club 

member to $1000 for the "Singletrack 

Society "(25 members currently listed by 

name)" to "contact IMBA" for "industry." 

A staff (paid?) of 14 is based in Boulder 

and Crested Butte, Colorado. 

The stance of IMBA in regard to 

wilderness is expressed by an article in the 

May issue. In the following excerpts the 

reader will want to linger over, and 

ponder, what IMBA means by use of the 

word "appropriate." 

(From IMBA News) "IMBA announces 

its position on proposed Utah Wilderness... 

"The International Mountain Bicycling 

Association (IMBA) was recently invited to 

join the Utah Wilderness Coalition (UWC). 

". . .The IMBA board of directors 

voted not to join the UWC, but committed 

to work as a partner with the UWC to 

protect all the lands in their proposal, 

although not necessarily all as designated 

Wilderness. . . 

". . . IMBA's policy regarding Wilder

ness is as follows: 

" 1 . IMBA is committed to protecting 

wildlands and open space while allowing 

for appropriate bicycle access. 

2. IMBA . . . believes that additional 

Wilderness designations are warranted and 

will support these when appropriate. 

3. Bicyclists must be at the table when 

Wilderness decisions are being made. IMBA 

is committed to maintaining access to 

traditional and important bicycle trails 

through attention to Wilderness bound

aries. . . . 

4. IMBA is not advocating the 

introduction of mountain bikes in existing 

designated Wilderness areas. However, 

IMBA believes that bicyclists are appropri

ate, muscle-powered trail users that are 

compatible with the philosophy of the 

1964 Wilderness Act " 
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We see {Lake Chelan Mirror, August 

26, 1998) that the succession from the Old 

Lady of the Lake to the Fat Lady has 

culminated in the Lady Cat. "The 50mph 

craft will carry 49 passengers to Stehekin in 

1 hour 15 minutes including a stop at 

Field's Point. She is 51 feet in length and 

has a beam of 16 feet. She only draws 20 

inches." 

The vessel distinctly is not in the 

tradition dating to steamboats of the 19th 

century. This is a catamaran flaunting twin 

rooster tails. 

Those who have experienced 50mph 

on mountain waters, as in voyages on 

Krazy Kat, Himself at the wheel, up Ross 

Reservoir, can testify it is exciting. Waters 

that appear flat to the eye can give a 

"washboard" ride that requires passengers 

to reach for the "barf bags" that are routine 

on aircraft for use when CAT(clear-air 

turbulence) is encountered. Oust musing: 

CAT, Lady Cat. . .) Drift logs rush toward 

the prow at frightening speed. As for 

sinkers, wow-ee-ee — fail to make that 

last-minute right-angle swerve and 

$800,000 worth of plastic chunks is a-

flying through the air mingled with up to 

49 barf bags still attached to mouths. 

The jet skis of Chelan town surely will 

find the Cat's wake well worth the 

pilgrimage from Kansas. The effect of the 

rooster-tail on the shore perhaps has been 

considered, or perhaps not. How about 

the effect on the ears of hikers of the 

Lakeshore Trail of sound waves from the 

two 800hp Cat Marine engines? The two 

daily roundtrip voyages to and from 

Stehekin will provide ample opportunity 

for study of the environmental impact the 

season of 1999. 

The Mirror (September 2) tells us that 

after quick checkouts, the official inaugural 

voyage to Stehekin took place Thursday, 

August 27, passengers including House of 

Representatives Speaker Newt Gingrich, 

Washington State House Speaker Clyde 

Ballard, and their Republican entourage of 

the Western States Coalition, an organiza

tion that seeks to "heighten public aware

ness of . . . the threat to property rights." 

The announced plans for the Stehekin 

stay were to "visit Rainbow Falls and then 

return to Stehekin Lodge for a picnic lunch 

with local residents." The Mirror said 

"Gingrich and party will be discussing. . . 

the management of the Lake Chelan 

National Recreation Area." 

STEHEKIN 
GOSSIP 
COLUMN 

What did Speaker Gingrich learn in 

Stehekin? He was briefed by two famous 

figures of Valley myth, the U-Bote Com

mandant and The Professor. Just those two, 

apparently. There is no mention in the 

chatter we hear from the birds that the 

Park Service spoke (in public). 

The inspection tour went as far up the 

road as the Buckner Orchard. Lunch was 

eaten (or not?) at Rainbow. 

The story going around in the Valley is 

that the Speaker got off the Fast Lady and 

made a bee-line for the restroom, where he 

spent a half-hour closeted incommunicado. 

One assumes the Boat Company ran short 

of the number of barf bags required by 

Coast Guard regulations. 

Quotation from 

Edward 
Abbey 

One final paragraph of 
advice: Do not burn yourself 
out. Be as I am — a reluctant 
enthusiast... a part-time cru
sader, a half-hearted fanatic. 
Save the other half of yourself 
and your life for pleasure and 
adventure. It is not enough to 
fight for the land; it is even 
more important to enjoy it. 
While you still can. While i t 's 
still here. So get out there and 
hunt and fish and mess around 
with your friends, ramble out 
yonder and explore the forests, 
encounter the grizz, climb the 
mountains, bag the peaks, run 
the rivers, breathe deep of that 
yet sweet and lucid air, sit 
quiedy for a while and contem
plate the precious stillness, that 
lovely, mysterious and awe
some space. Enjoy yourself, 
keep your brain in your head 
and your head firmly attached 
to the body, the body active 
and alive, and I promise you 
this much: I promise you this 
one sweet victory over our 
enemies, over those desk 
bound people with their hearts 
in a safe deposit box and their 
eyes hypnotized by desk 
calculators. I promise you this: 
you will outlive the bastards. 

—EDWARD ABBEY 
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PETTY POLITICS OR PUBLIC MISINFORMATION? 
From Signpost, July 1998 
Letters to the editor page 

Jennifer Weldon Letter 

In a response to your guest editorial of 
April, 1998, by Carolyn McConnell, 
I'd like to clarify a few items and I'd 
like to correct quite a few items of 
misinformation. 

The North Cascades National Park 

Complex is made up of three distinct units, 

each with its own history and therefore its 

own rules and regulations. The largest unit 

is the North Cascades National Park, which 

is what most people call the "complex." 

But there are two other parts as well, the 

Ross Lake National Recreation Area on the 

US/Canadian border, and the Lake Chelan 

National Recreation Area, where the 

community of Stehekin is located. A 

Recreation Area allows for additional uses 

of the resources and additional users of the 

resources. There are no Wilderness-

designated areas within the recreation 

areas. And change does happen. 

Increased growth? Yes. The popula

tion has tripled to 80-90 residents, 

increased numbers of homes? Yes. Subdi

vision of existing private land has made it 

possible for more homes to be built. 

Government land has stayed in government 

hands. 

But what about this land swap? The 

land swap, between a valley resident and 

the government, involves a parcel of land 

within the North Cascades National Park 

above Cottonwood Camp (an old mining 

site) and a small parcel of land next to 

their property. This land swap would 

remove any threat of mining in the upper 

valley for the future. 

The condominium deal is with a 

completely different land owner and 

involves no land swap. This development, 

which would be on private property, is 

currently on hold pending additional 

reviews. 

Dangerous airport? Three crashes and 

five dead. A fire involving one-sixth of an 

acre and a few trees. Yes, it's dangerous, a 

flat, grassy airstrip with strong valley winds 

at times. But the airport is a state airport 

and can only be closed by the FAA. While 

the Park Service can provide input, just like 

the private pilots who use it, the decision 

to close it is the FAA's. 

Stehekin River manipulated? You bet < 

by Mother Nature. The Stehekin River is 

constantly creating new channels and 

eroding riverbanks. Many of these 

riverbanks are next to a home or a road. 

Repairs along the riverbank follow 

techniques used successfully in Europe for 

hundreds of years. All of the existing pieces 

of bank protection have been legally 

installed. All of the illegally placed pieces 

have been removed. The river continues to 

flow freely and with only small sections of 

riverbank protection. The Stehekin Valley 

Road is maintained for all the residents. 

Any washouts or repair is made to keep the 

road open for them. The road is paved to 

Harlequin Bridge and is graveled from 

there to Cottonwood Camp from a half-

acre gravel pit. The section above High 

Bridge is in North Cascades National Park, 

within Park-designated Wilderness. The 

road was established before the creation of 

the park for access to mining claims 

including the mine involved in the land 

swap. The road itself, as well as any other 

road or trails, are non-wilderness sections 

within the Wilderness. Make sense? Of 

course it does. Wilderness-designation 

disallows any building, any road, structure, 

etc. Trails, roads, trailheads, front-country 

campgrounds, backcountry shelters and 

ranger stations are all non-Wilderness 

items, within a Wilderness. This allows 

repairs to be made. The Stehekin Valley 

road is being repaired after a large washout 

in the winter of 1996-1997. Public 

meetings were held and public response 

asked for on alternatives to keeping the 

upper valley road open all the way to 

Cottonwood. The park hasn't refused to 

reconsider a new policy and the road still 

isn't open to Cottonwood. (An additional 

comment: Yosemite and Grand Canyon are 

considering and implementing shuttles in 

their parks. Mount Rainier National Park 

is considering it as well. But they are not 

closing their roads. The roads will still be 

there intruding on your wilderness 

experience.) 

And yes, trees are being cut in the 

complex. Forestry technicians are remov

ing stands of Douglas Fir and Ponderosa 

Pine trees infected with mistletoe, root rot 

or other diseases in an effort to mimic the 

role of fire which has been suppressed for 

over 100 years, create a firebreak for the 

valley floor and return the forest to a 

healthy stand of trees. The trees that are 

cut are available to the residents for a small 

fee per cord of wood. This aids in our 

brush removal and provides a needed fuel 

source for the valley. While the Stehekin 

valley faces increased numbers of residents 

and visitors, the Park Service is facing the 

challenge and working to keep it the 

special place that it is. Change is inevi

table, both by mankind and by Mother 

Nature, and the Park Service has re

sponded. The natural state of any national 

park is not static, and while not everyone 

agrees with what is being done, it is 

important to have the correct information. 

Ask questions, listen and understand the 

answers, seek out differing opinions and 

speak out!! 

JENNIFER WELDON SEASONAL FORESTRY 

TECHNICIAN NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL PARK 

Ramona Hammerly 
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C. McConneU's Reply letter 
Carolyn McConnell 
EO. Box 23 
Stehekin, WA 98852 

July 14, 1998 

Letters to the Editor 
Signpost 
1305 4th Avenue, Suite 512 
Seattle, WA 98101 

To the Editor: 

It is imperative that certain facts in 

Jennifer Weldon's (June 1998) response to 

my (April 1998) guest editorial be corrected. 

First, Weldon is wrong to state that the 

"Complex" refers to North Cascades 

National Park. 1968 legislation established 

the Complex as the park, two national 

recreation areas and the North Cascades 

Highway Corridor. Ross Lake National 

Recreation Area and the highway corridor 

were long planned; the Stehekin Valley 

(which hecame the Lake Chelan National 

Recreation Area) was until the last minute 

part of the park proper. A hasty compro

mise to allow hunting resulted in its being 

made a recreation area; as park officials 

acknowledged years ago, there is no legal 

difference between the park and Lake 

Chelan Recreation Area except the allow

ance of hunting in the recreation area. And, 

contrary to Weldon, most of the Lake 

Chelan National Recreation Area is federally 

designated wilderness (excluded is only the 

valley floor). 

Weldon's figures on the airstrip are also 

incorrect. There have indeed been three 

crashes in three years, which brings the 

number of crashes to six. If the rate of 

accidents and deaths per total landings at 

SeaTac were anywhere near as high as it is at 

the Stehekin airstrip, no one would fly to 

Seattle. Weldon fails to point out that the 

Stehekin airstrip is on federal land leased to 

the state of Washington. The fact that a few 

pilots are willing to risk their own lives is no 

justification for the NPS to continue to 

grant this lease. 

Weldon claims that government land 

has stayed in government hands. In fact, the 

Park Service provided five acres on which 

the Stehekin school was built, and it is in the 

process of exchanging developable valley 

land for inaccessible and economically 

worthless mineral property in Horseshoe 

Basin. 

More land is contemplated for 

exchanges with various owners in Stehekin, 

including one in which a developer is likely 
to be granted several prime parcels in 

exchange for cliffside property on which he 

threatens to build condominiums. Weldon 

would do well to talk to her colleagues in 

the National Park Service who know what is 

on the bargaining table. 

The main motivation for these dubious 

exchanges is Congress' failure for 15 years 

to allocate money for the Park Service to 

purchase property in the North Cascades. I 

urge readers to contact their senators to 

request that money for land purchase in 

Stehekin be allocated to the National Park 

Service. 

Bicycle and foot travel have worked 

well on the Stehekin road. If one tallies the 

costs of maintaining the upper Stehekin 

road, including all the engineering, bridge 

construction, material, personnel and patrol 

costs, we are looking at a bill of $2 to $3 

million dollars. This is what it costs to build 

a mile of interstate highway. How can that 

be justified? 

Weldon has not been around Stehekin 

long enough to know that the number of 

river control fixtures there has grown 

dramatically over the years and many are 

highly illegal. The worst case is the riprap 

on NPS land that occurred 10 years ago 

without permits of any kind. The Park 

Service took a full month to wise up to the 

dumptruck loads of rock being dumped on 

its banks. Weldon mentions that the Park 

Service is using river control techniques 

used "successfully" in Europe for hundreds 

of years; how many wild rivers does Europe 

have? Although the Park Service has 

recently become more sophisticated in its 

use of river manipulation technology, the 

question remains whether the Park Service 

has any business trying to corral the 

Stehekin River, rather than letting it follow 

natural processes. 

This is the real question that Weldon 

fails to consider: will the agency charged 

with protecting the North Cascades 

National Park Complex allow the same 

forces of growth and profit that hold sway 

elsewhere to destroy even our most 

spectacular publicly preserved areas? 

Sincerely, 

CAROLYN MCCONNELL 

Ramonu Hammerly 
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The History of Chopaka 
Several or so decades after Washington 

was granted statehood and, with it, 

devolvements from the federal domain for 

support of the common schools, somebody 

rechecked the arithmetic and found the state 

had not received its full entitlements. The 

federal domain having by then been so 

intricately privatized, the only availabilities 

for making up the difference were the 

National Forests. The state thus took the 

Pilchuck-Sultan area of Snoqualmie 

National Forest and the Loomis area of the 

Okanogan National Forest. 

In the 1930s the Forest Service 

established the North Cascades Primitive 

Area, which should have been and surely 

would have been extended to Chopaka had 

that vicinity still been part of the Okanogan. 

It's all one piece of country, a single 

ecosystem, and the eastern scarp of 

Chopaka Mountain is the awesomely 

dramatic terminus of the Cascades. Impor

tant as are the needs of the common 

schools, the logic of wilderness is infinitely 

more compelling here than the economic 

return from very marginal forests. 

In fart, not until the forest industry had 

just about liquidated the nation's inventory 

of truly valuable forests did either the Forest 

Service or the state give much thought to 

exploiting the trees, which in any event 

were largely scattered survivals of gigantic 

1920s fire storms plus the scrappy lodge-

pole pine grown up since. The cash cow of 

public lands dribbled a thin stream to the 

schools and the nation by providing 

provender to "hoofed locusts," as John 

Muir called sheep, and to God's factories 

for converting flowers into cow pies. 

To be ruefully truthful, West-Siders 

(including this writer), didn't really give a 

damn. Beyond the Cascade Crest there 

wasn't much happening except Lake Chelan 

and Stehekin, unless you count Chicago. 

Indeed, as the 1968 North Cascades Art was 

in the final grinding, we were amazed that 

wails arose from the Mysterious East of 

Tonasket and Oroville and the like, 

protesting that the legislation which was to 

convert the old North Cascades Primitive 

Area into the new Pasayten Wilderness 

omitted Horseshoe Basin. We were the 

more astounded that the wails came from 

members of the Sierra Club. There were, it 

was discovered, two in the Okanogan, and 

not city dudes retired on remittances, but 

actual ranchers, sons of the pioneers. 

Brock Evans, Northwest Representative 

of the Sierra Club, Federation of Western 

Outdoor Clubs, and the North Cascades 

Conservation Council, took it as his duty to 

visit these anomalous Sierra Clubbers. He 

walked into Horseshoe Basin and came back 

West raving. Thanks to Brock, and the (also 

anomalous) Superintendent of the 

Okanogan National Forest, Don Campbell, 

and those two Sierra Clubbers, Horseshoe 

Basin belatedly was written into the 

wilderness. 

The same local ranchers then intro

duced us to Chopaka Mountain. They told 

us how the local DNR manager defended 

himself, "Each year we only allow half the 

grass to be grazed," and they responded, 

"Yes, the half that shows." They told us 

how the Big Boys who had a monopoly on 

the state grass annually entertained the State 

Commissioner of Public Lands at a state-

owned cabin they had preempted as their 

private party place and "made sure that Bert 

got his deer." (This, it was alleged only half 

in jest, was done by tying it to a stake just 

outside the cabin door.) 

Before Brock set out for larger wars in 

Washington City, he and a band of us were 

conceiving a Washington State Wilderness 

System (See Winter 1997-1998 The Wild 

Cascades, "Washington Wilderness.") 

Chopaka Mountain was our highest priority, 

intended to be the flagship of the system, 

and so it goes, and so it goes — or did 

under the rule of OP King Cole. 

However, in 1980 the Merry Old Soul 

was expelled from office and succeeded by 

State Land Commissioner Brian Boyle and, 

after he retired, Commissioner Jennifer 

Belcher. In 1986 the legislature established 

a DNR system of Natural Resource 

Conservation Areas (NRCAs); there are 

now (1998) 24 of these, totaling more than 

50,000 acres managed under language less 

sonorous than Zahniser's but to much the 

same effect. 

A proposal by the DNR in the early 

1990s included Chopaka. I called Bob 

Rose, architect of much good done by the 

DNR in those years. "O frabjous day! 

Callooh! Callay!" I chortled in my joy. 

Joy ended as Bob informed me, 

"Chopaka didn't make the final cut." Why 

not? He didn't like to say. A small portion 

had gotten the nod as the Chopaka Natural 

Area Preserve, one of 45 NAPs in the state, 

"managed to avoid human impart on the 

elements they preserve." 

I know that NAP well. Ascend to the 

southern summit of Chopaka, through loose 

soils churned and pied, by skeletons of 

sagebrush poisoned to make more grass. 

Follow the ridge north — and enter a vast 

felsenmeer whose frost-wedged blocks 

forbid hooves and thus preserve the native 

plants. It is good, very good. But a long 

way from full justice. 

The 30,000 acres of Loomis State 

Forest presently proposed for transfer to a 

betterment of status could provide a step 

toward extension of the Pasayten Wilder

ness through a Chopaka Wilderness to the 

scarp. One step at a time. . . 
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The Privatization of All the Good Stuff 
Parliament passed 4000 Acts of 

Enclosure in the late 18th and early 

19th centuries. These only speeded 

up what had been going on, by force 

and cunning and the power of 

money, since the 13th century at 

least. The common land of a village, 

whether woodland, pasture, or arable 

farmed under the old open-field 

system, would become private 

property... The result was the 

enclosure of almost all the common 

land left in England. 

FROM THE ECOLOGY OF EDEN 

EVAN EISENBERG 

As the kleptocrats of Merrie Olde 
were completing the Norman Conquest, 
their American cousins were divvying up 
the spoils of their own conquest of 
indigenes, whose sorry remainder after 
the Age of Plagues was herded onto 
reservations to die at leisure, leaving 
wide-open to the new nation, conceived 
in liberty, such a wealth of commons (a 
commonwealth, as it were) as never, 
before or since, has fallen prey to a 
horde of (in Tennyson's phrase) apes 
and tigers. No need, in the New World, 
for thousands of piddling little Acts of 
Enclosure; in a few sessions of Congress 
the railroad land grants (most notorious, 
the Northern Pacific) privatized more 
acres than the entirety of the British 
Isles. 

The public gorge did finally rise at 
what Bernard De Voto called "The 
Great Barbecue." The insatiable appetite 
for more, always S'more, disgusted 
keepers of the White House, culminat
ing in the Roosevelt-Pinchot creation of 
the National Forest System, as we now 
know it. No sooner was this coup de 

main a done deed than an enraged 
Congress conspired with the 

Weyerhaeuser Gang to take back the 
victory; the U.S. Forest Service, to survive, 
adopted the Greeley Strategy of multiple-
use, under whose treaty terms the Service 
is permitted to exist if it yields up the 
Forest. 

Nevertheless, the flame never has 
been snuffed; within and without the 
Service defenders justify hopes that its 
soul may finally triumph over what 
Pinchot characterized as the most vicious 
band of thieves as ever infested the Earth. 
(No wonder he was denied, later in his 
career, the Republican nomination for the 
presidency.) 

Remember half a century ago, when 
many of us naifs believed the National 
Park Service came straight from the 
forehead of Deity and the big Smokey 
Bear hats were haloes? Those were the 
days, my friend, a pity they had to end. . . 

In fact, the essential Park Service soul 
is as saintly as ever we dreamed. In Park 
Service as in Forest Service, "ranger" 
remains as noble a calling as exists in our 
society, at the opposite pole from "land 
developer" or "investment banker" or 
"billionaire entrepreneur." 

Yet the free (sic) market espies 
opportunities in the museums of primitive 
America, and as the world gets more 
crowded no trove of riches is not coveted. 
To our sorrow, not every ranger of the 
Park Service works for the us of the U.S. 

What we see happening in Stehekin is 
happening throughout the National Park 
System. Privatization. In Yosemite Valley it 
takes the form of enhancing the grandeur 
of a tourist facility in order for the 
concessionaires, they of the bent noses, to 
regally house and wine and dine the regal 
moneybags, and of replacing a forest with 
a parking lot and a twisty old 1920s 
wagon road with a 2000-style speedway. 

— And in the Stehekin Valley? 
We've gone into all that, and will keep on 
going into it, until it is recognized far and 
wide that in this precinct of the National 
Park System the "invisible hand of the 
market is not some law of nature like 
gravity. It's simply human greed." 
(Thank you for the words, Sean 
Gonsalves.) In Stehekin that hand is not 
invisible, it's out in plain sight, and 
though most of those big Smokey Bear 
hats are indeed haloes, a few are NOT. 

—HARVEY MANNING 
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Jane and Grant McConnell 

My grandmother, ]ane Foster 

McConnell, lost her battle with 

.death this February 21, 1998. 

Until that moment, I would have placed my 

money against death — I wouldn't have bet 

against my grandmother in any contest 

where force of will counted. It was that will, 

that tremendous life force, along with a gift 

for storytelling, that made my grandmother 

the memorable person she was. She devoted 

both her energy and her storytelling to the 

North Cascades. 

Jane told the best stories I ever heard 

(they got better and better over time). In 

anothet culture she would have been the 

village storyteller, the holder of the 

community's oral memory. Many a time she 

coaxed me up hot and dusty trails by 

distracting me with new stories or new telling 

of old ones. In Stehekin, she taught me how 

to make bread, the dough left to rise in a 

warming oven on top of the wood stove in 

the kitchen or in the sun in the meadow in 

front of the cabin. She would take me down 

the road to visit and gossip with neighbors, 

took me fishing, and on hot days would take 

me down to the cool slough in the river to 

swim. 

In trying to write about Jane, it is 

difficult not to find oneself writing as much 

about Grant, the husband with whom she 

shared a life of passionate love. She shaped 

her life around his, assisted him relentlessly in 

his academic career as a political scientist, 

and made the mountains he loved her home. 

It is paradoxical in a eulogy of her to press an 

independent entity that she insistently denied 

in life. Yet that very insistence spoke loudly of 

the strongly independent character she was, 

despite the self-effacing ends to which she 

devoted herself. 

Jane was born in Minnesota, where her 

family suffered great financial reverses in 

1929. She graduated from St. Mary's Hall 

and was awarded a scholarship to Swarthmore 

College. Two years later, financial difficulties 

forced her to transfer to the Yale School of 

Nursing. She became a public health nurse and 

college nurse at Reed College, where she met 

her future husband when he broke his arm in 

a skiing accident. Despite being from the non-

mountainous Midwest, Jane soon became a 

remarkable mountaineer with at least one first 

ascent in the North Cascades to her credit. She 

served as a nurse in the London Blitz and as a 

Red Cross recruiter through most of World 

War II. 

The happiest time of her life was the 

three years she and Grant lived year-round in 

their cabin in Stehekin. There she gave birth 

to her daughter Ann (my mother). Her son 

Jim was born shortly thereafter. Jane and 

Grant brought their children, and then me, 

to Stehekin every summer. It was Jane who 

got me up my first mountains with her stories 

of the old Stehekin community, and it was 

she who showed me that friendships could be 

maintained in Stehekin despite drastic 

political diffetences. It was also she who first 

showed me citizen politics in action, and that 

they could be fun — she spent many sociable 

hours at the Stehekin boat dock collecting 

anti-James Watt signatutes. 

Jane played an important role in efforts 

that led to the cteation of the North 

Cascades National Park. She helped found 

the NCCC and over the decades hosted 

hundteds of strategizing sessions at her picnic 

table. Through her life she continued tireless 

efforts to protect wild lands, both in the 

North Cascades and elsewhere. She is now 

gone, but her tremendous energy still 

reverberates. 

CAROLYN MCCONNELL 

JUNE 1998 

What have you climbed?" asked Jane 

McConnell, entering in Stehekin Landing's 

famous pie cafe, the summer of 1955. 

Phil and Laura Zalesky and Polly Dyer 

replied, probably in unison. "We haven't 

been climbing — just backpacking east of 

the Cascade Crest to learn about its defacto 

wilderness." That, The Mountaineers were 

working on "wilderness" for Glacier Peak 

and environs and pretty much knew its 

western and northern surroundings, but not 

the east side. This was sort of a "study" 

backpacking trip. 

Jane McConnell immediately said they 

had been trying to keep the Stehekin valley 

from being logged — a real and major 

activity and continuing threat. Jane 

continued, saying that Phil, Laura, and Polly 

really needed to meet het husband, Gtant, 

but he was seven miles up the valley. 

The team of Jane and Gtant 

McConnell soon joined forces with the 

wilderness activists in The Mountaineers 

and in the Sierra Club. Polly, on her next 

trip to California, visited their Berkeley 

home. Immediately evident was that, 

indeed, this was a conservationist family. 

When introducing eight-year-old daughter, 

Ann, she was told that Mrs. Dyer and others 

wanted to protect the wilderness country 

she knew so well in the North Cascades, 

Ann responded, to the effect, "In that case, 

you are welcome in our home." 

Although Grant McConnell was a 

professor of Political Science, it was always 

very apparent that Jane McConnell, a nurse, 

was equally involved in their aims to stop 

loggin gin Stehkein, in the Agnes River 

valley, keep dams out of the Agnes Gorge, 

ake sure Cascade and Park Creek passes 

remained pristine or restored to that state 

after heavy hiker travel through them, and 

more. Grant's political science mind and 

education generated first-rate thoughts 

about achieving wilderness preservation in 

the public arena. 

In consultation with Jane, it was Grant 

who proposed a single-purpose group as the 

way to achieve a Glacier Peak Wilderness 

and a North Cascades National Park. The 

Mountaineers conservation leadership 

recognized this step was essential — to focus 

on the primary goal for securing permanent 

protection for Glacier Peak, the North 

Cascades, and the Stehekin valley. The new 

group would build on The Mountaineers' 

work of the 1950s, with members of its 

conservation committee continuing to be 

active both in the club as well as in a new 

organization. So — based on the advice of 

Jane and Grant McConnell, The Mountain

eers invited the northwest member clubs of 

the Federation of Western Outdoor Clubs to 

a meeting in Portland, Oregon, in the 

Mazama's clubroom, to form what became 

the North Cascades Conservation Council. 

The rest of the story is well known — the 

long continuing efforts leading to President 

Lyndon Johnson signing the North Cascades 

National Park Act in 1968. 

Thank you, Jane McConnell, who, 

with your husband, Grant, did so much to 

assure the wild country that you, that we all, 

cherish will be there for generations long 

after yours and ours. We continue your 

work, to finish those goals not quite yet 

gained. In your memory, they yet will be. 

POLLY DYER 

Sempervirens 
Fund 

Gifts may be made in Jane 

McConnell's name to the 

Sempervirens Fund which sponsors 

the planting of thousands of redwood 

seedlings as part of a forest restoration 

program in Redwood National Park, 

California. 

Funds which were given after 

Grant McConnell's death were 

sufficient to establish a grove in his 

name adjacent to Big Basin State Park, 

to Jane's immense gratification. 

The Sempervirens Fund has 

purchased threatened lands in the 

Santa Cruz Mountains, which have 

been transferred to Big Basin Red

woods, Butano, and Castle Rock State 

Patks. 

Contributions to Sempervirens 

Fund are tax-deductible. 

Sempervirens Fund 
Drawer BE 
Los Altos, CA 94023-4054 
(650) 968-4509 
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In Memoriam: Jane McConnell 

Phil Zalesky remembers this moment 

in the history of the North Cascades: 

"First meeting with Jane McConnell 

at Stehekin: Laura and I had invited Polly 

to see the Glacier Peak Area. We had hiked 

up past Lyman Lake, over Suiattle and 

Cloudy Passes, and spent the night in the 

late June snow short of Image Lake, 

dodging a mining helcopter. We then 

retraced our steps and went down Agnes 

Creek. We arrived at Stehekin and spent the 

night in the picnic area. In the meantime, 

Mrs. Rick Mack from Yakima was at the 

McConnell's where the discussion had been 

heavy on what to do about saving the 

Stehekin valley and preventing logging up 

the Agnes River. Jane and Rick came down 

to meet the Lady of the Lake. Rick greeted 

Polly, called Jane McConnell over, and 

introduced us. They informed us that Grant 

had a facial skin rash and did not want to 

leave the cabin and come to the landing. 

While at the home of Grant and Jane in 

California, Grant and Polly decided to get a 

group of Sierra Club people together at her 

home in Auburn. Not being a Sierra Club 

member, I was not present. It was at this 

meeting that at Grant's urging a strategy was 

made to form a single-issue conservation 

group. Patrick had gone there feeling as I 

did that The Mountaineers Conservation 

Committee was doing just fine. He came 

back convinced otherwise in favor of a 

single-issue conservation organization. 

Whether they had decided at that meeting 

that the object was a national park, I do not 

know. I was not aware of those plans if that 

was what they were thinking. They asked 

me, nevertheless, to become the president of 

any new group. I agreed. 

Our problems with the Regional Office 

of the Forest Service were immense on the 

issue of Glacier Peak. Moreover, some 

prominent conservation leaders had been 

op-opted. President Chet Powell of The 

Mountaineers sent out the letter to conser

vationists in the Portland and Eugene areas 

and the Praters in Ellensburg. We went to 

The 
People 
Who 

Created 
the NCCC 

Portland to meet with Regional Forester J. 

Herbert Stone knowing full well that we 

could not shake him or his bureaucrats from 

their opposition to a Glacier Peak Wilder

ness Area. I do not believe that it was an 

invitation to FWOC members to come to 

the meeting, primarily because of the co-

opted conservationist leader who had been 

co-opted . The conservationists present, by 

pre-arrangement, were asked to adjourn 

from the regional office to the Mazama 

Clubrooms. Those who were not Moun

taineers were surprised when we told them 

what we planned. We then hauled out a set 

of by-laws prepared by those of us in The 

Mountaineers, voted on them, elected 

officers, and a board. We excluded Dave 

Brower because at the time we in The 

Mountaineers felt the organization should 

not have a professional conservationist on 

the board. We voted him in before the year 

was out. Grant was not included either, for 

what reason I do not remember. That was 

the beginning of NCCC as my memory 

serves me. 

Yes, there was some opposition to a 

Sierra Club chapter in the N.W My 

recollection was that the biggest opponent 

was Leo Gallagher. Yet when the organiza

tion formed, Leo joined. When a N.W 

Conservation Representative was hired, Leo 

paid half the salary, sending the money 

through the Sierra Club. Mike McCloskey 

was the first hired. 

If there was a proposal by Grant to go 

for a Glacier Peak Wilderness Area and at 

the same time a separate national park, I 

was first aware of it when Brower sent a 

letter to Patrick (the Sierra Club brother

hood connection again) suggesting that I 

should not be working as a seasonal ranger 

in a national park. It was the next year with 

Patrick as president that Dave Brower, 

acting on Grant's suggestion, proposed a 

park to the NCCC Board. I had not 

considered it a serious question up to that 

point because a I recall it had been barely 

mentioned and not previously brought up at 

board meetings. One of our directors 

resigned because she felt the Sierra Club had 

preempted The Mountaineers on a major 

conservation issue. I considered resigning 

too, and putting conservation activity 

behind me. However, I changed my mind, 

and here I still am. 

—PHIL ZALESKY 
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Silence and Ouiet Use 
In her article, "Silence and Quiet 

Use," published in the Spring 1998 
Wild Earth, Jean Smith begins: 

In the "Gift of Silence" (Wild 
Earth, Fall 1997), Anne LaBastille said 
that we need silence, for it evokes 
"feelings of solitude, contemplation, 
and creativity. Silence reminds humans 
of our proper place in the larger 
scheme of things." She lamented the 
passing of silence as cars, power tools, 
airplanes, jet-skis, and snowmobiles 
propagate their noise presence into 
every corner of the world. 

I join in her lament. After hiking 
seven miles in the Great Sand Dunes 
Wilderness this past summer, I was 
startled by a helicopter coming out of 
Medano Canyon. It flew down the 
creek at treetop level, and the assault 
lingered long after it was gone. Even 
the Wilderness is not immune from the 
racket of industrial humanity. The 
silence, to say nothing of the land 
itself, is breached more often and 
further into the interior than one 
would have imagined possible 20 years 
ago. Moreover, these biologically 
important lower elevations are a 
critical component of future habitat 
reserves. 

Ms. LaBastille said, "There is no 
Citizens Group to Save Silence." But, 
says Ms. Smith, "I have good news for 
her: there is such a group! They call 
themselves the Quiet Use Coalition, 
and they promote the designation of 
Quiet Use Zones in the Upper Arkan
sas Valley of Colorado." 

Ms. Smith cites the potential for 
the Quiet Use proposal for the 
Kreuzer-Princeton area of the Upper 
Arkansas Valley: Closing one 4WD 

road in the western portion of the 
area would recover more than 2000 
acres for non-motorized use. Closing 
a motorized trail in the south-central 
portion would reconnect parcels of 
14,000 and 20,000 acres. 

Says Ms. Smith: "Quiet Use 
Zones, even though not based on 
strict biological criteria, could be one 
method of creating the functional 
equivalent of buffers or compatible 
use zones that will protect the interior 
habitat of core reserves. 

"Equally important, the Quiet 
Use concept touches the depths of the 
human experience of wildness, the 
need for solitude, and the longing to 
have the silence broken only by 
chickadees, water rushing over rocks, 
or the almost imperceptible rustle of a 
black bear as she fades into a ravine." 

Any North Cascades activists 
interested in developing Quiet Use 
proposals for our own bioregion may 
contact: Quiet Use Coalition POB 
164 Buena Vista, CO 81211 e-mail: 
jetchalk@chafee.net 
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Grazing in the Pasayten— Its Impact 
on Wildlife and Vegetation 
MARK GLYDE, FIELD 

RESEARCHER. WITH 

ASSISTANCE FROM KEVIN 

HERRICK 

[Part Two of a three-
part NCCC field 
study funded by The 
Mountaineers 
Foundation in 1995] 

EDITOR'S NOTE: 
This is the secod part 
of a three-part study 
of grazing in the 
Pasayten. Part One 
(The Wild Cascades, 
Winter 1997-1998, 
covered USFS 
management history 
and impacts on 
hikers; Part Two, in 
this issue, covers 
wildlife and 
vegetation; Part Three ^^^_^^^_ t ___ 
will cover water 
impacts - costs, AFSEEE research, more 
Pasayten letters. (Summer-Fall Issue, The 
Wild Cascades) 

Travelers of Pasayten meadows should 

be immersed in flowers. However, they 

walk through compacted soils and vegeta

tive clumping caused by domestic animals 

that travel in large herds or flocks and are 

held longer in an area than free-roaming 

wildlife. Repeated grazing of certain areas 

by cows and sheep can alter the general 

makeup of a plant community through 

consumption of preferred vegetation, 

leaving other vegetation unaffected. 

It is easy to see the effect sheep have 

had on Horseshoe Basin by comparison of 

the vegetative cover of the Basin and other 

smaller meadows observable on the hike in 

from Iron Gate. The vegetative cover is 

thinner and the lower density of flowering 

plants is striking. Overgrazing creates a 

substrate for weeds, displacing native plants. 

Grazing may be destroying some sensitive 

Horseshoe Basin — The Pasayten Wilderness 

—HARVEY MANNING PHOTO 

plant species before their distributions are 

documented. The following 11 plant 

species found in Horseshoe Basin are listed 

as Proposed Threatened, Endangered and 

Sensitive Species (ONFP FEIS III - 66): 

Agoseris elata 

Botrychium minganense 

Botrychium pinnatum 

Carex atrata erecta 

Carex paupercula 

Carex scirpoidea scirpoidea 

Carex scopulorum prionophylla 

Draba aurea 

Potentilla nivea 

Sanicula marilandica 

Saxifraga debilis 

Sheep, called hoofed locusts by John 

Muir, have a tendency to eat plants down to 

their roots, often pulling up entire plants. 

Sheep bedding sites are heavily impacted, 

and are almost completely dominated by 

grasses as a result. Areas around rock 

outcroppings where the sheep like to sleep 

have been eroded 

down to the soil. 

Whether a hiker 

sees livestock or not, 

the flowers and 

grasses seen are not 

those that might be 

found if grazing were 

curtailed. Evidence of 

this difference can be 

found in spots such as 

a clearing halfway up 

to Horseshoe Basin 

where Indian 

Paintbrush mix with 

grasses and forbes in a 

rich meadow that is 

likely grazed only 

briefly as livestock are 

being herded up or 

down the valley. 

NCCC hikers also 

found a small meadow in the Horseshoe 

Basin area that was surrounded by a fairly 

dense stand of trees. The grass was thick. 

Some deer pellets were scattered about. No 

signs of cows or sheep were noticed during 

an hour-long lunch and nap break. This 

experience is only one anecdote, but does 

suggest that grazing may be having a very 

significant impact on what hikers see and 

don't see in the Pasayten. 

Wildlife 

With the relative variety and abundance 

of food, the Pasayten should be able to 

support significant numbers of its native 

wildlife populations. Unfortunately, the 

evidence suggests that grazing has displaced 

or helped to displace many of the Pasayten's 

large mammals. The evidence is still 

fragmented. But the pieces do suggest that 

wildlife is losing to grazing in the Pasayten. 

Wildlife — Historic Sightings and Activities 

Establishing historic baseline data and 
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Wildlife — Historic Sightings and Activi

ties 

Establishing historic baseline data and 

conditions previous to grazing will never 

be an easy task. However, anecdotes and 

present knowledge of what constitutes 

good habitat for certain species suggest that 

the Pasayten used to be much richer in 

wildlife, but that it was heavily impacted 

even in the early part of this century Three 

species have been documented in anec

dotes: 

Loss of Deer Habitat: 

There were almost no deer in 1918. I 

saw my first deer in 1922 after 

spending 4 summers in the basin 

(Smith). 

Presence and Eradication of Wolf: 

In the late teens there was only one 

"white coyote" or "lone wolf" seen in 

the basin. He was killed at Lone Wolf 

Camp by Ody Brooks in 1921. . . After 

the 1929 and 1930 fires, the coyote 

were a real problem for the sheep man 

(Smith). 

Presence and Eradication of Bear: 

Bear Trap Camp on the Tungsten Mine 

trail was named for the wooden bear 

trap in the timber there. Paul Louden 

reported seeing it first about 1908 

(Smith). 

Until the 1960s, little thought was 

given to protecting animals seen as 

predators. Even in Yellowstone National 

Park the government worked to eradicate 

or reduce the number of animals that 

preyed on deer and elk. As a grazing area 

in the late 1800s and early 1900s, the 

Pasayten likely lost a great deal of wildlife 

in an effort to feed herders and protect 

livestock. 

Present Wildlife Issues: 

Okanogan National Forest managers 

are aware of wildlife issues and there is 

good reason to support them and urge 

them to continue to collect information 

that could lead to wildlife recovery and 

enhancement in the Pasayten. Below we 

briefly describe three situations that 

illustrate some of the wildlife issues the 

Okanogan National Forest is grappling 

Sheep grazing the PCT, Harts Pass. 

—MARY LOU KRAUSE PHOTO 

with. 

The Okanogan National Forest Plan 

FEIS Appendix G-19 states: Segments 

1 and 2 and that portion of Segment 3 

upstream from Andrews Creek (much 

of which lies within the Wilderness 

boundary and all of which is in very 

close proximity to the Coleman Ridge 

Unit of the Remmel Allotment) 

provides important hiding and 

denning habitat for the largest 

concentration of lynx in the lower 48 

states. 

The grizzly bear is a threatened 

wildlife species. National Forest 

System land along Segments 1 through 

3 is part of an evaluation to determine 

the status of the grizzly bear popula

tion. The evaluation will also 

determine if suitable habitat is present 

to support a grizzly bear population. 

The gray wolf is an endangered 

wildlife species. Gray wolf sightings 

have been reported and recorded by 

the Forest Service in the general 

vicinity, but no verified sightings 

recorded. 

NCCC was not able to collect specific 

documentation on deer populations, but 

there is a good deal of speculation that 

livestock elbow out deer. Given the size 

and richness of the Pasayten, this could be 

a premier deer viewing area. It is interest

ing to note that livestock exit dates from 

the Pasayten immediately preceded the 

opening of fall hunting season. This 

arrangement is likely set up to protect cows 

from hunters. But it may also keep hunters 

from looking out on livestock munching on 

forage while they wonder where all the 

deer are. 

Potential for Recovery 

As one of the largest roadless areas in 

Washington, the Pasayten presents a 

magnificent opportunity to recover native 

species. As part of larger network of 

protected areas in the U.S. and Canada, 

recovery in the Pasayten might not take as 

much work as might be needed in more 

isolated protected areas. Some of the most 

significant action might be to just give 

wildlife adequate space and protection. As 

an example, wolves may be attempting to 

repopulate in the Pasayten. Overwhelming 

scientific evidence has not been collected 

yet, but anecdotes suggest the Pasayten may 

be a prime recovery area. 

"An important wildife sighting was 
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reported by a hunter. He saw a large 

wolf at Snowsled Camp 9/16/91 at 

about 9:30 a.m. He described it as 

grayish black in color, 85-90 lbs. It 

came out of the trees at him to within 

80' and barked and barked and 

growled at him. He shouted at the 

wolf and when he departed it followed 

him for about 200 yards. The night 

before they had heard them (they had 

heard more than one) howling." (Don 

Rees « Range Conservationist 9/16/91 

Hotseshoe Basin Report) 

Grazing — An Obstacle to Recovery 

Livestock operations are businesses. 

The assets are live animals. Thus to lose a 

cow or sheep does cause a financial loss. 

Any business deals with potential risk and 

loss. But in the case of grazing, the business 

owners shoot this form of risk. 

A page in the annual management plan 

for the Horseshoe Basin and S&G Allot

ment outlines how wildlife conflicts are 

handled. The heart of the matter is found 

in paragraph three including: 

If a permitee or representative 

observes wildife except, Federal and/or 

State listed Threatened and Endan

gered species, killing, injuring and/or 

constituting a significant and imminent 

thteat to livestock. Then the following 

action is expected and/or requested. 

— The permitee or representative is 

authorized to kill the offending 

animals(s). 

— In situations involving Threatened 

or Endangered species the permitee 

shall not kill or injure any animals 

involved but shall notify the Washing

ton Department of Wildlife or the 

District Wildlife Agent who shall take 

appropriate steps to prevent additional 

conflicts involving the T&E species 

and domestic stock. 

These directions sound reasonable. 

However, what matters is what happens in 

the field. As part of NCCC's field 

investigations, we collected comments from 

hikers in Pasayten. One interview, 

confirmed by a single letter, brought to 

light a shocking story from one hiker. (See 

The Wild Cascades, "Grazing in the 

Sheep wallow in creek — Pasayten Wilderness 

—KEVIN HERICK PHOTO 

Pasayten," Winter issue 1997-1998.) 

"A Mexican national (a herder) in his 

early 30s, revealed a shocking piece of 

information that we found incredibly 

indicting against his employer: he said 

he had been offered $100 for each 

cougar he killed, $80 for each bear, 

and $60 for each coyote." (Steve 

Moines letter) 

Though the gentleman's language 

skills may have prevented him from fully 

explaining his employer's proposition, the 

killing of wildlife in the Pasayten is 

probably not being handled as well as the 

regulations suggest. 

Guns in the wilderness also give 

herders the opportunity to shoot near or 

toward predators without killing them, but 

the impact on Pasayten wildlife population 

can be the same. Wildlife will not stay 

where it is not safe. In a 1994 trip to the 

Pasayten, NCCC staff person Kevin 

Herrick heard multiple rifle shots in the 

Remmell Allotment area. Whether target 

practice or shooting near large mammals, 

this activity degrades habitat and reduces 

the possibility that hikers will see native 

Pasayten wildlife. It also causes severe 

noise disturbance in an otherwise quiet and 

peaceful wilderness area. 

Overall Impact on Hikers 

The presence of livestock reduces 

wildlife viewing opportunities by displac

ing native ungulates such as deer, and 

driving off animals such a grizzly and black 

bear, wolf, coyote, lynx and cougar, which 

require large areas of undisturbed habitat, a 

crucial quality that wilderness designation 

is supposed to provide. 

A question one might ponder while 

hiking is, "What is the impact of the 

Remmel and Horseshoe Basin allotments, 

which essentially surround the upper 

Chewuch River, on these wildlife popula

tions or potential populations?" The close 

proximity of the Horseshoe and Remmel 

allotments to the Upper Chewuch River is 

undoubtedly affecting local wildlife 

populations. The Forest Service should be 

pressed to pursue this and other questions. 
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Oval Lake —Chelan Saivtooths —LARRY HANSEN PHOTO 

Sheep Encounters on the Chelan Summit Trail 
—from the Journal of Marty Hansen, 1983 

It was the last week of July, 1983 and 

four of us (2 couples) were traveling north 

on the Chelan Summit Trail. Skies were 

clear, temperatures were warm, and the 

wild flower gardens were at their peak of 

blooming. Mule Shoe Camp, just south of 

the East Fork Fish Creek, would be home 

for nights 3 and 4 on this 9-day backpack. 

At 6700 feet, the camp was surrounded by 

lush alpine meadows and meandering 

streams. Upon returning to camp after 

explorations on day 4, we were surprised 

to see a large flock of sheep grazing in the 

meadows on the slopes above and a large 

canvas shelter erected near our camp. A 

Basque sheepherder and 2 dogs were 

nearby, and mules grazed in the meadow 

close to our tents. We were a little 

disappointed to have to share our private 

camp with such an entourage but thought 

little of its implications that day. On day 5 

our journey continued north along the 

Summit Trail to Twin Springs Camp at 3.5 

miles. We were eager to reach Tuckaway 

Lake, another 0.5 mile on a spur trail and 

home for the next 2 nights. The summer 

before, we had looked down on the tiny 

lake from the top of Gray Peak. It was 

appropriately named, a lovely tarn tucked 

in the cirque below the Sawtooth Ridge. 

As we approached Tuckaway, it rapidly 

became apparent that the sheep had 

recently been here. Most of the vegetation 

was gone — hoof prints and droppings 

were seen all along and through the outlet 

stream. Arriving at the lake, we were awed 

by the devastation. Almost all the area 

surrounding the lake and on the small ridge 

above it was a sea of brown- the ground 

had been trampled and appeared to have 

been rototilled. The meadows were gone. 

Sheep droppings were everywhere and the 

noxious odor overpowering. Only a small 

area of green remained along one part of 

the lakeshore. The ground there was wet 

and marshy, apparently not to the sheep's 

liking. Later I explored that area and found 

many shooting star, pedicularis, bog orchid, 

swamp laurel and other species in bloom. 

We searched and finally found marginally 

acceptable tent sites high above the lake. 

On day 6 our explorations took us to Gray 

Peak and West Oval Lake, and on day 7 we 

traveled north again to Lake Juanita and 

finally to Stehekin on day 9, after a long 

descent. We saw no more evidence of the 

grazing sheep along the Summit Trail. Later 

we learned that sheep are permitted to 

graze in this pristine land every 2nd or 3rd 

year. Also, the outlet stream from 

Tuckaway Lake flows into the Fish Creek 

drainage and then into Lake Chelan. 
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The Fresno Bee, Wednesday, October 14, 1998 

Judge blocks lodge project in Yosemite 
Work is in legal limbo until lawsuit is resolved 

BY MIKE LEWIS 

BEE CAPITOL BUREAU. 

A federal judge on Tuesday granted the 
Sierra Club's request to block new construc
tion at Yosemite Lodge until remaining legal 
questions are resolved. 

The 24-page decision by District Court 
Judge Charles R. Breyer pushes back 
restoration plans for the flood-damaged 
lodge at least seven months and likely will 
leave the lodge operating at a reduced 
capacity for the 1999 summer tourism 
season. 

In granting the preliminary injunction, 
Breyer noted that the National Park Service 
"failed to formally consider the cumulative 
impact" of the so-called Lodge Plan, along 
with other ongoing Yosemite Valley projects, 
as required under the National Environmen
tal Policy Act. 

Yosemite National Park officials 
declined to comment, saying they had not 
yet read the decision. They said they 
planned to issue a statement today. 

The injunction leaves the Lodge Plan in 
legal limbo until the courts resolve the Sierra 
Club's lawsluit over the project. The suit 
asserts that Yosemite planners circumvented 
the Environmental Policy Act when they 
studied and approved the plan without 
public comment or impact studies. 

A trial likely won't begin until Decem
ber or January of next year, lawyers said. 
The Sierra Club sought the preliminary 
injunction to stop the initial, pre-winter 
phase of construction that was scheduled to 
begin immediately and continue while the 
case was being heard. 

The Lodge Plan calls for 248 motel 
rooms, 96 cottage rooms, 60 cabins with 
baths, a new road and parking areas in the 
Merced River flood plain near the lodge. 
Yosemite planners pushed through the plan 
after the 1997 Merced River floods did 
extensive damage to Yosemite Valley. 

In response to the floods, park 
administrators at times have elected to not 
rebuild what the river took out, such as 

valley campsites. In other cases, they have 
attempted to replace or repair damaged 
structures by building new ones farther 
from the river. This was the case with 
Yosemite Lodge. 

In his ruling, Breyer criticized the 
National Park Service for failing to consider 
alternatives for the disputed project and for 
not following its own guidelines that 
require environmental impact statements. 

Sierra Club lawyer Julia Olson said the 
club is pleased with the preliminary victory 
because if the lawsuit is successful, it would 
eventually force the Park Service to more 
carefully plan and publicly air such projects 
before approving them. 

"The park service was trying to use the 
flooding as an excuse to not go through the 
proper channels and to avoid public 

scrutiny," she said. 

Park service lawyers were unavailable 
to comment. During a hearing before 
Breyer, they defended the Lodge Plan, 
saying that because the park was simply 
replacing existing structures « even while 
relocating them « it brought no new 
environmental impact and no need for new 
studies. 

The case took an odd turn early on 
when Breyer delayed an initial hearing so he 
could hike in the park and examine the 
proposed building site himself. Olson said 
having Breyer see the area made a differ
ence. 

"I think that it did help," she said. 

TRAILS OF 
DESTRUCTION 
Trails of Destruction: How Off-
Road Vehicles Gain Access and 
Funding on Public Lands 

A Report by Friends of the Earth 
and Wildlands Center for Preventing 
Roads Supported by Biodiversity Legal 
Foundation, Earth Island Institute, 
National Parks and Conservation 
Association, Predator Project, Southern 
Utah Wilderness Alliance, Southern 
Rockies Ecosystem Project, Washington 
Trails Association, Western Ancient 
Forest Campaign, and Wild Wilderness 
30 pages, 125 photos (of destruction by 
destroyers) 

The report is free via the Internet. 
Point your web browser to www.foe.org 

For print copies, send $10 (includes 
shipping charges) to Friends of the Earth 
1025 Vermont Avenue NW, Suite 300 
Washington D.C. 20005 

Continued on page 23 
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WHERE ARE THEY NOW? 

The North Cascades National Park has 

had six (6) superintendents since its creation 

in 1968. On a scale of 1 to 10, two of these 

men were up there high enough to at least 

now and then clang the bell and win a cigar, 

two were summarized by the nickname 

(shared) "Zero," and two didn't (don't) rate 

that high. One of these was John Reynolds. 

Where is he now? Why, he has been 

promoted to Western Regional Director of 

the National Park Service. As such, he 

(together with Bruce Babbit, Secretary of the 

Interior, Robert Stanton, head of the NPS, 

and Stan Albright, Superintendent of 

Yosemite National Park) is being sued by the 

Sierra Club, which seeks a preliminary 

injunction to stop (1) a new 50-acre parking 

lot in Yosemite Valley; (2) widening of the 

valley highway to accommodate the big 

articulated buses; and (3) remodeling of the 

lodge to a luxury far out of harmony with 

the past of the lodge and the park. 

Plaintiffs (which include a local 

environmental group) assert the proposal 

conflicts with the park plan currently being 

developed, violates the Wild and Scenic 

Rivers Art; and violates NEPA. And does 

THIS sound familiar to those who recall 

Reynolds' tenure as head of the North 

Cascades National Park? THE NPS FAILED 

TO PREPARE AN EIS. 

The local group backing the Sierra 

Club action includes the former head ranger 

of Yosemite National Park and the ranger 

formerly in charge of the park's wilderness 

areas. 

The buzz is that the current concession

aire of Yosemite Park is Delaware North, 

that the head of this outfit is a buddy of 

Secretary Babbit, who is said to aspire to be 

on the ticket with Al Gore come 2000, and 

that Delaware North money comes from 

activities where many of the participants 

have bent noses. 

The further buzz is that every national 

park superintendent in the system is 

carefully watching the episode. 

So, they say, is Dave Brower. 

Wilderness as a Form of Land Use 
ALDO LEOPOLD 

Digging through the files of The Moun

taineers, Stella Degenhardt came across 

interesting correspondence between Irving 

Clark Sr. and Edmund Meany, president 

of the club. Recognizing its value in 

casting light on the philosophical evolu

tion of the "conservation" (then a new 

term, only recently invented by Gifford 

Pinchot) spirit of club leaders, she passed 

the letters along to Phil Zalesky, together 

with an article published in the October, 

1925 issue of The Journal of Land and 

Public Utility Economics. 

The author of the article, Aldo Leopold, 

had been fresh out of Yale when he joined 

— or perhaps better say, enlisted in — the 

Forest Service in 1909, at the height of its 

heroic age. Starting as an enthusiastically 

orthodox Pinchot utilitarian, in 1924 he 

warned that "The existence of a wilder

ness-recreation famine has emerged as an 

incontrovertible fart," and with the 

encouragement of Arthur Carhart, a 

landscape architect known in the Service 

fondly (or not?) as "the beauty engineer" 

for his preaching of the wilderness gospel, 

succeeded in convincing his Regional 

Forester in Arizona, where he had been 

posted, to set aside the Gila Wilderness 

Area, first unit of that designation in 

history. In 1929, at the urging of Leopold 

and company, the Forest Service adopted 

Regulation L-20, providing for the setting 

aside of "primitive areas," forerunner of the 

"wilderness areas" authorized by the U 

regulations of 1939. 

At the time of his writing the article, 

Leopold thus was hot at work in enlarging, 

if not capturing, the soul of the Forest 

Service. It didn't come easy. Pinchot's 

immediate successor as Chief Forester spent 

his term, 1910 to 1920, in the trenches 

defending the very existence of the Forest 

Service. His successor, William B. Greeley, 

won that war by the policy of 

"Greeleyism," characterized as "the 

lumbermen leading the Forest Service by 

the hand." When he resigned, it was to 

become Secretary Manager of the West 

Coast Lumberman's Association! As for 

the conservation spirit of leaders of The 

Mountaineers, Greeley so conned them as 

to be made an honorary member of the 

club! 

In his campaigning, Leopold widely 

distributed his 1925 article, in 1928 

sending copies to President Meany (who 

"enjoyed it very much" and " took it with 

me to the last meeting of the Trustees"), to 

the club's Committee on National Parks, 

and most significantly, to Irving Clark Sr. 

When a history of conservation activity by 

and in The Mountaineers is written, 

Clark's presence will be a dominating one 

in the period until, in the 1930s, he lost 

patience with the Meany-led club and 

transferred his efforts to the Wilderness 

Continued next page 
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Society (as a director), the Democratic 

Party, and Olympic Park Associates. He is 

most famous for his role in obtaining the 

Olympic National Park. However, in 

1926, and again in 1929, he asked the 

Forest Service hard questions about its 

intentions in the North Cascades and was 

handed a platter of the double-talk and 

outright lies which were a hallmark of 

"Greeleeyism." 

The excerpts here illustrate the thinking of 

the man who ultimately quit the Forest 

Service, disillusioned, for a career in 

academia, and is perhaps chiefly honored 

now for his posthumous book, Sand 

County Almanac, which may be said to 

have been the founding Declaration and 

Constitution of the Age of Ecology. 

— H.M. 

I submit that the wilderness is a parallel 

case. The parallelism is not yet generally 

recognized because we do not yet conceive 

of the wilderness environment as a 

resource. The accessible supply has 

heretofor been unlimited, like the supply of 

air-power, or tide-power, or sunsets, and we 

do not recognize anything as a resource 

until the demand becomes commensurable 

with the supply. 

Now after three centuries of overabun

dance, and before we have even realized 

that we are dealing with a non-

reproduceable resource, we have come to 

the end of our pioneer environment and are 

about to push its remnants into the Pacific. 

For it may, in fact, be said that, coupled 

with the character of our racial stock, it is 

the very stuff America is made of. Shall we 

now exterminate this thing that made us 

American? 

park with only swings and trapezes, or the 

children to a park with only benches, or the 

motorists a park with only bridle paths, as to 

ask the wilderness recreationists to endorse a 

universal priority for motor roads. Yet that is 

what our land plans — or rather lack of them 

— are now doing; and so sacred is our 

dogma of "development" that there is no 

effective protest... 

Surely the wilderness is one of the most 

valuable of these resources, and surely the 

building of unproductive roads in the wrong 

places at public expense is one of the least 

valuable of industries. If we are unable to 

steer the Juggernaut of our own prosperity, 

then surely there is an impotencein in our 

vaunted Americanism that augurs ill for our 

future. The self-directed evolution of 

rational beings does not apply to us until we 

become collectively as well as individually, 

rational and self-directing. 

From the earliest times one of the principal 

criteria of civilization has been the ability to 

conquer the wilderness and convert it to 

economic use. To deny validity of this 

criterion would be to deny history. But 

because the conquest of wilderness has 

produced beneficial reactions on social, 

political, and economic development, we 

have set up, more or less unconsciously, the 

converse assumption that the ultimate 

social, political, and economic development 

will be produced by conquering the 

wilderness entirely — that is, by eliminating 

it from our environment. 

My purposes is to challenge the validity of 

such an assumption and to show how it is 

inconsistent with certain cultural ideals which 

we regard as most distinctly American... 

... (But) in the public park movement the 

adjustment is between an economic use, on 

the one hand, and a purely social use on the 

other. Yet, after a century of actual 

experience, even the most rigid economic 

determinists have ceased to challenge the 

wisdom of a reasonable reversal of eco

nomic tendency in favor of public parks. 

... There is little question that many of the 

attributes most distinctive of America and 

Americans are the impress of the wilderness 

and the life that accompanied it. If we have 

any such thing as an American culture (and I 

think we have), its distinguishing marks are a 

certain vigorous individualism combined 

with ability to organize a certain intellectual 

curiosity bent to practical ends, lack of 

subservience to stiff social forms, and an 

intolerance of drones, all of which are the 

distinctive characteristics of successful 

pioneers. These, if anything, are the 

indigenous part of our Americanism, the 

qualities that set it apart as a new rather than 

an imitative contribution to civilization... 

To be sure, to the extent that the motor-

tourist business is the cause of invasion of 

these wilderness playgrounds, one kind of 

recreation use is merely substituted for 

another. But this substitution is a vitally 

serious matter from the point of view of 

good balance. It is just as unwise to devote 

100 percent of the recreational resources of 

our public parks and forests to motorists as it 

would be to devote 100 percent of our city 

parks to merry-go-rounds. It would be just 

as unreasonable to ask the aged to endorse a 

Wilderness as a form of land-use is, of 

course, premised on a qualitative conception 

of progress. It is premised on the assump

tion that enlarging the range of individual 

experience is as important as enlarging the 

number of individuals; that the expansion of 

commerce is a means, not an end; that the 

environment of the American pioneers had 

values of its own, and was not merely a 

punishment which they endured in order 

that we might ride in motors. It is premise 

on the assumption that the rocks and rills 

and templed hills of this America are 

something more than economic materials, 

and should not be dedicated exclusively to 

economic use. 

The vanguard of American thought on the use 

of land has already recognized all this, in 

theory. Are we too poor in spirit, in pocket, 

or in idle acres to recognize it likewise in fact? 
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Continued from Page 20 

Destruction! 

The cover photo shows a forest trail in the 

background, several hikers ambling afoot — 

and blatantly in the foreground, a helmeted 

motorcyclist going so fast the wheels spin in a 

blur. Destruction! 

Chapter 1, "Environmental Concerns," is a 

primer on impacts by ORVs on soils, vegeta

tion, water, wildlife; special attention is paid to 

ecosystems at particular risk — deserts, coastal 

environments and dunes, alpine tundra. 

Chapter 2, "Taxpayers Subsidize ORV 

Activities," dissects the nefarious Symms Act, 

which funds trails in a 3CM0-30 split: 30% for 

non-motorized trails, 30% for ORVs, and 40% 

for "multiple-use" trails —which are, as we all 

know, "functionally ORV trails, "so that 

70% of the federal funds are for trail 

destruction. 

Chapter 3, "Gaining Access," tells 

how the ORV lobby has managed in a 

period of governmental belt-tightening to 

gain increased funding for ORV trails by 

artfully inventing an entirely new concept, 

"multiple-use trail," disguising its wolf in 

sheep's clothing and thereby hornswog-

gling Congress and legislatures and 

capturing the Forest Service and BLM. 

These are the players: The fronts are 

the American Motorcyclist Association, 

Blue Ribbon Coalition, and American 

Recreation Coalition; the funders are 

Chevron, Exxon, American Petroleum, 

Suzuki, Yamaha, Marathon, Kawasaki, 

Honda, and Walt Disney. (How do you 

like your stablemates, Mickey Mouse?) 

Chapter 4, "Recommendations," 

outlines a six-step battle plan. 

The Appendices give the text of 

Executive Order 11644, issued by 

President Nixon, February 8, 1972, and 

Executive Order 11989, by President 

Carter, May 24, 1977, both of which have 

the full force of law, both of which 

vigorously restrict ORVs, and both of 

. which are routinely and shamelessly 

flouted by the U.S. Forest Service. 

Every hiker/horse rider, every 

supporter of quiet wildlands, should get 

this report and join the ATTACK. 

Take that, and that, and 
that, Mickey Mouse! 
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A BURMA SHAVE 
SLOGAN 

You get the "view" 
We get the spoils 

We silt the streams 
We wreck the soils 

We strip the slopes 
That once were treed 
We serve relentless 

corporate greed Dedicated to Plum Creek 
Timber Company 

—thanks to Laurene McLane 
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