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The Wild Cascades 

PRESIDENTS MESSAGE 
DAVID F L U H A R T Y 

Many of you have been following news reports about Ancient Forests on federal 
lands. You cannot help but notice the parallel debate on State and private 
forestery practices. The North Cascades Conservation Council was recently 
asked to comment on the proposed 10-year agreement between the Washington 
Department of Natural Resources, private forest owners, the tribes, and 
environmental groups. This President's Message constitutes the NCCC 
perspective. The NCCC supports the concept of "Roundtable" discussions to 
develop a better understanding of the issues and potential solutions by the 
NCCC, on principle, does not support the idea of binding agreements involving 
environmental groups. Why? Read on. 

First, some background. Forest practices on State and private lands have long 
been contentious issues. With the accelerated cutting on these lands, brought 
on by high timber prices, the inadequancies of these regulations became 
blatantly apparent in the loss of wildlife habitat (especially for fish), the 
reduction in watershed values, and the decline in visual quality. Protection 
of these public values was not happening. 

The most telling statistics that illustrates this are that only 5.9% of all 
private and state forest lands in Washington have trees older than 80 years 
growing on them. Trees less than 50 years old cover 75.6% of these lands. We 
have transformed the earth. Now it must be restored. 

With leadership from DNR a process was initiated to develop new approaches to 
correcting the failures. Over a period of several years of dedicated effort 
by all parties an agreement on how these lands will be managed has been worked 
out. 

What does the agreement say? (a copy can be obtained by calling DNR, 753-
5330). It is difficult to characterize the agreement briefly. In essence, it 
provides for a 10-year commitment to support (1) limits on the rate of harvest 
by watershed and landowner, (2) retention of a portion (10%) of the land in 
any ownership in older age classes of trees, (3) a requirement that some snags 
or trees be left standing for wildlife benefits, (4) the establishment of a 
process for monitoring and adjustment at various points in time, and (5) a 
commitment by all parties to support new relative legislative proposals and 
State funding. 

Sound good to you? Well, it is good - it should have been done years ago. 
Information about the problems and solutions has been available for a long 
time. Forest professionals and environmental groups have been advocating 
adoption and implementation of the much needed corrective solutions. This 
process is an important step in reaching the goal of ecosystem-based forest 
management. The NCCC supports the agreed upon measures. 

Why not sign the agreement? The NCCC regards the role of environmental 
organizations to be one of advocating the protection of naturally functioning 
ecosystems and public resources (fish, birds, water, air), first and the 
conservation management of exploited ecosystems, second. We do our best to 
encourage these propositions. We are not landowners or land managers. Our 
role is to encourage the managers to do their job properly and to be critical 
when their efforts fall short. We belong at the table to learn, to educate, 
and to devise workable solutions but we should not be so presumptious as to 
sign-off on the environment. Only Mother Nature can do that by affirming the 
success of management measures that restore and maintain the abundance of fish 
in streams, wildlife on the land, fertile soils on the slopes, and a diverse 
forest for recreation and commercial use. this is a philosophical position 
about the way we interact with the land. It is about a "civilization that can 
live fully and creatively together with wilderness" (Gary Snyder, "The 
Practice of the Wild", North Point Press, 1990). 
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FEAR AND LOATHING 
ON LAKE CHELAN 

IRATE BIRDWATCHER 

Stehekin, yes, it is in great danger and it is up to us (not Chelan County, 
not the Stehekin "community," not even, without the massive backbone implant 
we are in process of supplying medically-legally, the National Park Service) 
to do the saving. 

The soul of the National Park Service, yes, it is walking in the valley of the 
shadow and it is up to us to help the good people in the NPS wrestle with the 
Devil and win through to glory. 

But — what about Lake Chelan? 

We perilously debark from the Fat Lady, as used to be our wont from the Old 
Lady, or, in season, the Speedway, at Prince Creek. (A stop that will not be 
on the schedule of the brandnew Fast Lady, scheduled to provide service at 
twice the ticket cost of the Fat Lady, which is pricey enough, but keep your 
lifejacket buckled because if the craft hits a sinker at that speed it will 
explode as if hit by a kamikaze.) Between Prince Creek and Stehekin we hikers 
pass a dozen or so lakeshore cabins, but we don't see them from the Lakeshore 
Trail, well up in the woods. Two roads are crossed, both short and deadend, 
one south of Moore, used by a single vehicle to bring in wood for a single 
stove, the other at Moore, connecting to a hobby orchard up on the hill and 
rarely traveled by any vehicle whatsoever. Even the structures of Meadow 
Creek Lodge can scarcely be glimpsed from the trail. Prince Creek to 
Stehekin, 1 1/2 days on the trail for the average hiker, 5 days for me on my 
most recent trip, camping at a number of luscious spots I had long coveted. 
Wilderness days. Not a single blot on the escutcheon. 

Until ... 

It was with horror that I found a house -- not a cabin, but a house, a very 
large house -- constructed exactly and precisely beside the trail. In its 
proper place, a handsome house. By the trail, however, an obscenity. 

How could this happen? The property is "private", a tract stolen from the 
public domain in the era of the Great Barbecue. The Chelan County government 
(which is not for sale -- they give it away) granted a permit for a "family 
dwelling". 

Bad enough. But now we see advertised "Flick Creek House ... sleeps ten ... 
2-1/2 miles downlake from Stehekin ... Baths... fishing boat ... motorboat 
transportation provided ... magnificent views and sunsets ..." -- Is it the 
case that a "family dwelling" can be converted to a commercial resort without 
any public discussion? In Chelan County, you betcha. 
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The National Park Service is relocating the Lakeshore Trail onto federal 
lands. Is that the sole option? I suggest two others: (1) Since the trail 
has been on that route for something like a century, the law of the land 
decrees the trail is permanently open to the public, the public cannot be 
expelled from that route; (2) Since the trail is a gem in the American 
Heritage, it should not be despoiled by the "Stehekin Heritage", the property 
should be condemned, Flick Creek House ripped up by the roots, and trees 
planted on the site. 

This will be done because it must be done. But it will not be done right 
away. The National Park Service still is in the process of receiving that 
backbone implant. Chelan County government still has half a century to go to 
catch up with modern times. Meanwhile we will exploit Flick Creek House as 
the monstrosity that spurs us to a new level of outrage, a new burst of 
creative anger 

If Flick Creek House can be permitted, what about Weaver Point, at the head of 
the lake, the alluvial fan of Four Mile Creek, also private? Private lands at 
Moore Point, Meadow Creek, Rex Creek, Pioneer Creek? As I voyage the lake I 
see these shore properties as they could become -- as they will become if we 
don't get in gear -- in the next decade. At present the passenger on the Lady 
has the impression of entering wilderness at Twenty Five Mile Creek and 
remaining there all the way to Stehekin, with few and mainly minor 
interruptions. It truly is wilderness, now. But the same sort of speculators 
and frontiersmen who are trying to turn profits in the Stehekin Valley will be 
working the scene down the lake, aided and abetted by confederates in Chelan 
County government and cooperating muddleheads in the U.S. Congress. The same 
National Park Service and U.S. Forest Service which have done next to nothing 
to address the future of upper Lake Chelan will be averting their gaze. 

Stehekin must be saved, and now. That will require that the Stehekin Vally be 
placed in the North Cascades National Park. In addition the National Park 
must be extened downlake to Safety Harbor Creek on one shore and Twenty Five 
Mile Creek on the other. That's not the end of the operation, of course. We 
still will have to take care of that NPS spine problem. 
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LOG THE 
WHITECHUCK ? 

NEVER! 
In the summer of 1989 several N3C members observed recent logging bordering the south side 
of the road, downstream from the bridge across the Whitechuck River. Noting this observation, 
the N3C inquired in the fall ( October 23 ) of the Forest Service as to its current and future plans 
for its management of the Whitechuck Valley. 

Darrington District Ranger, Fred M° Harnish, replied ( November 7 ) by describing the observed 
logging and specifying the timber sales ( Hurry-on Salvage, Dead Duck, and Bench Thin ) that 
were planned on the Darrington District for the next five years, through 1994. He stated that 
" No other sales are planned during the next five years in the White Chuck Valley". 

The next summer ( July 9, 1990 ) District Ranger Harnish notified R.J . Brooks ( an N3C Board 
member ; the N3C organization was not similarly notified ) of five proposed timber sales ( Deer 
Thin, Dubor Thin, French Thin, Wishbone Area, and Hel-lo 12 ) on the Darrington District. 
Harnish described these projects as including "a variety of prescriptions ranging from thinnings 
to clear cuts, which should result in more standing green trees and snags being left in the 
harvested areas than have been left in the past. This, we feel, will add to greater biological 
diversification in these areas and be more visually pleasing to most people" 

The proposed Hel-lo 12 sale was described as "Analysis area is located in the Whitechuck 
River Valley in portions of sections 17,18,19,20,21,28, and 29 T31N, R12E, WM, on approx
imately 1,320 acres with a mixture of tree species 200 + years of age. The area includes douglas 
fir and red cedar on the lower to mid-elevation slopes of Meadow Mountain Western hemlock, 
pacific silver fir, and red cedar tree species are located in the plateau area between Camp 
Creek and the Whitechuck River on the south side of the r iver ." 

Special issues identified were : (1) Will the scenic quality be adversely affected as viewed from 
the Whitechuck Road ( Forest Service Road # 23 ) and Meadow Mountain Trail? (2) Can the south 
side of the Whitechuck River be protected / preserved following timber harvesting? ( 3 ) How 
will we protect the prosed Wild and Scenic River corridor along the Whitechuck River ? 

N3C President Dave Fluharty then responded ( August 4 ) to District Ranger Harnish and the 
Mt. Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest Supervisor as well to all members of the Washington 
State Congressional Delegation by indicating that " NCCC is unalterably opposed to logging on 
the upper reaches of the Whitechuck River ( Hel-lo 12 ). These unlogged and unroaded portions, 
particularly on the south side of the Whitechuck River should not be logged but added to the 
immediately adjacent Glacier Peak Wilderness Area. This has been the position of NCCC and other 
conservation organizations since 1957". 

The N3C's opposition was echoed by: 
The Mountaineers - "We believe that it is likely that additional areas of the White Chuck Valley 
will be given Wilderness designation in the future, and that is a high priority with The Mountaineers 
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and many other conservation organizations . The White Chuck Valley is one of the most heavily 
travelled recreation areas in the State of Washington, including many out of state visitors who come 
to enjoy the Glacier Peak Wilderness". 

Washington Wilderness Coalition - "Congress must be permitted more time to study this sale and 
an environmental assessment of proposed logging must be made before any sale or cutting". 

Greater Ecosystem Alliance - "The White Chuck comprises a vital link between the protected 
highlands of Glacier Peak Wilderness Area / North Cascades National Park and the Sauk lowlands. 
The Sauk is the major potential north-south corridor in the North Cascades. Because of the 
precipitous east-west ridge systems of the range, many wildlife species are inhibited from 
traveling ( migrating or dispersing ) along the north-south gradient. This means that valleys 
along this orientation, such as the Sauk, may serve as the major "arteries" for species 
distribution along the Cascades". 

J.W. & M.M- Miller - "We have watched with dismay over the past 30 years as timber sales 
and the subsequent clear-cuts have steadily marched up this magnificent west-side valley- Now, 
at a time when the national consensus is to preserve as much as possible of the remnants of our 
Pacific Northwest ancient forests, it is disturbing to see their de jura stewards, the U.S. Forest 
Service, taking this irrevocable and destructive act"-

M. Bardslev - "This area is probably the most heavily used gateway to the Glacier Peak 
Wilderness. It is inconceivable that you would perform a logging sale of this magnitude here, 
especially right up to the Wilderness boundary." 

H- Manning - "The mind is boggled by the fact that the U.S. Forest Service is still trying to 
"liquidate the inventory" in the Whitechuck River Valley- The bullheadedness of the Forest 
Service in the 1950's, in the Whitechuck and companion valleys, directly led to creation of the 
North Cascades National Park.Cancel the sale- Give Congress time to add these unique 
alluvial-terrace ancient forests to the Glacier Peak Wilderness". 
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Darrington District Ranger Harnish again wrote to R . J . Brooks (note that again N3C was not 
similarly notified ) that "After reviewing the initial field analysis and the comments received 
from many of you, I have decided to drop from further planning for timber harvest at this 
time, the area in HEL-LO 12, located on the south side of the White Chuck River. The analysis on 
on the north side will concentrate on areas close to areas that have been harvested in the past 
and located within Management Area 2B (middle ground ) of the Forest Land Management Plan". 

While the public outcry over further logging in the Whiechuck Valley caused the Forest Service 
to blink momentarily the threat still remains unless we can secure Wilderness, National Park, 
or Ecosystem protection for this remarkable valley in its entirity right down to its confluence 
with the Sauk River. A not insignificant arrow in the Forest Service's quiver, however, is that 
the entire Whitechuck Valley was excluded as a Spotted Owl Habitat Conservation Area, and thus 
does not have to be avoided for further timber sales. 

Logging in the Whitechuck Valley remains a major threat in the North Cascades and reclaiming 
the entire Whitechuck Valley is a major challenge in the North Cascades. 
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AFOOT IN A MAELSTROM 
OF ROLLING TOADS 

IRATE BIRDWATCHER 

Remember the 1950s, when we snickered at 
the first machine on our trails, the 
silly little Merrypacker? The 1960s, 
when we chortled at the self-conscious 
Mighty Nimrods perched atop their 
kiddycar-like Tote Gotes? The 1970s, 
when we strangled on laughter gone sour 
as the legions of Hondas, Yamahas, 
Kawasaki's, and Kamikazes came swarming 
from the Land of the Rising Sun? 
Remember how the Japanese-Yankee 
mechanics spewed a flood of ingenuities, 
each novelty embrached by drooling louts 
with no pupils in their eyes, yelping 
"ya-hoo!"? The snowmobile, the TV, the 
ORV, the swamp bjggy, the dune buggy, 
the jet ski, the helicopter, the 
motorized kite? 

Remember the movie cartoon version of 
Wind in the Willows? The infantile, 
insane glee of Mr. Toad (of Toad Hall)? 

What's next? The all-terrain 
rollerskate? The jet-propelled pogo 
stick? We bipods in a nation of maniac 
Toads can be certain that every new 
absurdity, every new obscenity, will be 
exuberantly promoted by a new industry 
of Toad-toadies. We further can be sure 
that the muddle-heads who define 
democracy as multiple-use will shrug 
shoulders and say, "If it feels good, do 
it." We begin to see the bright side of 
nuclear war. 

In order that the Japanese should not 
gain full credit for promoting 
"situational ethics" on the land, a 
dozen-odd years ago Californians 
invented a new vehicle specifically for 
the purpose of raising hell on Mt. 
Tamalpais. They called it the "mountain 
bike". 

Let it be noted that the new species of 
bicycle has great virtues and is not in 
itself a hellion. ("Guns don't kill 
people. People kill people — with 
guns.") By far the major use is in 
urban areas, where curbs must be hopped 
and garbage ridden over, things that 
would compoundly fracture the elegantly 

fragile "pavement bikes" that have been 
the fad for a quarter-century or so. 
The second-greatest use is on ill-
maintained, rude roads which are only 
Dossible on a vehicle with a tough frame 
and fat tires. Were the new machine 
promoted as a "backroad bike" and used 
as such there would be no complaint, 
only praise. Unfortunately, compounding 
the evil done by "mountain bike", the 
alternative term is "all-terrain bike", 
and we see it on television beer 
commercials replacing the motorized 
dirtbike, plummeting down alpine 
meadows, splashing through creeks. 
Another vicious substitute is 
"backcountry bike", an announcement that 
the terrain formerly the domain of the 
hiker and the horse has company. 

The new bikes have become the top-
sellers, relegating the "skinny tires" 
to a distant second. The new industry 
has generated a corps of fulltime 
promoters, an outpouring of magazines 
and books. Bicycle shops are rejoicing 
in the cash bonanza and stand ever-ready 
to inform curious customers where to 
ride. As opposition to the invasion on 
foot trails has risen, they have 
organized lobbying groups which are 
exerting strong pressure on Congress, 
state legislatures and agencies, and 
governments and park departments of 
cities and counties. 

Tragically, the pressure groups have 
succeeded in some most unlikely 
places. The most environmentally 
sensitive and active outdoor outfitter 
in the world is Recreational Equipment 
Inc. But REI board meetings always have 
industry lobbyists in attendance, 
pressing their claims. The REI bicycle 
department has been captured by the new 
vehicle. A bitter civil war rages 
between the promoters and the leaders of 
REI who for many years have exhibited 
more care for the land than for profit, 
who have refused to carry merchanidse 
that is not oriented to "muscle-powered" 
forms of travel, but now are confused by 
emergence of a vehicle which 
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demonstrably is land-damaging yet is not 
powered by gasoline. They have failed 
to confront the harsh reality of 
"gravity power".. When it is brought to 
REI's attention that their chief 
competitor, L.L. Bean, advertises the 
bike without the term "mountain" and 
endorses its use for country roads, no 
mention of trails, REI took no notice. 

--And what ancient and honorable 
organization famed as a friend of the 
land is telling "mountain bikers" where 
to ride? No less than The Mountaineers, 
whose book-publishing program was 
established (by this here Birdwatcher 
and comrades) as an aid in protecting 
the land, but now, under the direction 
of managers who like to describe 
themselves as "professionals", has 
issued a series of books which (1) 
flagrantly say "mountain bike", because 
that's the hot-seller; and (2) 
outrageously refer readers to foot 
trails. The higher echelons of The 
Mountaineers, the Board of Trustees, are 
totally cowed by the "professionals", 
who refuse to cease and desist on the 
grounds that the "books make a lot of 
money". 

The New Bikers fall into three groups: 

(1) Easy (Urban) Riders, who employ the 
wheels to squeeze through cracks in the 
gridlock and to go jaunting on bike 
paths and quiet residential streets. 
God bless every one. 

(2) Easy (Country) Riders, who have been 
put off by the limited range of the 
"skinny tires" and enjoy the sturdiness 
of the "fat tires" on back roads, gravel 
roads, logging roads. May their tribe 
increase. 

(3) Bombers. This group may be divided 
in two: 

a) Nice youngsters ignorant of trail 
country, attracted by the thrill of high 
speed, who go where the bike shops tell 
them. 

b) Thugs and bullies who enjoy the 
thrill of the speed, the rough-and-
tumble — and also the pleasure of 
scaring the hell out of hikers 
"brushing" them on steep trails, racing 
through puddles to splash mud, shouting 
threats and obscenities. 

The bike flakes claim the Bombers are a 
small minority and their excesses can be 
curbed by teaching them good manners. A 
nice thought, but false. First,.type 3-
b never will be educated except by the 
police and hiker/horse vigilantes. 
Second, type 3-a may come to realize 
that bombing cannot coexist with hiking 
and horse-riding, but will then be in a 
quandary. Should they respect the 
rights of others? To do so they must 
give up bombing. But bombing is so much 
fun! 

In regard to the promise of education, 
neither can it do much about promoting 
the happy togetherness of Easy Riders 
and hikers. A hiker's pace is 1-3 miles 
per hour. The slowest a bike can go 
and stay erect is twice that. -- And 
the Easiest of Riders is going to do 10-
15 mph on occasion. 

The needed educational program must be 
directed at REI, the Mountaineers, and 
public agencies, slow to recognize that 
although bicyclists long have been 
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honored as Good Guys, the same could be 
said of Dr. Jekyll. Several points must 
be made: 

1) Though bicycles are not motor-
powered, on bombing runs they are 
gravity-powered, and that is very 
different from being muscle-powered. 
Gravity is natural but not always 
benign, as witness falling rocks and 
avalanches. 

2) Put bicycles on the narrow, twisty, 
steep paths that constitute the bulk of 
foot trails and the feet will be driven 
away. The fact has been abundantly made 
on trails of, for example, Wenatchee 
National Forest, where the dirtbike has 
converted vast areas of hiking terrain 
to machine terrain. To tell hikers, 
"You folks are welcome, too -- don't 
mind those machines," is to exhibit the 
sort of mind largely confined to the 
U.S. Forest Service and the Washington 
State Interagency Committee for Outdoor 
Recreation. 

3) The trails are not empty, with 
abundant space for a new use. The 
trails are fuller by the year, and 
though they have room for 
intensification of established uses, 
such as hiking and riding horses, they 
have no room for a new, highly space-
consumptive use. 

4) If it is argued that the new use 
"has its rights", that it's not fair to 
"kick the bikes off the trails", is it 
then fair to kick the hikers off the 
trails, to eliminate the established use 
in favor of the new? 

5) Though there is the possibility of 
the "multi-use trail", where the width 
is great and the sightlines long, no 
single-tack hiker trail can be made 
multi-use. Introduce bikes and becomes 
single-use — for bicycles. If there 
are to be single-track trails for 
bicycles (and that is by no means 
certainly desirable) they must be new 
trails. 

If REI and The Mountaineers are in a 
nervous dither about being caught in the 
act of betraying their principles, the 
various bureaucracies which have no 
principles except surviving through to 
the pension mainly have plugs in their 
ears and thumbs up their noses. A 
review of the 1990 status: 

King County 

In the summer of 1988 the Manager of 
King County Parks, at the insistence of 
the Issaguah Alps Trails Club, declared 
that the Cougar Mountain Regional 
Wildland Park, being a "wildland", would 
have no wheels. In the fall of 1988 his 
spine softened and he allowed as how 
there was some guestion whether the park 
was a "wildland". Early in 1989, as 
bikes were flooding the trails which had 
been built by the Trails Club, the 
club's chairman of the board publicly 
called for dismissal of the manager. In 
the spring Russ Cahill "resigned to seek 
other employment opportunities" and 
bikes were banned. 

However, the chap who has been holed up 
in the office of the King County 
Executive, Timid Timmy Hill, expressed 
sorrow that he had to be so nasty to the 
bikers and promised them the rest of the 
King County park system, which they can 
now enjoy undisturbed, fewer and fewer 
hikers to slow them down. 

State Department of Natural Resources 

Soon after establishment of Tiger 
Mountain State Forest, the DNR managers 
concluded that motorized dirtbikes were 
unsuitable on the mountain's trails and 
banned them. Upon being evicted from 
Cougar Mountain, the bombers flocked to 
Tiger -- and another trail system 
largely built by the Trails CLub. The 
DNR did not rush to judgment but gave 
the new use a year of free running. 
Based on the evidence of that year, the 
DNR then closed the foot trails to 
wheels. 

Elsewhere in the state there is no 
Trails Club to fight the battles and DNR 
lands continue to be as wide-open to 
bikes as they always have been to 
dirtbikes and ATVs and every other 
vehicle favored by the Toads. 

Washington State Parks 

Warned in late 1987 by California State 
Parks that an invasion was headed north, 
Washington State Parks had a year of 
grace in which to conduct a methodical 
study. In late 1988 a set of 
regulations was issued. Much thought 
and work went into the effort, and bless 
State Parks for that. Unfortunately, it 
was all for naught because of a flawed 
philosophical foundation. 
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yipping-giggling gaggles of lithely 
androgynous laddies-lassies all togged 
out in sleekly brilliant high-tech 
sissy-suits. 

Pretty and sexy? Perhaps. But when it 
comes to a confrontation, intolerant, 
vicious, and brutal. Definitely Toads. 

Adopting the precedent set by the U.S. 
Forest Service in the 1960s, when 
motorcycles appeared on trails, State 
Parks followed the basic rule that ALL 
TRAILS ARE OPEN EXCEPT THOSE 
SPECIFICALLY CLOSED. This is exactly 
180 degrees wrong. The rule should be 
ALL TRAILS ARE CLOSED TO NEW USES UNTIL 
THEY ARE SPECIFICALLY OPENED ON A CASE-
BY-CASE BASIS. 

The horror stories are pouring in from 
State Parks trails. The bombers are 
running wild. State Parks is wringing 
its hands and whimpering, "Oh dear! Oh 
dear!" 

U.S. Forest Service 

Wilderness areas are off-limits to 
"mechanized" travel, not merely 

"motorized" travel, as the old trailhead 
signs used to say. Elsewhere on the 
National Forests, a presidential order 
(the law of the land) declaring that no 
new use is permitted on trails that 
conflicts with established uses is being 
flagrantly and routinely disregarded. 

As with dirtbikes, Wenatchee National 
Forest leads the scofflaws, but Mt. 
Baker-Snoqualmie Forest isn't far 
behind. 

To summarize the situation of mid-1990: 

The one and only organization other than 
the Issaquah Alps Trails Club which is 
vigorously defending trails from wheels 
is the Washington Trails Association. 
For a year's membership -- and a 
subscription to the monthly magazine, 
Signpost, send $25 to: 

Washington Trails Association/Signpost 
1305 Fourth Avenue, Suite 518 
Seattle, Wa. 98101 

The trails are at stake. We are losing 
the trails. Hikers are being coerced 
away — and disgusted away -- by 

THE NEWEST KID 
ON OUR BLOCK 

The National Parks and Conservation Association ( NPCA ) recently opened a Northwest Regional 
Office- NPCA is the only national conservation group dedicated primarily to working for the 
improvement of the National Park System. It is a non-profit corporation, of about 200)000 
members, established in 1919 for the purpose of preservation, protection of, and fostering the 
public's involvement in the National Park System. 

NPCA has operated exclusively from Washington, D.C. until recently, and this is the first 
regional office for the Northwest. The office will work on National Park issues in Washington, 
Oregon, Idaho, western Montana, and Northern California. 

The NPCA's Northwest Regional Director, Dale Crane, met recently with N3C President, Dave 
Fluharty, to discuss issues and concerns relative to Mt. Rainier and North Cascades National 
Parks. They concurred that the benefits of establishing and operating this new office ( 618 South 
223rd Street, Des Moines, Washington 98198 — phone 824-8808 ) would be twofold. There will 
certainly be additional support for and enhancement of the N3C's communication with agencies 
and members of Congress in Washington D . C Additionally, NPCA's national office will become 
more intimately aware of the details of the N3C's concerns and actions. President Fluharty 
welcomed Dale Crane's arrival to the Northwest and expressed his enthusiasm over the increase 
in cooperative efforts anticipated between the N3C and the NPCA. 
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SETTLED 

OUT OF COURT 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON 

AT SEATTLE 

NORTH CASCADES CONSERVATION 
COUNCIL, a nonprofit 
Washington corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

MANUEL LUJAN, Secretary of the 
United States Department of the 
Interior, et al., 

Defendants. 

Civ. No. C-89-1342D 

CONSENT DECREE 

The parties, plaintiff North Cascades Conservation 

Council, and the defendants, Manuel Lujan, Secretary of the 

United States Department of the Interior, James M. Ridenour, 

Director of the United States National Park Service, Charles H. 

Odegaard, Regional Director of the United States National Park 

Service, Pacific Northwest Region, and John R. Earnst, 

Superintendent of the North Cascades National Park Complex 

("defendants"), having conferred with counsel and desiring to 

resolve this dispute between the parties without the 

intervention of the court, and in consideration of mutual 

promises, hereby stipulate and agree to undertake the actions 

set forth below. 

v. 
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The National Park Service ( NPS ) will prepare an environmental impact statement ( EIS ) 
on the environmental effect of the existing and proposed management of the Lake Chelan National 
Recreation Area ( LCNRA ) of the North Cascades National Park Complex ( NCNPC ) and will 
issue its Record of Decision on the Final EIS no later than October 1, 1993 . 

The EIS will address the following catagories of concern, among others: 

LCNRA Land Protection Plan : 
Review private lands with respect to their relationship to natural and cultural resources 

and visitor use and the Compatibility Standards, valley growth, and development. 
Describe historic growth and development, including the increase in the number of 

buildings, within LCNRA since 1968 and specifically analyze growth potential in the future. 
Study alternative development scenarios within LCNRA. 
Federal lands under consideration for exchange will be reviewed on a site-specific 

basis for cultural and natural resources, scenic quality and sensitivity, and visitor experience-
Review and analyze acquisition priorities and consider whether development of any of 

such lands would be inimical to the public interest. 

LCNRA Firewood Management Plan : 
Evaluate alternative energy sources, perform public demonstration projects of al ter

native heating sources, and also study the feasibility and possibility of barging firewood 
from outside LCNRA. 

Evaluate effects on the plant and wildlife resources, scenery, solitude, and other natural 
amenities of public lands of firewood cutting whether on privately or publicly held properties. 

Evaluate the connection between and among population growth, both winter and summer, 
the increased number of structures, and increases in energy demands and the effects of 
curtailing residential and commercial growth. 

Address whether it is appropriate to provide green timber from public lands for private 
firewood use. 

LCNRA Transportation Plan : 
All forms of transportation to, from, and within LCNRA, and their associated environ

mental impacts, shall be analyzed in the EIS, including the following : foot, horseback, 
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automobile, shuttle bus, boat ( including new "Lady Express" ) , barge, and airplane. 
Examine the use of the airstrip located within LCNRA and alternatives of either expressly 

providing in the special permit that the airstrip be restricted to emergency use only or closing 
the airstrip altogether. 

Analyze the road system within LCNRA and evaluate the propriety of a selective road 
closing option, including but not limited to closure of the road segments between High Bridge and 
and Cottonwood. 

Evaluate the impacts of all boats, including houseboats and the use of float planes. 

LCNRA Wilderness Management Plan : 
Consider the NCNP Wilderness Plan as it relates to campfires and horse-grazing. 

LCNRA Sand. Rock & Gravel Plan: 
The environmental impacts of extracting sand, rock, and gravel from the LCNRA will 

be evaluated. The alternative of barging such materials into the LCNRA in lieu of additional 
extraction of materials already located within LCNRA will be considered. 

Stehekin Landing Development Concept Plan : 
Development of alternatives within the Stehekin Landing Development Concept Plan will 

continue. 

Stehekin River : 
Management alternatives for the river will be analyzed with particular attention to 

floodplain zoning and other alternatives to the use of rip-rap and other physical means of 
stream movement control and consideration will be given to the designation of the Stehekin 
River as a Wild and Scenic River. 

Fish Stocking NEPA Review : 
NPS will conduct a NEPA review of the fish-stocking of naturally fish-free lakes 

within NCNP upon the completion of the on-going research. 

Protection of Wetlands: 
NPS shall prohibit development, including placement of rip-rap and road fill and the 

construction of structures, on federally owned wetlands within LCNRA 

CLIMATE RELATED LANDSCAPES IN WORLD MOUNTAINS 
Will F. Thpmpson 

Reprinted from Annuals of Geomorphology, 
Gebruder Borntraeger, Berlin Stuttgart 
93 pages; one four-page, fold-out, color 
map of mountains of the world; 61 
photographs with extended explanatory 
captions (a great many of the North 
Cascades) 

reviewed by Harvey Manning 

Mountain travelers whose curiosity about 
how mountains come to look like they do 
has had to be satisfied by an academic 
background in mechanical processes 
(weather, glaciers, gravity) are in for 
a major revelations. Will Thompson, who 

prior to this doctorate in geography 
took a degree in biology, has in this 
paper described his personal "adventure 
in interdisciplinary science". He 
remarks that though in ecology "it has 
become a commonplace that everything 
being studied is related to almost 
everything around it, " physical science 
has been slower to escape a stultifying 
rigidity of specialization. 

The author begins by noting the location 
of timberline in mountain ranges of the 
world. As it happens, the upper, or 
thermal timberline, distinguished from 
the lower, or "dry" timberline of arid 
regions, is uniformly found at the line 
of the midsummer mean temperature of 10° 
C. That is not a particularly suprising 
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fact, but the effect of timberline on 
mountain sculpture will be startling 
news to those who are accustomed to 
explaining nearly everything they see as 
the work of glaciers, existing or 
ancient. Because forests shield the 
land from the climate and anchor the 
surface against the pull of gravity, 
timberline marks a dramatic transition 
in landscapes. Indeed, the timberlines 
of the past have been responsible for 
the "accordances" of mountain summits. 
This is not to belittle the contribution 
of ice, but to recognize the way in 
which forests have been enormously 
influential. 

The treatise surveys the effects of past 
and present glaciation, of the amount 
and seasonality of moisture available to 
vegetation (as well as glaciers and 
streams). Particular attention is paid 
the topographic effects of frost, which 
does so much "wedging" of big rocks into 
little ones, and cooperates with gravity 
in moving the masses downhill twoard the 
sea. We learn that the two reasons 
polar ranges tend to be quickly leveled 
are the lack of forests and the 
intensity of permafrost action. 

Having identified factors involved in 
shaping mountian landscapes, the author 
describes fifteen landscape classes, 
from "polar mountains" to "perennially 
humid tropical mountains". For 
examples, our Olympics and (western) 
Cascades are "middle latitude maritime 
mountains" -- as are the mountains of 
the British Isles, western Pyrannees, 
the Adriatic Alps. But the eastern 
"Cascades are "middle latitude interior 
alpine mountains" as are much of the 
Alps and several interior ranges of 
central Asia. The ranges of California, 
Coast and Sierra, are "climatically 
Mediterranean mountains, in common with 
most of Spain and northern Africa and 
Italy and Greece. 

The differences between the fifteen 
classes of mountains, and the 
commonalities of the classes in their 
occurrences around the planet, are meat 
the mind of a student will be a long 
while chewing. The language is dense — 
that is to say, loaded with data and 
concepts -- yet clear -- readily 
accessible to any layman with a 
smattering of geomorphology. 

The problem is, where does a person get 
hold of a copy? The author has 
deposited a copy in the University of 
Washington Science Library — and at 
this writing that's the only copy in a 
public place. A copy has been supplied 
Hill Williams of the Seattle Times, who 
(it is hoped) will do a major 
exposition. The suggestion has been 
made that a copy should be placed at 
Huxley College in Bellingham, where it 
could be shared with the North Cascades 
Institute, the Greater Ecosystem 
Alliance, and the North Cascades 
National Park. Another suggestion is 
that a copy be placed in the library of 
the Mountaineers -- but only if that 
club publishes a significant review in 
The Mountaineer. 

Distribution of copies to individuals is 
made difficult by the price the German 
publisher has placed on the English 
reprint. Formidable! However, Dr. 
Thompson could obtain copies at much 
less in a modest volume - say, several 
dozen copies. If Mountaineer Books 
could scale down its grandiose ambitions 
from the tens of thousands of dollars to 
$500, it could render a public service 
by purchasing a batch and offering them 
to local libraries and scientists and 
interested laymen. 
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ICICLE CANYON 
NEEDS HELP 

A creek and a canyon on the eastern slopes of Washington's Cascade Mountains, known through-' 
out the Pacific Northwest as "The Icicle", urgently needs protection. 

The Icicle is important for many reasons. 
Water: The Icicle and its tributaries are the primary source of water for the city of 

Leavenworth, the Leavenworth National Fish Hatchery and two irrigation districts. 

Beauty: Granite spires rising from the canyon floor, old-growth forests and roaring streams 
make this a truly magnificent visual wonder. The canyon was rated "outstandingly remarkable" 
by the U.S. Forest Service in one of its management plans-

Wildlife: A great diversity of wildlife inhabits the canyon and its environs. Among them are 
mule deer, elk, mountain goat, cougar, the marten, river otter, bald and golden eagles, and 
spotted owl. 

Recreation: The 14.5 mile road that parallels Icicle Creek is the access to eight major 
trailheads leading to the Alpine Lake Wilderness and the Enchantments and popular destin
ations within the Wenatchee National Forest. 

All of these unique resources are threatened. 

A legacy of railroad grants divides land ownership among the National Forest, investors, and 
logging companies. Seven of the 14. 5 miles of road paralleling the river are bordered by 
private lands. Five homes have been built but there is potential for over a hundred. Speculators 
are anxious to sell. Courts and boards are currently arbitrating struggles over land use and 
zoning issues. Since the majority of the land is owned by either logging or investment companies 
which are absentee landlords, the riparian zone has been impacted by public use. 

Water rights are over-subscribed. Further development will add to water shortages. Contam
ination from septic systems is a threat. Such conditions could severely impact the hatchery's 
annual production of 2. 5 million spring chinook salmon and 100,000 steelhead as well as the 
water for Leavenworth. 

Encroaching development and timber sales will adversely affect the wildlife population. 

Public use of Icicle lands outside the jurisdiction of the Forest Service must be monitored 
and controlled. 

To prevent the destruction of this great natural treasure, the Icicle Canyon Coalition has 
organized ( 8002 Old Bridge Road, Leavenworth, Washington 98826 - phone 509/ 548-7166 ) . 
It is made up of many and diverse groups, all with a single purpose: the protection of the 
Icicle for future generations. To attain that purpose, the ICC urges acquisition of 2,725 acres 
of the private lands by the federal government. ICC believes that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service would provide the needed responsible stewardship. 
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SKAGIT WILD AND SCENIC LANDS RIVER 
When the FOCUS organization was born from a small group of citizens concerned about forest 
practices in the Skagit Valley, establishing goals of what such a grassroots group could 
accomplish was difficult. Now FOCUS is happy to announce and celebrate victory with the SAUK 
MOUNTAIN ( ROCKPORT HILL ) campaign! 

It was a long and involved process. After hearing of this particularly devastating clearcut 
planned by Crown Pacific, FOCUS submitted a proposal to the Washington Wildlife and 
Recreation Coalition ( WWRC ) in September of 1989. The WWRC, a new state coalition, 
co-chaired by Dan Evans and Mike Lowry, buys land with significant wildlife and recreation 
values which are threatened by development. A pivotal point in this process was the Washington 
State legislature's vote for funding the WWRC in 1990. FOCUS actively supported the success
ful appropriation of $53 million for the WWRC's projects. The Sauk proposal was accepted by 
the coalition and made its way to the priority list of properties to acquire with this funding. 

Dividing the $53 million was time -consuming for the WWRC - during this time the Forest 
Practice Application awaited approval by the Washington State Department of Natural Resources 
to cut. To avoid losing the area, The Nature Conservancy entered the picture, negotiated with 
Crown Pacific, and made an interim purchase of the property. As of early January 1991, 160 
acres had been transferred to ownership by the State ( from WWRC to State Parks Commission ), 
with the remaining 56 acres expected to be purchased in 1991. It remains in Nature Conservancy 
ownership until this years legislature funds the WWRC again. All the documented critical eagle 
roosting sites are protected in this 160 acres, and no development, except possibly a trail is 
planned. 

FOCUS has recommended, to the North Cascades Conservation Council, the public acquisition 
of certain additional private critical wildlife habitat lands within the Skagit Valley. The N3C, as 
an intervenor in the Seattle City Light's Skagit Hydro Project Relicensing Application, has in turn, 
arranged for Seattle City Light to seek acquisition of these lands as one of the provisions of its 
Relicensing Application to the Federal Energy Relicensing Commission ( FERC ). 

( * Post Office Box 8787, Portland, Oregon 97207 - 8787 - ( 503 ) 236-8011 ) 

A Wild and Scenic River in Danger 

In 1978, conservationists were concerned about threats to the Skagit: dams, 
nuclear power plants, subdivisions. They persuaded Congress to designate the Skagit, 
along with three of its tributaries (the Sauk, Suiattle and Cascade) a National Wild and 
Scenic River, to be managed by the U.S. Forest Service. At last, they thought, the 
Skagit would be safe from degradation. 

Twelve years later, the Skagit is still in danger. The explosive population 
growth in the Puget Sound area is having an impact. Subdivisions are eating away at 
riparian habitat, and cabins are sprouting along every mile of shoreline. Public access 
to the river for fishing, boating, hiking and eagle-viewing is being cut off by "No 
Trespassing" signs. Meanwhile, clear-cut logging is denuding the scenic hills above 
the river, together with their bald eagle roosts. 

The most insidious aspect of the threat is that it is gradual. No single trailer park 
or clear-cut spells ruin for the Skagit, but the steady accumulation of insults, month 
after month and year after year, is eroding its quality. Slowly but surely, the Skagit is 
being transformed from a scenic forested river into a developed strip. 

How can this happen to a National Wild and Scenic River? 
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Today's Opportunity 
Conservationists are taking the initiative. They feel that it's time, after 12 

years, to fulfill the promise of the 1978 Wild and Scenic legislation. 

As a first step, River Network, a Portland-based conservation organization, has 
taken an option to purchase nine different shoreline properties from a major lumber 
company. Six of these parcels are on the Skagit and three on the Sauk (the main 
tributary to the Skagit). Together, they include 650 acres and 10 miles of river 
shoreline. All lie within the designated Wild and Scenic River corridor. 

All but one of these parcels lies between the highway and the river. If owned 
by the public, they could provide boaters with access to the river to begin or end 
their float trip. They could enable anglers to get to the river to fish for steelhead 
and salmon, and allow the general public to enjoy the natural beauty of the river's 
edge. Most important, public ownership would protect ten miles of natural Wild 
and Scenic River shoreline. One parcel near the confluence of the Sauk and the 
Skagit, lies within the critical eagle roosting and feeding area on the river. Another 
follows a path along the river that is very important to anglers. 

River Network is offering these lands to the United States Forest Service, to be 
managed as part of the Wild and Scenic River. To make the purchase possible, 
conservationists are asking Congress to appropriate funding from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund to the Skagit National Wild and' Scenic River. The esti
mated cost of the land, including timber, is $1.5 million. Ultimately, cost will be 
determined by a Forest Service appraisal. 

Taken as a package, these lands are a good beginning for a program of public 
land acquisition on the Skagit National Wild and Scenic River. Nothing less than 
that will fulfill the promise of the 1978 legislation. Nothing less than that will 
preserve the scenic beauty and wildlife habitat of the Skagit and its tributaries. 
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WASHINGTON PASS VISITOR CENTER APPEAL 

Thomas H. S. Brucker 
SMITH, BRUCKER, WINN & EHLERT 
1411 Fourth Avenue, Suite 610 
Seattle, Washington 98101-2276 
(206) 624-8901 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
UNITED STATES FOREST SERVICE 

REGION VI 

In Re WASHINGTON PASS VISITOR 
CENTER, CONSTRUCTION/ 
RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT, 
Winthrop Ranger District, 
Okanogan National Forest 

NORTH CASCADES CONSERVATION 
COUNCIL, 

Appellant. 

NO. 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Pursuant to 36 C.F.R. 217 and the Administrative Procedures 

Act, 5 U.S.C. §701 et seq.. appellant North Cascades 

Conservation Council hereby appeals to the Forest Supervisor, 

Okanogan National Forest, P.O. Box 950, Okanogan, Washington 

98840, the decision of Winthrop District Ranger Dale Horn, dated 

April 20, 1990, wherein he made a finding of no significant 

impact concerning construction of a proposed visitor center and 

partial site reconstruction at the Washington Pass Scenic 

Overlook on the North Cascades Scenic Highway. 

Appellant believes that the District Ranger's decision in 

finding no significant impact is erroneous and not made in 

accordance with requirements of the National Environmental 

Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. §4321 et Beg., the National Forest 
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United States 
Department of 
Agriculture 
Forest Service 

OKANOGAN 
NATIONAL 
FOREST 

Reply To: 1570 

1210 South Second 
P. 0. Box 950 

Okanogan, WA 98810 
(509) 122-2701 

Date: August 23, 1990 

Subject: NCCC appeal Washington Pass Visitor Center 

To: Winthrop District Ranger 

I have reviewed the record for the above appeal. I have made my decision 
subject to the appeal regulations at 36 CFR 217.16. The following documents my 
decision: 

DECISION: 

I am reversing your decision in t o t a l , d i rec t ing you to withdraw your 
1/20/90 decision no t i ce , providing the ra t iona l for my decis ion, and 
providing ins t ruct ions for your ac t ion . 

RArcMuVL: 

The environmental assessment for the Washington Pass Visitor Center 
Construction/Reconstruction Project contains a fundamental error. The 
document at page 2 cites the project location as Management Area 7 (MA) in 
the Okanogan National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan. The 
Washington Pass Visitor Center is actually located in MA 17- The Desired 
Future condition, Goals, and Standards and Guidelines are substantially 
different between MA 7 and MA 17. 
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INSTRUCTIONS: 

You are directed to withdraw your 4/20/90 decision notice, initiate a new 
scoping effort, conduct a new environmental analysis, and prepare a new 
environmental assessment. The new analysis and documentation should 
address the issues identified in the appellants Statement Of Reasons. My 
review of the environmental assessment and the appellants statement of 
reasons lead me to observe the following: 

The purpose of the project requires clarification. EA page 3 para 2 
states the purpose is to "... contact more of the 300,000 visitors who 
stop at Washington pass and to offer information and interpretation'. 
EA page 3 para 3 says the purpose is to "... increase and improve 
personal contact with travelers along the North Cascades Scenic 
Highway.' The latter purpose appears to be able to be achieved at 

Caring for the Land and Serving People 

FS-6200-2B (7-62i 

CEDAR RIVER FOREST SAVED 
The Cedar River Watershed supplies about 70% of the water used by over 1.1 million people in 
King County. The City of Seattle owns 80% of the 90, 500 - acre watershed, the U.S. Forest 
Service 19%, and private companies 1%. 

For a hundred years, logging has been conducted and will continue to be conducted, in the water
shed by the City, the Forest Service, and private owners. In order to protect water quality, the 
City has cooperative agreements with the other land owners to control all activities. However, 
the City has steadly acquired lands from other owners, including the Forest Service, to gain 
total control of the watershed. 

In August 1989, new management policies for the watershed were adopted by Seattle. Over half 
of the City's land, including all of the City's old-growth forests, will be set aside for long-term 
preservation. The revenues from a second growth timber harvest program on the City's remain
ing lands will be used exclusively to finance land and habitat acquisition in the watershed. 

Passed in October 1989, the Hatfield-Adams Congressional Amendment mandated the Forest 
Service to offer for sale a total of 7.7 billion board feet of old-growth timber from the national 
forests of Washington and Oregon in fiscal year 1989 and 1990. 1.1 billion board feet under 
injunction in Audubon Society v. Robertson , the "spotted owl lawsuit", were immediately 
released for sale. 

Three sales were released in the Cedar River Watershed: Sugar Bear, Echo Creek, and Taylor 
Creek. These three sales constitute 26% of the total volume of timber released for the 2 million 
acre Mt. Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest. 

The City protested the 73 - acre Sugar Bear sale, located in the largest contiguous area of 
old-growth forest. The City wanted to acquire Sugar Bear, due to its value as spotted owl habitat 
and its adjacency to the City's old-growth forest. 

The City of Seattle, Mt. Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest, industry, and the environmental 
community worked out and agreed to, in August 1990, to a plan for the Cedar River Watershed 
that will preserve important old-growth habitat areas, while allowing the Forest Service to meet 
timber harvest goals. 
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First, in accordance with the City policy adopted in 1989, Seattle wanted to preserve the existing 
stands of undisturbed old-growth habitat in the Cedar River Watershed. Second, Seattle wanted 
to preserve as much uncut old-growth at the Sugar Bear tract as possible. Finally, Seattle wanted 
to work with the Forest Service, to ensure that any agreement was sensitive to the needs of the 
timber industry and local communities. The agreed upon plan accomplished these objectives. 

Seattle's Mayor, Norm Rice, noted that "We are preserving a large area of undisturbed old-growth 
habitat , we are preserving a large portion of the Sugar Bear sale, and we are doing it without 
costing a single job or a single board foot of timber." He further expressed the hope that "This 
agreement will preserve forever a large block of undisturbed old-growth habitat in the upper 
Cedar River Watershed". He thanked the Forest Service for "its flexibility and cooperation 
throughout these negotiations" and stated that "The City of Seattle looks forward to working 
with the Forest Service to develop comprehensive long-term management agreement for the 
watershed". 

Announcing 
OurNewOffice 

The Headquarters for the Mt. Baker-
Snoqualmie National Forest has a new 
home in Mountlake Terrace. 

The three story building is located one 
block west of 1-5, Exit 179. There is 
easy visitor parking and quick access 
to the freeway. 

The Forest Service/National Park Serv
ice Outdoor Recreation Information 
Office will remain in downtown Seattle. 
They are located in the Henry M. Jack
son Federal Building, 915 Second Av
enue, (206) 442-0170. 

We look forward to serving old friends 
and new neighbors from our two new 
locations! 
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