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The President’s Report

winter 2016

When I joined the NCCC board, I knew I was joining an organization with many
aging board members and was likely to see the passing of some conservation greats.
That has indeed been the case, and while painful enough from a conservation standpoint, the friendships and bonds I formed with them have made them especially
difficult. Now we celebrate Margaret Miller, who made a difference in the North
Cascades not through donations or letter-writing, but through direct action on the
ground: establishing science-based plant ecology and recovery programs, as well as
cataloging many of the native plants that call the North Cascades home. Margaret,
and the engagement she demonstrated, will be missed. We will also miss Bruce
Barnbaum, who recently resigned from the board. I personally, and the NCCC board
as a whole, thank Bruce for his years of service—we will continue to collaborate in
an interactive way.
NCCC will remain relevant and vital because we fill a critical role in the conservation community as one of the last of the all-volunteer non-profit organizations. Not
one person on the board receives remuneration for our hours of effort. This is an
important distinction: we are all doing this out of a passion for the landscape and associated ecosystems, not to earn a living. Many board members and some “regular”
NCCC members work 50 hours a week or more as professionals before we spend
our “free time” on issues and challenges confronting the North Cascades. Most
recently, these have included the Darrington Collaborative (see page 6) and the attendant logging and road maintenance proposals, the proposed clear cutting along
the Mountain Loop road, travel management and road initiatives on both the Mount
Baker-Snoqualmie and Okanogan National Forests, and the Yakima Plan.
Our all-volunteer status provides us more freedom to speak our minds, and what
we perceive to be the truth based on the facts. It also means we are scraping for
every bit of time and energy that true engagement requires. Members like you play
a critical role. Your volunteer work amplifies NCCC’s impact by helping us accomplish work that other organizations have paid staff for. For example, NCCC members
alerted us to the illegal cutting of trees by heli-ski operators in the Methow, as well
as helicopter flyovers and landings at Cascade Pass, enabling NCCC to investigate
and respond promptly. These contributions from members are especially welcome
as we can’t be everywhere all the time.
It is important to note that there is a misguided belief on the part of some elected
officials and thus some members of the conservation community that we need to
provide a united front, engaged in lockstep solidarity on any given issue. The NCCC
board is made up of many passionate people, and we don’t always agree on everything, and that is okay—in fact it’s what makes us stronger. The board regularly
engages in open, candid discussion about tough issues, holding open votes based on
the best available knowledge. We believe diversity is a strength, that which makes us
better and stronger.
continued on page 4
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The President’s Report
continued from page 3

We need you to be part of NCCC’s
work. Can you attend a USFS travel
management plan meeting? Join us
for a work day? Let us know when you
respond to a Catalyst alert asking you to
make your voice heard on critical legislation? We do have a couple of vacancies
on our board to fill. If you are interested
in being considered for board membership, please let me know at ncccinfo@
northcasacdes.org.
Will you dare to be a difference-maker
like Margaret Miller or Betty Manning or
Patrick Goldsworthy? The North Cascades needs you now more than ever.

		

Tom Hammond

Time to renew??
On the mailing panel on the
back cover of TWC is the line,
“Your subscription expires….”
If the date has passed, please
consider bringing your membership up to date. And if
by chance our membership
records are wrong, please let
us know at
ncccinfo@northcascades.org
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Military “incursions” threaten all
northwest wilderness
By Donna Osseward
President, Olympic Park Associates
You’re the North Cascades Conservation
[Wilderness Act 1964] If the Forest Service
Council. So why should you care about
gives this permit, wilderness everywhere
what’s going on the Olympic Peninsula?
will not be the same.
Well, would you like to hear more Navy
Emboldened by the Navy’s request to
jets and Army helicopters, or meet up with
use our otherwise designated public lands,
a Navy SEAL or an Air Force training misthe Army out of Joint Base Lewis- Mcsion on your trips into the wilderness? It
Chord (JBLM) wants to conduct helicopter
appears that the Defense Department has
training in the south Olympic Peninsula
decided it can save budget money by doas well as in the North Cascades. Some
ing its training in and over the public and
of this training is currently being done in
private land of this country. Public lands of
Colorado. Why must JBLM extend its reach
the Northwest are now “ground zero”.
to our protected Northwest wild lands?
The Navy is planning to establish a perMore recently the Navy announced
manent electromagits intention to have
netic warfare training
SEALs train on Puget
range covering the
All of these proposals Sound beaches. The
western part of the
Navy would use
Olympic Peninsula. In challenge the very nature public beaches and
asking the Forest Serof our protected public state parks to land at
vice for a permanent
night, honing their
lands
permit to use FS roads
skills. Hopefully, they
and airspace, Growler
would not scare locals
jets from Whidbey Isand risk being shot by citizens concerned
land will conduct flyovers for 12-16 hours
about ISIS invading.
a day, for up to 260 days a year, searching
The Air Force wants to use natural
for mobile electronic emitters. In doing
areas on the western Olympic Peninsula
so, they will also use the airspace over
for “coastal, open ocean, and tropical
Olympic National Park; Washington State
survival, evasion, resistance, and escape
Department of Natural Resources land;
(SERE) training near Forks…. TrainOlympic Coast National Marine Sanctuary;
ing activities will consist mainly of land
the Washington Islands National Wildlife
navigation, camping, and natural materiRefuges; Washington Islands Wilderness;
als gathering, and does not include use of
Quinault, Quileute, and Hoh Reservations;
live-fire weapons or tracked vehicles. The
and thousands of acres of private land,
Proposed Action also includes ground and
including the towns of Forks and Amada
helicopter transport to and between trainPark.
ing areas, and raft launches on the CalaOlympic Park Associates support the
wah, Sol Duc, and Hoh rivers in the Forks,
efforts of our armed forces to defend our
WA area.” [USAF EA]. This is proposed for
national security. This training has been
two 5-day exercises per year.
done for years in Idaho and Nevada. It will
Olympic Park Associates is concerned
not harm our national defense to leave the
about this rapidly accelerating military
training there.
use of otherwise designated public and
This proposal poses a threat and an asprivate lands. It dangerously mixes milisault, probably unintended because of lack
tary personnel training with public use
of understanding of the value of wilderby citizens. It suggests that areas used
ness, by the military. And it would set a
by troops will have to be made off-limits
precedent that could affect wilderness
to citizens to prevent injuries. Jets flying
around the country. As we know wilderover wilderness and national parks vastly
ness is “…where the earth and its comreduce the ability of these lands to provide
munity of life are untrammeled by man,
much-needed solitude and recreational
where man himself is a visitor who does
enjoyment for citizens. And all of these
not remain…. Federal land retaining its
proposals challenge the very nature of our
primeval character…. with the imprint of
protected public lands.
man’s work substantially unnoticeable; has
outstanding opportunities for solitude….”

Yakima Plan update
NCCC and other conservation groups
are continuing their active opposition to
the most destructive parts of the “Yakima
Basin Integrated Plan.” As previously reported (TWC Winter 2015), the State Legislature mandated a benefit-cost study that
concluded that most Yakima Plan storage
components miserably fail a benefit-cost
test, i.e. they are not economically sustainable. For example, the Wymer Dam project
would return 9 cents of benefit for every
dollar invested.
In the State Legislature, Senator Honeyford’s bill SB 5628 (to create a $3.8 billion
grant program to fund irrigation water
storage and flood control projects) has not
moved out of committee, a year after its
hearing.
In March 2015, NCCC submitted comments on the 842-page Draft EIS for two
I-90 components of the Yakima Plan, the
Kachess Inactive Storage Pumping Plant
and the Keechelus-to-Kachess Conveyance
(a.k.a. K-to-K Pipeline); a Final EIS has not
yet been issued. In April, Kittitas County
commissioners met with Lake Kachess
residents to discuss their opposition to
these projects.

By late spring 2015, low snowpack in the
Cascades was bringing increased attention
to the water supply. On June 25, Senator
Maria Cantwell introduced S.1694 in the
US Senate, including some troublesome
language (later deleted) about implementing the 2012 Yakima Plan “in its entirety,”
despite everything we’ve learned since
2012. As the Seattle Times reported, conservation groups and impacted homeowners were not invited to testify at the Senate
hearing on S.1694 in July. Fortunately,
mark-up of the bill was postponed while
NCCC, ALPS, Sierra Club, Kachess homeowner groups and other critics of the Yakima Plan worked with Senate staff to begin
revising the bill, including more explicit
provisions that authorizations and appropriations for future components would be
contingent upon feasibility, environmental
reviews and cost-benefit analyses. In the
process, we were informed that Yakima
Plan proponents are no longer seeking
federal funding for the Lake Kachess and
K-to-K components, and will seek private
funding for them, so the bill would allow
the federal Bureau of Reclamation to accept private funds for them.

S.1694 moved out of committee in
November and has been proposed for
inclusion in the unrelated omnibus energy
bill. In February 2016, NCCC and allies
wrote to Senators urging them to reject
the amendment to the omnibus. An S.1694
companion bill has not been introduced
in the House; Reps. Dan Newhouse and
Dave Reichert are reportedly working on
a House version. Independent of the new
bills, the President’s proposed budget
provides $15.8 million of ongoing funding
under existing authorizations.
In December 2015, a smaller version
of the Kachess Pumping Plant (called
KETFPP for Kachess Emergency
Temporary Floating Pumping Plant) was
cancelled by the Bureau of Reclamation
after the private irrigators (farm owners)
decided they did not want to pay for
it. This disproved the assertion by Plan
proponents that irrigators will pay for the
full-size Kachess Pump project plus K-to-K
Pipeline. In other words, taxpayers are still
expected to pay for these projects. Also in
December, an article about opposition to
the Plan, entitled “Critics of Yakima Basin
Integrated Plan say officials don’t listen,”
was published in the Yakima Herald-Republic and reprinted in the Seattle Times.

Revising the Northwest Forest Plan
In 1994 newly elected President Bill
Clinton traveled to the Pacific Northwest
and convened the Timber Summit. This
was after a decade or more of the so-called
timber wars pitting the environmental
community against the timber industry.
Suits and court injunctions flew fast and
furious and an uncertain future prevailed
in the forest.
The 1994 Northwest Forest Plan (NWFP)
emerged from the Timber Summit. As a
consequence of the NWFP, much oldgrowth and virgin forest on national forest
lands was protected from logging. The
operative motive was the preservation of
ancient forest as necessary habitat for two
endangered species, the northern spotted
owl and the marbled murrelet. The 1994
NWFP has been incorporated by amendment into all existing national forest plans.
For the past 20 years the NWFP has saved
many square miles of giant trees from
chain saws. It has served us well. Now it

is time to revise the NWFP and all of the
national forest plans.
As with any compromise, all sides
believe they left too much on the table
and conceded too much. There is a 20year performance record to consider. The
spotted owl and the marbled murrelet
populations continue to decline; will more
protection insure their survival? And the
timber beasts complain that the timber
they were promised hasn’t been available.
In short, it’s back to the drawing board.
The NWFP is applicable to 19 national
forests from Northern California through
Oregon to Washington and to some Bureau of Land Management lands. The open
question now is, will the Forest Service’s
Region 6 in the Pacific Northwest provide
overall guidance for the revisions or will
each individual national forest be allowed
to place its own interpretations on the
requirements for habitat protection and
revise forest plans in light of that under-

visit www.northcascades.org • ncascadesconservation.blogspot.com

standing and local political pressure?
NCCC along with the broader environmental community is strongly in favor of a
region-wide set of guidelines that each and
every forest must comply with in revising
separate forest plans.

HELP WANTED:
Motivated volunteer board members. Small, dedicated, locally
focused environmental group seeks
new board members from among its
membership. Qualifications include
willingness to do what you can to
help, attend meetings 3 times a year,
and add to the ongoing discussion
of how best to protect the North
Cascades. Oh, and have some fun!
Interested NCCC members, please
email ncccinfo@northcascades.org,
thanks!
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NCCC responds to
“Darrington Collaborative” proposals
NCCC recently sent comments respondwhen almost none of them will be drivhave proposed a 70-acre “restoration loging to the first proposed actions of the
able. Darrington’s way of doing business
ging” project, a selective logging or “thin“Darrington Collaborative” (DC). The DC
has been bust for quite a few years.
ning” project which will leave yet another
is an effort started in the aftermath of
area of second-growth forest opened up
Darrington sits amidst great natural
the Oso slide, which shut down Highway
to windthrow, honeycombed with roads,
beauty, despite the decades of overcut530 for a period of time and made access
and at risk of growing strange, inexpliting. It has “real deal” Wilderness close by,
to Darrington difficult. Comprised of a
cable hemlock thickets. Thousands of
mountains that soar more than 6000 feet
number of local interests along with a few
acres in the area, particularly in the Sauk
above the valley floor, higher than those
Seattle-based environmental organizavalley, have been subjected to this kind of
of many other famous “mountain towns”
tions, its goal appears to be to seek ways
“restoration logging” and are now a mess
such as Banff, Alberta, and patches of
to diversify and sustain the economy of
of windthrow and hemlock thickets. Yet
old-growth forest not far away. Darrington
the Darrington area.
no one wants to look at those or do any
has an abundance of wild beauty close at
kind of research into the real results of
For decades, Darrington was the classic
hand. It needs to build a new economy
“restoration logging”. It’s pretty amazing
“timber town.” Railroad-based logging of
taking advantage of it.
how something like “restoration logging”
the Sauk valley in
Many other
can become dogma, in spite of countless
the then-Mount
places in far
examples of how it doesn’t work.
Baker National
naturally
Darrington has an abundance less
Forest began in
The DC’s other proposed project is a
beautiful settings
1922. After World of wild beauty close at hand. It have turned
routine road maintenance operation on
War II, the valthe Clear Creek road system south of
into
needs to build a new economy themselves
leys were pretty
Darrington. Billed as “aquatic restorathriving outdoor
much cleaned out
tion”, it may also include re-opening road
taking advantage of it.
recreation and
and the emphasegments that have not been drivable for
nature tourism
sis changed to
years. Just how reopening old, grown-over
centers. Darroadbuilding and
roads is going to restore aquatic systems
rington has
truck-based loghas not been made clear.
started moving in that direction, building
ging of slopes and higher elevations. This
a mountain bike trail course on North
Hopefully, these first proposals are not
continued at a rapid rate until the end of
Mountain. It could do much, much more.
indicative of the direction the Darrington
the 1980s, when the old-growth forest was
New trails, facilities and attractions could
Collaborative will take. New ways of thinkabout finished off.
be built that start from right within the
ing and real changes in the way of doing
A few small remnants remained, and
town or very close to it. The town itself
business will be needed if Darrington is to
still do. The question around 1990 was
could be spruced up to make it more apattract repeat visitors. Darrington has raw
whether the last few scraps would be cut,
pealing to visitors.
materials in abundance to become an atleaving essentially nothing, or whether
tractive destination. Let’s hope that future
Unfortunately, the first proposals of the
the rate of cutting would be slowed down
DC proposals will look ahead, not to a
Darrington Collaborative appear to be
to something a little more sustainable. It
past that isn’t coming back.
looking backwards, not forwards. They
slowed down, in part due to the Northwest Forest Plan’s emphasis on preserving
ancient forest habitat (see page 5). Even
with high-value, old-growth timber, Darrington’s timber economy always relied on
taxpayer subsidies, with the Forest Service
selling timber sales at knockdown prices.
Congress, thanks to “timber Democrats,”
appropriated hundreds of millions of dollars every year–real money in those days–
to build thousands of miles of logging
roads across the National Forests. Timber
buyers never had to pay anything approaching the true costs of the old-growth
trees they were getting.
It had to come to an end, and it did.
Those thousands of miles of logging roads
were built on the cheap. The priority was
building as many miles as possible, not
building anything durable and long lasting. They are now falling apart just about
Steam from kiln of Darrington mill, below replanted clearcuts on foothills with peaks of
everywhere, and the day is approaching
Suiattle River valley in clouds above. —Phil Fenner photo
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Remembering Wolf Bauer, hero of early climbing history in the North Cascades,
who died in January a few days short of his 104th birthday.
visit www.northcascades.org • ncascadesconservation.blogspot.com
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In Memoriam

Margaret Miller

Remembering Margaret Miller
Margaret Miller at Cascade Pass in
2010.—photos by Basil Tsimoyianis

8  THE WILD CASCADES • Winter 2016

M

argaret Miller died on
December 2, 2015, in
Bellevue, Washington.
Her ashes will be distributed at Cascade Pass this
spring. Margaret last climbed the pass in
2010 at the age of 88—almost blind with
macular degeneration due to exposure
to sun at high altitudes without proper
eye protection—in order to spread her
husband’s ashes over a patch of heather.
When Margaret and Joe Miller moved
to Seattle in 1956, they joined the Sierra

Club—and quickly discovered the North
Cascades. Joining NCCC, they began
lobbying for a national park. Soon after
it was founded, they shifted their attention to revegetating the Cascade Pass
area. Abused by unthinking outdoor
enthusiasts, the alpine area “was a real
mess,” Margaret said in a 2002 Seattle
Post-Intelligencer article. “People had
pooped, trenched around tents, burned
up the meadow.”
The Millers collected seeds of native
plants in the fall and planted some at

Cascade Pass. They also transplanted
some vegetation. The next year some
seeds came back and a few of the transplants lived. Then they began propagating alpine plants in their own back yard,
eventually recruiting more volunteers to
pack them in and plant them. Along the
way they founded the Northwest Native
Plant Society.
When Seattle City Light proposed
raising the level of Ross Lake in the
North Cascades by 125 feet in 1968, the
national park turned to the Millers to
document the ecosystems and cedar
groves of the lake’s tributary systems.
From 1968 to 1971, they studied the Big
Beaver, Little Beaver, Baker, Chilliwack,
and Silver Creek valleys while simultaneously operating the revegetation project
on Cascade Pass. Their analysis discovered 240 plants native to the area, 21 of
which were not known to have existed
in the park complex.
The study, titled “The Preliminary Ecological Survey of Big Beaver
Valley, North Cascades National Park
Complex,” was contrary to the work of
Prof. Grant Sharpe of the University of
Washington College of Forest Resources.
Sharpe found the ecosystems to have
little unique importance, and advocated
the further damming of Ross Lake as a
power resource despite the destruction
of tributary valleys.
The Millers testified before the Seattle
City Council, Washington State Ecological Commission, the Federal Power
Commission and the International
Joint Commission in order to advocate
against the expansion of the dam. Despite their study, the Federal Energy
Regulatory commission approved the
project in 1977 and the U.S. Court of Appeals upheld the project license in 1980
after further legal resistance. When the
government of British Columbia blocked
construction in 1983, Seattle City Light
abandoned its plans.
Thanks to the Millers’ work, Cascade
Pass recovered over the next 25 years.
Their dedication was acknowledged by a
greenhouse at the Marblemount ranger
station named after them. Today, the
NPS transplants 6,000 to 8,000 native
plants to the pass each fall. Well over
100,000 plants have been transplanted
since 1981 by volunteers and national
park rangers who carry them to the
pass.

Dual-pole system is used as the Buchanans hike with Margaret to Cascade Pass in 2010.—photos by Basil Tsimoyianis

Tribute to Margaret Miller
Margaret was a wife to Joe Miller, and a humble, steadfast mentor for
a generation of ecologists younger than herself. She was a square who
got hip, and then went blind from staring so vigorously at the world
around her; an unassuming white-haired protector of the deepest
greens in the Evergreen State.
From her compassion for trampled micro ecosystems to her vehement stewardship for the largest unbroken wilderness in the contiguous United States, Margaret championed preservation above all other
personal causes, and believed that no natural space was too large– or
small—to merit sanctuary. Her diligence and activism—paired with
the thoughtful guidance of her husband and a handful of stalwart
friends—made the North Cascades National Park a possibility. Her legacy persists in those who she knew and educated personally, and in all
those who continue to seek the joy and solitude of the wild Cascades.

visit www.northcascades.org • ncascadesconservation.blogspot.com

—Ross Buchanan
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UnSustainable roads
By Ed Henderson
For the more than 400,000 miles of
roads on the national forests throughout
the nation there is a multi-billion dollar
backlog of deferred maintenance. Washington State has over 20,000 miles of these
roads, 2,440 of them in Mount Baker Snoqualmie (MBS) national forest. Almost all
are decades old and in poor condition (see
TWC Winter 2011, page 10). These crumbing roads are responsible for environmental damage from washouts, erosion and
landslides.
MBS staff candidly admits that these
forest roads were build for the short-term
goal of “getting the cut out.” That is, to
provide access for cutting down trees and
hauling the logs away. The roads were
never intended to afford access for recreation and other uses for many years into
the future. With the decline of logging, the
trees having been cut down, subsidies for
maintenance of the roads have been severely reduced. MBS estimates that it will
only have funds to maintain about 25% of
the roads, or only 610 of the 2,440 miles in
the forest.
For the past three years MBS has been
working to develop a Sustainable Roads
Strategy (SRS) to identify which roads
in the forest are important and should
be maintained and kept open and which
could be closed and decommissioned. The
Sustainable Roads Project is part of the
response to the federal 2005 Travel Management Rule. The Rule mandated that all
national forests develop a Motor Vehicle
Use (MVU) Map and create a sustainable
roads strategy. Based on its Minimum
Roads Analysis, MBS produced its MVU
map in 2009. Decisions on the closure
of individual roads will require a public
NEPA evaluation.
The Sustainable Roads Project started
in 2013 engaging the public in identifying
which roads provide important enough
access to warrant being kept open. In
eight public meetings, nearly 300 people
marked up maps with roads and destinations in the forest to indicate their use of
the roads. Another 1,700 people responded to an online survey and 130 more
submitted written comments to a blog
site. Over 1,798 of the 2,440 miles of roads
on the forest were marked as important
to at least one individual and 1,469 miles
of roads, or 60%, were marked by two or
more individuals.
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Additional input was sought from other
forest users, including tribes, municipalities, other agencies, property in-holders,
potential timber sales and other forest
service administrative requirements. Reducing this mass of raw data to meaningful and useable statistics consumed nearly
all of 2014.
A team of specialists analyzed the
myriad of data and produced a report that
identified the risk, benefits and financial
cost to maintain the various roads on the
MBS National Forest. Among its recommendations were to concentrate maintenance resources on high use/value roads
and those with high risk of washout and
erosional problems and to decommission 177 miles of road. This report forms
the basis for the development of the SRS.
Incorporating these recommendations
and balancing them with the requirements of the forest service policies and the
estimated available budget took almost all
of 2015. The SRS in final form final was
published in December.

The Mountain labored mightily
and brought forth a ridiculous
mouse—Æsop/Horace
Well, MBS also labored mightily and
brought forth a mouse every bit as ridiculous as the one in Æsop’s fable. After
three years, the SRS doesn’t roar, it only
squeaks. MBS has come back around to
where it began: with many more miles of
road on the forest than money to maintain
them.
The SRS provides planning guidance
only. It is not an actionable document.
In order for the status of any road to be
changed a NEPA process must be engaged.
Access Travel Management (ATM) plans
subject to public comment will be the
means to do this. These plans will be
developed on a watershed basis and will
incorporate the guidance and recommendations of the SRS.
The SRS envisions reducing the overall
Open Road system from 1801 miles (there
are now 639 miles in closed, maintenance
level #1 storage) to 1032 miles of open
roads with 1245 miles in level #1 storage (eliminating all vehicular traffic, with
basic custodial maintenance performed),
and decommissioning a further 177 miles.
This will reduce the required annual

maintenance budget from $2.3 to $1.4
million, a saving of almost $900,000. The
problem is that this reduction falls short
by approximately a half million dollars of
the anticipated available funds! While decommissioning costs (to remove culverts
and driving surface) are not part of the
maintenance budget, they are a significant
expense. Estimates based on previous
contracts place the cost at an average of
$39,000 per mile, leading to a total of $6.9
million required to decommission all 177
miles recommended in the SRS.
The SRS places many closed and outof-services roads in level #1 storage, a
public relations ploy to placate individuals
who marked these roads as important for
access. These roads include Tupso Pass
FS 41, closed by a major landslide and
washout, and the Illabot Creek Road FS
16, beyond the Slide Lake trailhead, which
has been closed and blocked for years and
doesn’t go anywhere. Level #1 storage
holds out the hope that money will become available at some point in the future
and the need will be such that the road
can be reopened and restored to use. But
it is really academic whether a particular
unused road is placed in level #1 storage
or marked for decommissioning. There
isn’t money to do either.
There is a great chasm between what is
desirable and what is possible and that’s
the half-million dollar hole between the
available budget and the best-laid plans
and the public’s desire for motor vehicle
access. So MBS will continue to defer
maintenance, practicing benign neglect
and letting Mother Nature decide which
roads to take out of commission. Then it’ll
be management by crisis. In spite of all
the effort put into the Sustainable Roads

Forest Service Roads
maintenance levels
1 - Basic Custodial Care (Closed)
2 - High Clearance Vehicles
3 - Suitable for Passenger Vehicle
4 - Moderate Degree of User Comfort
5 - High Degree of User Comfort
(Paved)

Project the MBS road system remains unsustainable. Without proper maintenance,
the roads will continue to deteriorate and
become increasingly impassable, reducing
motor vehicle access. Worse yet, SRS fails
to rank the roads in terms of cost/benefit
and risk factors, preferring to place these
elements into general categories, making
prioritizing difficult.
Yet the SRS does have some positive
aspects. In the process MBS has recognized that recreation is an important part
of its mission; the national forest is no
longer managing to simply maximize “getting out the cut.” A large segment of the
public has been educated about the forest
service roads system and made aware of
the challenges of declining budgets. It
has established a database of the roads on
the forest with access demands and risk
factors. It provides a basis for justifying
requests for increased budget appropriations for maintenance of the forest service
roads system.
SRS recommendations will be applied as
Access Travel Management plans are prepared on a watershed-by-watershed basis.
The Upper North Fork Nooksack ATM, for
137 miles of open road around the SR 542
corridor to Mount Baker, came out in early
February with public meetings at Kendall
in Whatcom County and in Bellingham. A
second ATM for 259 miles of roads around
the Greenwater River area off of SR 410
down near Crystal Mountain Ski area
should be out for comment soon.
NCCC will evaluate each ATM for environmental protection in the landscape
and a realistic estimate of the maintenance
budgets available. We will advocate keeping open only the high use/value mileage
that can be maintained with the funds
available. We will further lobby that roads
at the greatest risk of landslides, erosion
and washouts top the list for funds as they
become available, putting environmental
quality above motorized access.

Online resources about
the Sustainable Roads
Strategy
Read the SRS: http://www.fs.usda.
gov/goto/mbs/sustainableroads
Read the Public Engagement
Report: http://www.fs.usda.gov/
Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/
fseprd486467.pdf

Corvid’s eye
Steeped in mythology, mystery, and sometimes arrogant
hyperbole, the corvid does not
limit himself to bouncing from
moment to moment through
the narrow confines of the
present, as so many relegate
themselves. William Faulkner
was kind enough to remind us
that the past is never dead and,
for that matter, isn’t even past. It should
then come as no revelation that slippery
destiny possesses a similar malleability
and virtual persistence across time and
space. In many respects, what lies ahead
is already upon us, like it or not. The
lyricist Robert Hunter promised he could
tell your future just by looking at what’s
in your hand; while Kurt Vonnegut, Jr. in
Slaughterhouse-Five made effective use
of wormholes in temporal linearity’s thin
fabric, allowing Billy Pilgrim to randomly
experience out-of-order episodes throughout his especially peculiar life, as well as
the state of his own non-existence.
Yes, the corvid concedes to sometimes
dabbling in the occult, despite how outof-style and tiresome such topics have
become in most modern households, but
there is nothing particularly supernatural
about his time-traveling jaunts. ’Tis true,
the future does often defy accurate prediction (just ask the futurists), yet simultaneously it extends before us like sagebrush
in a coulee’s steppe. Toward the far horizon, the detail becomes increasingly hazy
and obscured, but a keen eye may make
some sense of it. The distant “there” is
fully dependent on the proximate “here,”
and vice versa. Convention dictates an
orderly flow of time, one minor or major
event after another, with only occasional
aberrations, though physicists, metaphysicists, coyotes and corvids know better.
And for the lattermost, there are the added
capacities for great altitude and a refined
taste for primal soup.
As such, it is no great leap for the corvid
to assess conditions of the year 2066, fifty
years hence from the publication date of
this lovely journal’s current issue, and
then report his vivid impressions to our
readers (those impressionistic and otherwise). Consider it another public service of
sorts, for what the corvid most aspires to is
dragging earthbound hominids, coercively
if necessary, around to his way of think-
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ing. Or, perhaps he should say, seeing:
well west of the sagebrush sea toward
the setting sun, and across the canopy of
dripping, lichen-festooned conifers in the
Cascades’ deep valleys – his chosen haunt.
This is a summation of what lies ahead for
the resplendent mountains which so sublimely hem us in, with an admitted assist
from the fact that what is to come is, again,
practically already here.
It should be unsurprising that conditions in 2066 are somewhat problematic.
The climate scientists, you see, were
mostly right. More years than not since
mid-century have resembled 2015, which
was at the time widely considered a
harbinger of things to come. The largest
glaciers along the crest and west slope
of the Cascades, aside from the volcanic
summits, are plainly fading away, more so
every decade. Recently exposed rubble is
often unstable and prone to releasing into
the valleys below, scouring the riparian
forests and devouring the few remaining
forest roads. At increasing intervals, genuine lahars of minor to moderate scope are
charging down from Mount Baker, Glacier
Peak, and their southerly siblings, leaving
observers to wonder when the big one
might happen. Elsewhere, bottomlands
are becoming ever more braided from
rivers repeatedly gone crazy. And with the
braids come logjams, larger than they’ve
been (in upper watersheds anyway) since
the first Roosevelt.
Back among the citizenry, now reduced
a bit by disease yet further concentrated
in an assortment of mega-cities, all efforts
are devoted to managing a crushing influx
of climate refugees. Portions of the Middle
East and American Southwest have become largely uninhabitable, more due to
heat in the Persian Gulf and simple lack of
continued on page 12
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continued from page11

water in Arizona and Southern California.
By contrast, although 105 degree summer
days in Everett come about with some frequency, the Puget Sound region remains
a relatively hospitable locale to put down
roots. For sure, it’s still plenty wet, coming down intermittently in buckets rather
than the gentle drip of old. Wide swaths
of the interior West are depopulated, as
much a slow economic death as from any
climate variable, and also quite dangerous.
A small but not insignificant number of
roving, desperate hooligans, all of whom
overdosed on bad dystopian literature or
cinema as pubescents, remain. They live
mainly as proud and vaguely philosophical scavengers, scratching a living from
the remnant contents of long-abandoned
homes and businesses, hapless but increasingly rare passersby, and poaching all
manner of critters and trees. Mercifully,
their density is indeed low on a landscape
level and the ecological damage they cause
is minor in the grand scheme of things.
Government mercenaries thin them out
from time to time in the name of interstate
commerce, especially if too much time has
passed since the last renegade-on-maverick scrimmage.
Beyond their usual penchant for
violence, governments from federal to
municipal are by and large functional,
rational, farsighted, and dedicated to
public service, relative to the cynical
dysfunction and polarization of 2016. It
should be acknowledged that this bit of
good fortune has little to do with noble
statesmanship or higher callings. It is more
a case of necessity being the mother of
invention. One usually has a soft enough
cushion to weather a thoroughly inept or
corrupt government when times are good,
but the onset of hard concerns of undebatable severity demand the cause of putting
smart and decent people in charge. After
two or three dizzying ideological swings
right and left, government has settled into
a grim but efficient and cautious realism
mode, supported by a healthy majority
of the electorate. Also of note, peasantry
has withdrawn its necessary consent for
continued plutocracy since the late 2020s,
and most of the political action these days
is in D.C. and the cities. State governments
are comparatively dormant.
Federal land holdings in the Cascades
and across the country have actually
enlarged, thanks in part to the bankruptcy
and collapse of multiple resource extrac-
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tion industries, which had previously
become too big to not eventually fail.
Land management schemes have been
revised, too. Gone are the days of the
Forest Service’s timber program, beyond
anything other than a kinetic museum
exhibit. Declining lumber demand saw its
first casualty in that agency’s “vegetation
management” department. Public need
and opinion, of course, also figures into
the new emphases of carbon sequestration, water quality, irreplaceable wildlife
habitat, and compatible recreation. The
North Cascades are now wall to wall trees
away from the rivers; a nearly unbroken,
verdant blanket running west through the
inner foothills, prior to smacking against
the sharp edges of anxious civilization.
The forest is exquisite, but also unfamiliar
in respects. Knotweed clogs the alreadydamaged riparian corridors, while creeping buttercup, herb Robert, English ivy,
and holly all bully the understory. Despite
manual and chemical removal in a few critical spots, there’s just no stopping them,
and they’ve naturalized. Even the native
species behave menacingly, as hemlock
and silver fir invade the formerly meadowy
heights. East of the crest, an ongoing series
of hot fires has converted much of that dry
side to chaparral below 5000 feet.
The wildlife situation is a mixed bag.
Reintroduced fishers are doing well, having spread industriously from the Similkameen River to the Columbia. The most
elusive mustelid, the wolverine, is barely
hanging on in the most remote and high
portions of the range. Black bears, the
clever generalists, are perhaps greater in
number than ever, still getting themselves

into trouble on forays into residential areas. Less frequently, they somehow travel
intact all the way to the heart of downtown. The cougar population remains stable, while wolves have done well enough
to cross Interstate 5 on a route down the
Toutle River. Now spreading across the
Willapa Hills, these canine terrorists will
recolonize their ancient Olympic Peninsula hunting grounds any day. Of the
birds, most terrestrial varieties are largely
absent in cities but seem to be benefitting
from the less-managed vegetation features
of the hinterlands. Aquatic and shore birds
are deeply unwell for the most part. Many
rivers are a wreck, and with them the sea
and its fish. Murrelets sadly have retreated
well into British Columbia, though spotted
owls continue to claim a few steep, southfacing slopes of older, middle-elevation
Douglas fir. Golden eagles still haunt the
dreams of high elevation rodents in the
summertime.
See how easy this is? Yet the psychic
returns on these time travels come stuffed
in a soggy sack of dread, need for diversion, and even a dash of guilty anticipation. What to do with this ambivalent fate
hurtling straight for us? Is there hope for
mitigation? Hard to say, but one might consider the potentialities of a sort of futurus
“revisionism,” where our seemingly set
collision with these formidable prospects
would be reevaluated, reinterpreted, and
hopefully narrowly diverted to a less traumatic outcome. The future is inevitable,
but it needn’t be all that bad and it could
be worse. It is a banquet-sized table of
obvious pottery not yet put to the kiln.

Stilly Peak, Perry Creek. — Tom Hammond photo

Cascade
Rambles:
RIP
Queen of
the Middle
Fork

S

he was probably the biggest tree in
the Cascades. I hope there is another one out there somewhere, but I
rather doubt it. After her long reign,
she has fallen, leaving a giant crater
in the steep clay bank where she grew, and a
long mountain of wood stretching downhill.
The lower elevations of the lower Middle
Fork valley have been called the Middle Fork
Claylands, the subject of previous articles in
The Wild Cascades. During the Ice Ages, the
the Puget Lobe of the Cordilleran Ice Sheet
at various times extended up to the bottoms
of the valleys where the major rivers flow out
from the western Cascades, often damming
them. In the case of the Middle Fork, this
probably happened a number of times.
The Middle Fork kept flowing even when
its outlet was dammed by ice, forming large
lakes behind the ice dams. The dams must
have collapsed or been breached periodically,
probably in spectacular fashion, but they were
there long enough to dam up lakes for considerable periods of time. The Middle Fork and
its tributaries carried clay sediments down
from the mountains that settled to the bottom
of the ice-dammed lakes.
Thus formed the Middle Fork Claylands,
extending maybe 8 or 9 miles up the valley
from where the ice dams likely were. Clay
soils tend to drain very slowly, and in a high
rainfall area like the Middle Fork, they really
never dry out. Douglas fir, the “finest lumber tree in the world,” doesn’t like wet feet,
so there is very little of it in the Middle Fork
Claylands. Thus parts of them were bypassed
by early day logging.
Tall Sitka spruce and wide spreading, picturesque bigleaf maples are the predominant
species growing there, with plenty of big old
trees. An abundance of hazelnuts is below.
There are also some western red cedars. One
of these cedars was beyond remarkable for
its size. When we first came across her while
exploring the old forest, we were amazed. We
could hardly believe she was real.
But real she was, and clinging to an impossibly steep clay slope just below a small rib
or ridge. Because the uphill side of her base
was so much higher than its downhill side,
the concept of dbh (diameter at breast height)
really didn’t apply. Once, we managed to get a
very long tape all the way around, though not
on any kind of level layout. Some imprecise
estimates of the tape’s deflection combined
with quick and dirty geometry led us to a
conservative estimate of a circumference of
at least 54 feet, probably more, and thus a
continued page 14
Washington Commissioner of Public
Lands Peter Goldmark next to the "Queen
of the Middle Fork." —Mark Boyer photo
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diameter of at least 18 feet. Whatever her
precise measurements, everyone who saw
her agreed that she was a darn big tree,
bigger than anything else they had ever
seen in the Cascades.
Viewed from one particular spot on
the rib, she looked like a veritable wall of
wood. She was impressive from any angle,
and simply to go around her was a major
undertaking, something we seldom did so
as to avoid compacting the soil.
To know she was there was to worry
that someone would find her, cut and flag
a trail to her, publicize her with multitudes of GPS waypoints on the internet
as “the biggest tree in the state”, and the
masses would come, trample the steep soil
around her and kill her. The once-tallest
tree in the world, a 367-foot high coast

redwood along Redwood Creek, had a rail
fence around it, and signs asking people
not to approach it, but of course almost
everyone did, compacting the soil, and it
fell. That tree grew on flat, stable ground.
Ours was on steep, unstable clay.
Fortunately the discovery and trampling
never happened. Death was from natural
causes. The Queen of the Middle Fork
grew on an obscure rib in an obscure
place, protected in all directions by fearsome brush. She was not on the way “to”
anywhere. She seemed to grow in her own
little cut-off part of the world, a place that
nothing pointed to or led to. Even though
she has fallen, that feeling persists in the
rest of the claylands old growth. The forest
in the immediate area actually does not
feel or even look all that different, despite
the death of the Queen. It is still a place
that repels people. Goopy, soupy ground,
some of the thickest salmonberry and

Senator Murray recognized

Alpine Lakes Working Group members present Senator Patty Murray a trail
sign commemorating the Alpine Lakes Wilderness additions in the Pratt valley
and along the Middle and South Forks of the Snoqualmie. From left, Katharine
Hollis, conservation director, The Mountaineers; Don Parks, past president,
Alpine Lakes Protection Society (ALPS), Sierra Club; Senator Murray, the champion who shepherded the bill through Congress; Tom Uniack, conservation
manager and director, Washington Wild, who led and managed the day-to-day
elements of this long, but ultimately successful campaign; Rick McGuire, NCCC
and past ALPS president, who worked to get the campaign started; Andrea Imler, Washington Trails Association; Karl Forsgaard, current ALPS president and
past NCCC president; and Benjamin Greuel, formerly with the Sierra Club and
now regional director for the Wilderness Society.
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devil’s club imaginable, impassable thickets of hazelnut and vine maple are not to
many people’s taste. Boots need hosing off
and clothes need cleaning after a day in
the clay.
Those of us who had visited The Tree
were a select little fraternity. All understood that her location, even her existence, had to be kept quiet. The DNR’s
then-Natural Areas manager Kelly Heintz,
took a special interest, and we managed to
go there together every year or two during her tenure. A few treehuggers visited,
and a few of the DNR foresters. Everyone
agreed that in her precarious spot, trampling the area around her would mean
the end. So we kept a respectful distance,
avoided trampling down a trail, and visited
infrequently.
We will never know the Queen’s precise
age, but she was probably between 700
and 1000 years old. The claylands old
growth may be what some people call “antique” forest, a forest older than any tree
within it, a sort of super-climax forest. Its
year-round wetness may mean that it has
never burned, even during the megafires
estimated to have occurred around the
year 1308. Such forests are actually quite
rare, even in wet climates. It takes a special skill to read soil profiles for evidence
of long-ago fires. Perhaps we will find out
someday.
It is strange to think that the Queen of
the Middle Fork was around for so many
centuries, and we happened to know of
her during just the last 16 years of her life.
This was a very big tree even 300 years
ago. She may have started growing before
the Little Ice Age, during the Medieval Optimum, when grapes flourished in England
and the Norse settled in Greenland.
The last time we saw her standing was
when Washington Commissioner of Public
Lands Peter Goldmark accompanied us on
a trip there in 2013. Goldmark signed an
order in 2006 establishing the Middle Fork
Snoqualmie Natural Resource Conservation Area, and expanding the Mt. Si NRCA.
So the clayland spruces and maples are
safe from logging, and with the addition of
the Pratt River valley to the Alpine Lakes
Wilderness a year ago, almost all of the
Middle Fork is now protected.
Trees come, and trees go. Seeing one go
that appears to have hung on for a thousand years is hard. But the clayland forests
are still there, and still appealing to those
who can put up with heavy brush. It may
take a few centuries, but maybe someday
someone will be fortunate to discover
another Queen of the Middle Fork.

Varying views on grizzlies:

shutterstock photo

responses to McGuire article in Fall Wild Cascades

In principle, the North Cascades
Conservation Council supports the
reintroduction of grizzlies into the
North Cascades but has reservations about transplanting grizzlies
from British Columbia (or anywhere
else). We continue to gather facts and
discuss this important issue and will
formulate an official position later
in 2016. Rick McGuire’s recent article
was not a position statement, but
early observations by someone who
cares deeply about the issue.
Our discussion will continue in
the spring issue with a piece by Jack
Oelfke, Chief of Natural and Cultural
Resources for North Cascades National Park.

Letter to the editor
Rick McGuire’s article “Is transplanting grizzly bears to the Cascades really a
good idea?” (TWC Fall 2015) raises some
important issues. But the arguments and
examples he raises to support his concerns
and conclusions don’t pass the laugh test.
Rick concludes the first paragraph by
saying “NCCC also supports their (grizzly’s) return” to the Cascades. But the
statement of support and the article’s
title are contradictory. By any measure it
appears that bear transplants is the only
viable strategy for grizzly restoration since
bear numbers in the Cascades haven’t
increased in 50 years.
Despite the upfront statement of support Rick goes on to express every conceivable argument for not moving bears
into the Cascades. Restoring endangered
animals to their former range is always
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difficult and potentially hard on individual
animals. But the obstacles shouldn’t be
overstated. Nor should “uncertainty” be
a reason for not taking actions that will
ultimately benefit the species and the
ecosystem.
Rick uses some inappropriate analogies
and inaccurate statements to underpin his
veiled opposition to transplanting grizzlies. Take the example he cites of the bear
transplants into the Cabinet-Yaak ecosystem. He paints a dim picture of the effort,
which is the main reason bears persist and
their numbers are growing in the Cabinet
Mountains – by that critical measure the
strategy is a historic success.
Twenty six years ago there were 5-10
bears in the Cabinet Mountains area of the
Cabinet-Yaak recovery area. Today there
are about 25, a population growth rate of
about 1.4% based on existing reproduccontinued on page 16
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tion. The estimate for the entire CabinetYaak is now about 50 bears. Biologists
have documented cubs from at least two
transplanted females and expect a 3rd
generation in the next couple years.
Rick characterizes the Selkirks grizzlies
as a “struggling population”. The neighboring US/BC Selkirks grizzly population
to the west of the Cabinets has grown at
a rate of 1.8% to about 70-80 bears; not
“recovered” by any means but certainly
not struggling. And, Canadian and US
biologists are working with conservancies
to protect movement corridors for the
Selkirks and Cabinet-Yaak grizzlies and
other wildlife.
Rick’s example of Winston the bear as a
parable of the pitfalls of bear transplants
is also misguided. Winston was an older,
habituated bear whose life biologists tried
to spare by gamely but ill-advisedly leading
him away from temptation. It didn’t work,
but more to the point, the incident is as
germane to Cascades grizzly recovery as
enforcing highway speed limits is to air
travel safety.
Today, grizzly bear recovery coordinators would never move a problem bear as
part of a recovery strategy. And although
transplanting bears is not a common
practice, biologists painstakingly screen
bears to ensure the best chance of success – younger animals not habituated to
human food sources. Without such care
the strategy would quickly lose financial
and public support and with it, biologists
would lose a valuable conservation tool.
Rick asserts that the No Net Loss of core
area policy is comprised of “complicated
rules [that] have been easily circumvented
and have not served to protect core habitat”. “That is just plain bull****”, as one
grizzly Science Team biologist bluntly put
it. It’s neither complicated nor ineffective.
Quite simply, any new road proposed
in national forests within the Grizzly Bear
Recovery Zone (going back 2 decades) may
only move ahead when an equal amount
of road miles are decommissioned prior
to new construction. Moreover, new forest
road construction is very rare with roads
typically built in short segments in areas
that are already roaded.
National forest managers are now
decommissioning roads to make forest
road systems more financially and ecologically sustainable, independent of any new
construction proposals; simple economics,
erosion control and sediment reduction to
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protect fish habitat are the main drivers.
But such strategies have had the added
benefit of adding core security habitat for
grizzly bears and other large carnivores,
like wolves and wolverines. The truth is
that No Net Loss policy is one of the most
significant policies for protecting carnivore habitat in the North Cascades in the
last couple decades. But it’s mostly focused
on new roads, not low-use trails.
Rick cites the Pacific Northwest Trail as
the most “egregious example” of the failure of the No Net Loss policy. But the PNT
is not new nor does it include any new
trail segments through grizzly bear core
habitat. Most of the PNT follows existing
roads or trails for its entire length. It’s had
recreational human use for decades – its
“scenic trail” designation has come long
after the fact and has not demonstrably
increased use in grizzly core habitat. And
while trail use may increase slightly the
PNW trail is still considered “low use”
(fewer than 20 parties/week). And it has
bear storage food requirements and established camp grounds in place along its
length in the Recovery Zone.
The segment along the South Fork of
the Nooksack River is already impacted
by roads. If anything, the PNT and any
proposed improvements could provide a
model for the coexistence of recreation
and wildlife habitat, including grizzlies.
In response to an application from
ultra-marathoners to Seattle City Light for
a permit for an annual run through SCL
mitigation lands on the PNW trail, Ron
Tressler, Environmental Affairs and Real
Estate Services rep, wrote:
“Our Management Plan that is approved
by an interagency committee specifically
states that public use is allowed as long
as such use does not compromise habitat
or species values. However, the overriding management directive is to maintain
or enhance wildlife habitat. We issued the
permit to the PNTA for the trail with the
expectation that the trail would receive a
fairly low level of use and that the users
would be individuals and small groups of
hikers and equestrians spread out during
the spring-fall. We do not think that having
a group of 100 people run through during
June is compatible with the main objective
of protecting wildlife from disturbance.
Spring is a very critical time for many
species of wildlife since it is the breeding
season for birds, deer fawning season, and
elk calving season.”
There is a group of experts including
the most accomplished government and
independent US and Canadian grizzly bear
scientists with decades of collective experi-

ence working on the details of grizzly
recovery in the North Cascades. And having closely tracked this issue for 25 years
we’re confident that they’ve considered all
the obstacles Rick McGuire cites. As one
biologist put it, many of the issues Rick
raises “are already being thoroughly investigated, evaluated, assessed and discussed
ad nauseam by the EIS Science team” and
will be reflected in EIS documents.
For some reason Rick has chosen to
reference the British Columbia Mountain
Caribou Recovery Plan in his diatribe, his
main point being that Canadian wildlife
officials can’t be trusted to protect wildlife
and that the “caribou ‘recovery plan’ for
the Selkirks consist[s]ing entirely of killing wolves”. The caribou recovery plan
is far from perfect. But Rick’s statement
is patently false. The BC government has
protected 5.2 million acres of caribou
habitat from logging and roadbuilding and
2.5 million acres from recreational snowmobiling? It’s troubling that Rick either
doesn’t seem to think such details matter
or he didn’t even bother to seek them out.
Canadian federal wildlife ministries
do not oversee grizzly bear management
since the species is not listed under the
federal Species at Risk Act (SARA). And
although BC allows grizzly hunting, none
of the southernmost BC grizzly populations (including the Selkirks bears) are
hunted except for the Flathead bears. (One
wonders what experience Rick has with
Canadian federal or provincial wildlife officials that he can provide such a damming
indictment of them.)
If we worry about uncertainty we accomplish nothing. And we would almost
certainly be helpless to solve the myriad
problems we face restoring and rewilding
ecosystems like those on which grizzly
bears and other species, including our
own, depend. Negativity wins neither
hearts nor minds. Why not redirect that
energy to ensure the success of a once-ina-lifetime opportunity to restore grizzly bears to their historic range in the
Cascades?
Conservation today is not for the timid.
Rewilding is not an exact science. Transplanted animals will sometimes die or
return home. But if we hope to restore
ecological function to our conservation
lands, we must take acceptable risks and
be willing to live with the consequences.
Otherwise we are presiding over a network of recreation playgrounds with little
of that which makes wilderness wild.

Joe Scott
International Programs
Director
Conservation Northwest

Rick McGuire responds to Scott’s letter
Thanks much, Joe, for your response to
my article asking what I hoped were hard
questions about moving grizzlies to the
Cascades. You state that I express “every
conceivable argument for not moving
bears into the Cascades.” An undertaking
as large and serious as trying to re-establish a grizzly population in the Cascades
needs to be looked at from every possible
angle. Optimism is great, but the history
of wildlife management is not one of unbroken success. There have been plenty of
failures. Would not this be by far the largest such undertaking ever attempted?
It seems perfectly legitimate, crucial
even, to ask where the bears would come
from, how many would be taken, and what
might be the effects of removing bears
from the not very numerous grizzly bear
populations of southern and south central
B.C.
As for Winston, I tried to make it clear
that he was only an “anecdotal” example
of the kind of homing abilities some bears
seem to possess. But you must admit that
going from east of Manning Provincial
Park all the way back to Pemberton in
what was it? just three or four days? is
pretty impressive. Even if it was done by
a bear so consumed by his addiction that
he probably would have skipped his own
grandmother’s funeral to get back to those
turkeys he was devouring. It’s too bad
he never got the help he needed. Other
surprising examples I’ve heard of grizzlies’ homing abilities, even among bears
not trapped in Winston’s tragic cycle of
addiction, seem to indicate that if grizzlies
are brought from southern B.C. to the Cascades, there is a fair likelihood that some
of them will go back home, or at least try.
There may be worse wildlife barriers
in North America than the area along the
Fraser above and below the town of Hope,
but I don’t know of them. Hope is where
the Cascades meet the Coast Range, one
of the wildest places left on the continent.
Only four roads cross the Coast Range between Hope and Alaska. If it were possible
to link up the Cascades with the Coast
Range, it would probably be the best thing
imaginable not just for grizzly bears but
many other species as well.
Unfortunately, there are busy highways
on both sides of the Fraser, and heavily
used railroads as well, not to mention
the Fraser River itself. Somehow Winston
managed to get across all of them, but he
was no ordinary bear. It would be interesting to know whether the occasional bears

wandering south into Washington are
making the reverse of Winston’s journey.
Regarding British Columbia’s caribou
recovery plan, anyone who could put
together such a terrible plan cannot be
trusted to protect wildlife or make the call
if grizzly bears should be captured, and

To succeed, the EIS
needs to ask all the
hard questions.
where. You say, “the B.C. government has
protected 5.2 million acres from logging
and roadbuilding and 2.5 million acres
from recreational snowmobiling....it’s
troubling that Rick either doesn’t seem to
think such details matter or he didn’t even
bother to seek them out.”
5.2 million acres protected? That’s the
equivalent of about ten North Cascades
National Parks in size. Surely, such a
move would rank near or at the very top
of North American conservation success
stories. Why has almost no one heard of it
then? Well, I did seek out the details, and it
certainly ranks near the top—of greenwash and outright deception.
In fact, this caribou recovery plan is
failing dismally. When the plan was signed
off on there were 1850 caribou in the
recovery region. Now, seven or eight years
later there are only 1350 animals.
About 40% of that impressive sounding 5.2 million acre number isn’t really
caribou habitat at all, and most of the rest
is high-elevation land that only works as
habitat protection for part of the caribou’s
life cycle. The B.C. government set a ceiling that no more than 1% of the timber
base could be affected in any way, and in
the end drew back even from that. Only
0.66% of the timber base was affected at
all. And this is only protection from logging, all other industrial activities can still
go ahead, such as mining, private hydro
projects, gas and oil pipelines, powerlines,
commercial recreation, etc. So of those 5.2
million acres, very little will make any real
difference in protecting caribou habitat.
As for the 2.5 million acres supposedly
protected from recreational snowmobile
use, it would be laughable if the consequences weren’t so dire for the caribou.
The snowmobilers can continue using
just about every place they already use,
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much of which is prime caribou habitat,
while the caribou get a lot of steep, rocky,
avalanche prone ground that is almost
useless habitat. And the snowmobilers are
supposed to “self-police” their compliance.
But, the B.C. government is going to
take action for the caribou—by killing
wolves. Apparently they find that to be
much more convenient than actually
protecting real habitat. You asked what experience I had with B.C. wildlife officials
that I could provide such a damming (sic)
indictment of them. Seeing them shooting wolves (some hunts from helicopters
and using “judas wolves” tagged for easy
tracking!) instead of actually protecting
caribou habitat is more than enough for
me. It is important to note that just about
every B.C.-based conservation organization, including the Wilderness Committee, Raincoast Conservation Foundation,
Valhalla Society, Pacific Wild and others,
strongly opposes this wolf killing “caribou
recovery” plan. It is disappointing Conservation Northwest supports the plan.
In some ways, B.C. and Canada are
ahead of the U.S. But one way in which
they are far behind is how they treat land,
forests and wildlife. The power of the
mining and timber industries there, today,
hasn’t been seen in Washington State since
the 1950s.
The present “Liberal” government under
Premier Christy Clark has made it clear
that their agenda is to dig, dam and cut
anything that anyone might make any
money off of. Thus we get such transparent shams as “5.2 million acres” of fake
protection of caribou habitat, and an obscene wolf kill program in order to avoid
protecting any real caribou habitat.
That’s not wildlife science, and I bring
it up to show that the people behind it
cannot be trusted. The USFWS and NPS
may not be perfect, but they are far better
than the B.C. wildlife branch. The U.S.
bear recovery EIS has to look at all the
pieces, including those in Canada, just as
if it were all happening within the U.S.
The EIS needs to look thoroughly at all
the candidate populations in B.C. for bear
removal, their numbers, diets, whether
they can sustain losing bears, and what the
effects from that would be. It needs to ask
all the hard questions, especially the ones
that understandable enthusiasm for reestablishing bears in the Cascades might
cause to be overlooked, if it is to have any
chance to succeed.
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Grizzlies:
Scale is critical
By Kevin Geraghty
Rick McGuire raised a number of issues
in his bear article in TWC Fall 2015 which
are worth thinking about. Although I
do not necessarily share his pessimistic
conclusions, I think his specific points are
substantively correct. I wanted to elaborate on one of them.
One of the things Rick says is, in effect, “it’s never been done before”. He’s
right. There is no instance to date of bear
translocation resulting in successful reestablishment of a healthy population.
It’s worth looking in detail
at previous “augmentation”
efforts, asking why they
have been less than
resoundingly successful,
and what the implications might be for the
North Cascades.
The only previous
North American augmentation effort has taken
place in the Cabinet-Yaak
region along the Idaho-Montana border. This recovery
area looks like a skinny irregular peninsula extending south
from the 49th parallel adjacent
to the Idaho-Montana border. Effectively
it is a southward extension of the Purcell
mountains population in British Columbia. Its roughly 1.6 million acre extent suggests it is big enough for a self-sustaining
bear population, but it is fragmented by
highways, forest roads, and human settlement. Roughly 10% of the recovery area is
non-federal; the federal portion does not
contain large blocks of wilderness or roadless areas. In its current state it is marginal
habitat for grizzlies. The biggest northsouth movement barrier is the Kootenai
river valley with its highway (US 2) and
accompanying rail line, which bisects a
narrow neck of the recovery area joining
the Cabinet mountains to the south, with
the Yaak region to the north. There is no
record of bears having crossed this barrier,
despite a decades-long and fairly intensive
bear-monitoring and radio-collaring effort.
In effect the recovery area contains two
largely separate sub-populations. All the
“augmentation” bears have been put into
the Cabinets, the most isolated part of this
threatened population.
In the late 1980s, by all accounts, the

18  THE WILD CASCADES • Winter 2016

Cabinet sub-population was on a trajectory to extinction. It was estimated to
contain fewer than 15 bears, and there was
no evidence of reproducing females. Since
1990, a running total of 17 bears have
been moved there, 3/4 of them female.
Five of the 17 are known to have left the
area and four are known to be dead. Two
females are known to have reproduced,
resulting in at least nine first-generation
cubs. Does this add up to success? There
are certainly more bears in the Cabinets
than there were in 1990. The translocations have likely saved the Cabinet population from extinction. But there’s a clear
cost in bear mortality. Moving bears to
novel habitats increases the risks of their
already high-risk lives. And some fraction
of moved bears will try to “go home”.
Arguably the biggest problem
with this “augmentation” is that
the Cabinets in their current condition are a bear
population sink. The
roughly 92,000 acre
Cabinet Mountain
wilderness, the
only real “security habitat” in the
recovery area, is
modest in size and
largely high elevation.
Early-season low-elevation habitat
elements are not protected. Since
2008 ten bears are known to have been
killed by people in the US portion of the
Cabinet-Yaak, and only three are known
to have died by natural causes. Fixes for
problems of habitat quality and excess
human-caused mortality involve road
closures, changing public attitudes, hunter
education, more careful garbage handling,
and improving habitat connectivity with
the Yaak subpopulation. These tasks are
much more difficult than translocating
bears, but they are necessary for genuine
population recovery. Without progress on
these issues, bear translocation into the
Cabinets is analogous to trying to fill a
bathtub with the drain open. Best estimates of population trends in the entire
Cabinet-Yaak recovery area since 1992
suggest effectively no population growth
(a 50% probability of actual decline). It
should be understood that trend estimates
for such a small population are very noisy;
the death of a single reproductive age
female can tip the balance.
Outside of North America the bestknown bear translocations have been in
the French Pyrenees. Although European
brown bears are considered the same bear
species as the North American grizzly, they

behave in many respects more like North
American black bears, being unaggressive, associated with forested habitats, and
relatively tolerant of humanized environments. When the translocations commenced, the native Pyrenean brown bears
were in effect a population of the walking
dead—just five bears, only one of them
female. Eight bears were translocated
into this population, six of them female.
As in the Cabinets, there was a high level
of mortality and “wastage” in the translocated bears, but two bred successfully. The
population has grown since its pre-translocation nadir to an estimated 20 individuals. A looming problem, though, is that the
new generation of post-introduction bears
are closely related to each other, being
descendants of two females and mostly
sired by one dominant male. The population needs new genes, but local opposition
makes it politically difficult to translocate
more bears. Alpine zones in the Pyrenees
are full of free-range sheep. Sheepherders
hate bears and were likely primarily responsible for the long-term disappearance
of the native population. In the Romanian
Carpathians, where brown bears still exist
in significant numbers, herders use guard
dogs, pen their flocks at night, and do not
leave them unattended. French sheepherders have lost these cultural adaptations
and are not eager to re-learn them.
As Rick points out, the North Cascades
probably do not now harbor any grizzly
bears, barring perhaps an occasional stray
male. At best, it is something analogous to
the non-reproductive Pyrenean “walking
dead” population. An effort to “recover”
the population would in effect start from
zero. Both the Cabinet-Yaak and Pyrenean experiences suggest relatively high
levels of wastage in translocated bears;
perhaps a quarter of moved bears might
both stay put and successfully reproduce.
Some might turn out to be quite fecund.
Establishing a sufficiently broad gene
pool, given this wastage and the lotterylike distribution of reproductive success,
would seem to require at least double
the number moved into the Cabinets—30
translocated bears at a bare minimum.
There are two relatively secure and wellestablished populations of grizzly bears
in the lower 48: the Northern Continental
Divide ecosystem population (NCDE)
centered on Glacier National Park and the
Bob Marshall Wilderness; and the greater
Yellowstone ecosystem (GYE) population
centered on Yellowstone National Park
and surrounding Wilderness areas. Compared to the Cabinet-Yaak these are large
areas with a high proportion of “security

habitat” in the form of national parks or
statutory wilderness areas. Unlike the
chronically conflicted Forest Service, the
National Park Service has done a credible
job of managing human-bear interactions
and keeping human-caused mortalities
low enough that both these populations
are effectively at carrying capacity and
expanding out of defined recovery areas.
On a map, the North Cascades recovery
area looks a lot more like the NCDE and
the GYE than it does the Cabinet-Yaak.
There is the same national park core,
the same adjacent, large USFS-managed
statutory wilderness areas. This provides
grounds for optimism that North Cascades bear translocations, if carried out at
sufficient scale, would not have the same
filling-the-bathtub-with-the-drain-open
futility as the Cabinet mountain translocations. One might cavil that the best bear

habitat in the North Cascades is likely in
the USFS-managed wildernesses—the
western Pasayten and the Glacier Peak
Wilderness, rather than in the more alpine
North Cascades National Park—but that
seems a minor issue. The USFS may not
be very good at managing public use or
closing roads in non-protected portions of
national forests, but in statutory wilderness areas and roadless lands its most
common “management” approach is to
not do anything at all, and that’s probably good enough from the perspective
of bear establishment and survival. Most
bears killed in the lower 48 by people are
killed near roads and habitations, not by
unmonitored hunting in the backcountry.
Public education, food storage discipline,
road closures, learning by hikers and hunters, these are all good things, and difficult
to do, but there’s enough empty, connect-

ed wild bear-habitable country out there
already that they are probably not the difference between success and failure.
In my judgement the scale issue is critical. Thirty bears, that’s the minimum to
get a population over the demographic
hump. Ten is not enough. Ten will fail.
Can they find 30 suitable bears in parts of
BC without endangering source populations? I have no idea. Will the public acquiesce? I have no idea. To date two planned
augmentations into effectively bear-free
areas (central Idaho and the BC North
Cascades) have been shut down by political vicissitudes (the election of George
W. Bush as US president, and Gordon
Campbell as BC premier, respectively).
Bear augmentation in the Pyrenees, too,
is likely ultimately to fail because politics
and vociferous public opposition prevents
the necessary scale.
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Spring storm clearing over floodplain of the Sauk River, from north slope of Gold Mountain near Darrington, Wash.
—Phil Fenner photo
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